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rg\m,‘:fa in reon 'mr'ﬁpéx'\c}a’\cm] 150 al 6‘:>‘:'>an3r'\a\s of ‘\ur'\%d'\g%iéﬁ

ihe same G5 ;w\%c\\cﬁho g’\r\tf\q in vem, 50 farae oroou%\ |

BE S -

_mmm’n?& ‘mw ne QQQQ@ ‘g;zg bg, aaﬁumad ouve\r?r\fw Dﬁ’r’f:@ﬁ

’J@&cawsﬁ o-? -\'hc rmmm glex \hl% o(osev-w BEALE, Thc EXECCSE

Ho€ 1 \;f\jgg.aé\c;‘f\sﬁ \M R%}\!\ \o -(»:ﬁmf »E&f«h’ﬂ@jﬂ% of o Tiebt, 23 Hory. ). Rev.

v IS s GOt
103 wzb o S S
PR ENE R N e e PSRN J\"v : ‘\
: 1»1.\ N i ( - ﬁ_ . x«' T ‘i‘ :// 3 ;\\ x,.‘.; ) 1 ¥ T2 I 3 é 1 i ‘%z.f' ‘:‘ i ‘\f ) “.
i
vl o ?amc,@bﬁ 16 glen fuciine de‘? ade (E\ by the ‘FO\C/"\"
B % IR ot F gt ;‘v =~

+hq4 -Hw %hmo/ms (Cbca‘ch/%m)jjus;a}\ ;mm buﬁi mw«w
M‘m% exa\:‘\ss\‘\?e\q b&\;orxas, %o Jahmeh f\é@g‘fi@ Am\

\J ‘\au.) mnwcxa&,

T 1,.

‘Hn % a_ cer%\ﬂoa‘@z o% E1%) \a io uw‘ &‘iniéemwa)f{: {ocein vtprpper%’\ﬁ .
;-_(;an gﬂg hgd on\q in ?g\rm% Dl ggée !g\ébeﬁ% j’bgl_ao a\m%\m

TP g w1 d B

_ons \aac\\\\l e}&\ﬁ% *hoc‘f 1S, ol% The dc;zmxm\ejf %’ha camem%\m.é-

Q y a% iy Amc\ the : Hmc\/%uﬁc\av _of \y\m_g oo\foom%\on gx N\éi?:»::)w‘%‘

..\J }"’ Pl 1L v.}

L.n [Tl

ie \n Héf\\léi\f Ahys w‘é ;5%&%@ c,cm' aa‘f}uaé}}lt;ﬁﬁéﬁg 5% Jr%\e, ‘%fo i
1dhe mMM\M@ ‘*{%\ma@ J‘f Ef)ahujes‘? -

.,,.“_’?\HJ% aw\o«’(\'\a\f \ucm o caa’ln"%wa%@ of “H%\e Yo %hef ‘ow% of a

':r;’f ;H l‘i i,

@@r‘%m Cﬁ%mw mm\) af: also m% hz\&m Ne\méa , \um SO0,

‘ ?:\A % he,\a ac% %*\e, ’F{“ﬂémﬂ %crm%wd f,a u& \f\ﬁa;%hxﬁa%unw-f‘

Sze P
7

ot

A .

in the Dtﬁ@?%vﬁéﬂ«f @%’ Lmﬂmé s‘,@l

P53 (note/s)
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» — ‘ a. » o .
' Befoce Lsrm( wasS assumed. ‘mco\-mrc&ed into a steict ly

Scc/ular/pro{am S%o&c ceroroA—\on L1 is \mpar‘\'an-} 1o bear in

mind Her he W/msmz of 112 (Church was no¥ omlu L0 72€@/u

orc(crs by wes a\eo 207 Jnstituted and inducted by +hc

?ﬁ(cacms Soc\f:\\/ (’60(\0 but \O\/ nis S\,Dtmors ot ‘H’)C FA((ZQMS’&CQZ

‘C)'\Ufch (S »

A I~ s e RN

1 BLACKSTONE, Commentaries ondhe Lows o€ Enpland, 8 376

-

Ihe methpd of becoming ¢ parson o vieae is much the

10 llsame, To both thece aee %uﬁ_’r_egmshes hcccsﬁa\-\/ hoh/

U llorders; preeentation; institution, and indyckion.

12
13 || /\/MITLAND The L‘arnm"m‘mn Sple, o LA Rev, 335 (1900)
M "The parson was 4o be instituied and induveted by

by}

> llhis 6cr(55\a¢>+a(;_g_J suoarmrs

1% Tt s also impoctand te baar.'m mind that, for the

19 llspirctual Chyceh as a Corpocation Sole, I‘\’ 1S mz?a he

20 %fam? 14/472 ’rhcd’ can be its LOrperater.

2

22 | |

£3 |l MA iTLAND, Supra, at 353

aa But 4o all appearances there can be no legal transaction,

Z5 llno act in the law, bedtween the cocpocation sole and the

20 |\ matural zvean_ who is the one and Only Corporaten.
27 |

2%
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l)c \s dhecefoce_an absurc\\w that a seevlac Givi( COXpO-

2 |leotion Crhe \JN\TED STATES ) can_Nave o r\thr to ‘attack or

3 loYherwise el wikh dne Drooer%q/‘éfunas o€ Yahueh Orht

1 (‘hurch/%ou) De coyses (\\a f)*o&c is \Uﬂﬁ%\c ncrson and

E Jrhe full vights of Yhe propecty of gn frr/eszasz‘waé ChUrc\'\

6 |oe /\/]ess\cdn inheces cnly in e Wdréafa who is o Watural l/WarL,

7 which o Stake is noJr and @)such g \\)r\sﬁnc pecson '(a 5*014@3
3 liis not in /m/a ordecs. buk in. 560(1(&7"/1'97"(‘77%72& ordfxs and (3) g

1 [|State (s an-amareoajre corDoraJr\an ar\d under such theory no

10 || Jpustee con do ananma uiith the ’)W}DU‘W of 4oy C/wmh/oou(
H | ydneut g ({foéared Oc cm@(ccc? '{rus{ {:rom 5a\d Chucch, And
'Z lino C\%rago&e cocporatipn Can succeed in o claim of obtaining

13 |leidhec trust from an Ecclesiastical Corpocation Sele of Mass\ah/.
I becavse an ag_gfeqmte, roﬂ{)orahon _Must pave o ‘mi_n’imum of
\5 |3 Yrustees who_act as corbdm‘}ors and said Corporation

[0 [Sole only puthocizes gre vf/fzzm/ Mcm 4s Cocporatec ,] and
17 (‘—Djﬁasl‘ces 0 _an aggregate Seculac corpofation are \ur\anc
1% |loecsons wiho, as such, ace inhecently 2287 in Nely ocdecs ,as

7 required by an foclescwatice! Corpesation Sole. Trustees there-
20 for Can do nofz‘u_na with Yhe D\fooer-w of thurch nor_of )rhe
ad C/zam/z/‘iou( unless her 500(62‘4: is,n law, vegacded as a

22 éﬁoa/arA)rofana ciel CorDomJnon ( ?)6(/60 which an feedesiastical
23 ;Corporajrmn Bole of /Vles&\.\qh does no)f ha\/u

24 | '

25 | No devic.e o{ a ‘.sccu(ar State Jrhcrefar can veach 1o

Ze CXD\'&%%W orIIJMﬂ(z@(//ui/ gain n_rem J\\J\'\sd\&mn over the Droaerw
<7 _llof_an ymmune C\ovcrecan (ea yahwe/» Merely because s courts
28 |lknow He cannet. or uu\\l c+herunsc 2ot c(mscmf fo_its jucisdiction
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. .r )
aer Wis perssn .

Z

3 YerentAn (Tergmian’) 4919

4 For who s ke Me [Ychwehr] s

5 Who will arrziaz Me [Yahwer]?

b And who 15 that shepheed whe will withstand Me.2 Lemph, erine ]
;

%‘ NELSON, Sovereign Trmmunity s a Dectrine of Wc’r&ma[ Jarisaiction, 115
7 Hacy. | Rev. 1559 (2002) |

10 (\’ecogn'\z'mg the protections affocded o0 ambassadors and

U llothec public ministers undec the Jaw of nafions, and Drovidina
12 |lepi mival purishments for sving focth any wWret ec process

'3 \leither Yo arcest their PErSONS Or Zo dl’fécﬁ thelr aao;/s*)(u‘nm
1 | Ack of Apc. 30,1790, ch. 9, 25-26 1 Stat, Lz, |l7“|83 [evophosis mine )
)

1o COMMONWEALTH . KO&oLDFF,‘S Seeg. & Raule 545

\7 (Pa. CA, Qyer £ Tecrnaer Phila. \%\(o)('ﬁ\ghman,C\UW(noﬂng that
18 "y the modern law of nations, Ambassadors, and other public
19 mms‘ﬁcrs arce, 1n_genecal, exempt from criminal mosﬁcu-’novwg
Z'O' ‘

o U4, V. ORTEGA, 29 us (1l \A/heaﬂ%? 473 n.qa. (\%2@(\’590(%&5 note)
<2 (obse\—vma that gn ambassador, oc ofhec public minigter,
2> llcannot be proceeded against in any el case by compulsery
24 Rrpces5s in dany Court whaire\/cr”)
25

206

21 A concts in e, OC “attachment. jurisdiction over g
2% || Sovereign’s orooeer/f/ums (slaves oc poods, c+c\ \S_a Compulsery
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Lot “zesne @macsﬁ ¥or coeveing or o%heruu\bc cmpliedly

i}

oo\\mnq ‘H‘tf. aﬁf)e@mnc@ of such a ‘f-)zf)”&ﬁ/z ‘e co.or*.

Thxs cunning, dw\ca Moy movk aaams+ Yhose &%S\JmeLLh\ be

£ | [&N

DODular SOV&[&(QDS and CDmmon law SOchmns buy W fails 3o

reach wmmune, Jaw of natiens. 50\Iercxans and even less the

Smccmc SO\JEfc\C\nJrV of Jahbuch

\hus Udher\ a_coucr unlawful \u LXETL\SES (N TEM, OF

aﬁ‘ac/zmen{ \UF\%d\d’\Dﬁ QUEC Dro{cssed Charch members of

-5 10 |~d & A

the é?o(escas{wa( Sole (‘omorahon of Messiah (3he DrODcr‘}\//

q'f/lufza of Hahwch) s also Sub\ec%ma teelf and the 5+a%e

+o ﬂroscau%\on foc a \ud\cxa Ac% of \/\/ar aaam{r&— an_immune

'Suaremc Souere\an and Enemy of s %Jm&c heaause the court

l.
wows _Yhat Y can never ob+am (n perasram wmsa’co{wn

aver Yahuen . Thece?ore a_court could nevec enter o wa’g*mcezf

apnainst )a)zweh or e\sa His property /Yhe Chuceh. Becavse, ke

ambassadar,s (\ ‘\'t;raH\/ Semfam‘ﬂ the meunl+\l which fhey have

extends Yo Jrhe\r vmmediate famdu members, z)ensngi ema(aucrs

and at?encants.

T4 s Ur\\\le,r‘sallu known thet the Head of the Church

(Mes=iah) i called the SeNam‘ (Ambassader) of Yahweh . Th

s wikhouk guestion, Jrhe,ra-Fom that the members ¢f His Chucch

llare. profected by }(ts immonidy, as undoubrtedly being #is

cmmea?m‘e famz/u memb@rs «@ensmza/ emﬁ/&ucm or else

|\aflenaants.

Mo\'eouer s oa maH'er of R}e\re(a{wn, ‘}ha‘r N ‘}he, dmlma

of hings, the “merchants of the eaan wauld “Zrade” Yhe  bodies anc

éc_m(s of men. like " mcrchcmzﬂse _REVELATION \‘K.H'l’a
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Welss's Comeise Jrustee andbsek , 2™ ed.

(2 .

Z Though a\\_courts ace familigr unth in persornam (aga'm?}-

3 nerfmns) '+ 18 the action in rem (qaa\ner ‘Hﬁnas) which Yhough

4 practiced on}x/ in Macitime Law, %1‘@& Hu/\/ ooeraJrca ln_e\exy

5 c\vﬂ and Cx\rnmnal Cnur*.lhls wancxpk,ls one of the least

b Under5+ood In s en%\nﬁy.

1 In rer cisdicdion over a man or woman ¢an anly exist

® Ilif the man oc woman is g Slave ie, property or 7es (an Qb\cc;} ),

7 in which ease his oc her d\fsbosmon at _law 1= no Cl\{fer&n‘(’

10 4han € he or Isdhe were a_horse oc _othec poods. See THE ZONG
H (Grcaor\/ V. Gl]bﬁ,r+> 99 £R 32335 (KB, 1783> In natuce, (in rem
Iz 30(\5d\c%aon 15 execciaed alec_men and weamen by thewe Ceeator,
"% llexclosively. Govecnments can ihecefare gain only_a_fictional

M iy 7em ucwsdiction ovec men By creading Vacious legal devices
15 ||(pecsonas) foc these men Yo assume limited control of (e.q.,

e c‘\hzcnl,%a)(paye‘r,ar‘\\)ér, ede.) Since the device is legal fiction,
1 lla falsehood made true by force of law, this persong i3 in

‘& llfact a_leqal oblect ac Z725.... AMERICAN LAW ¢ PROCE DURE, Vol X1,
9 llch. Y, 8 65, pp, 156-157. |

£0 | " The wecds pecsang and pecsonae did not have ihe

2! lmeaning in the Roman which attaches fo homo, the individual,
22 llgr g man ia the English; 11 had peculiar cefecence to artificial
2> libeings, and the condition or status of \ndividuals. [Quo+.ng
gl Gmus (Darson defined).
25 | thn we speak of g person, we oaly consider the state
26 llof dhe man, the pact he Dla\/s In_Sociedy, abs*mcﬂxl W\)(hou&
27 |lconsidering the ndivideal 1 BOW. Tnst note 1. |
2%
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_— 1 » , ¢ ) ' .
[he only flp)arf,-}heref’o:el,%hwr one'’s persozz can play in

a Stades secvlar Cig/ Socrety oftec entering into the Chureh

e Aublic Eeclesiastical Corpacation 601@1,‘\5 Yot of o DEAD PERSO

rr . . n .
becovse  Cuil Death 15 the conseguente of such act! See ] BLACKSON

) N f .,
Supea, at £.25, Such C(Vz//g dead pemons‘ No \onc\x}er owe G Commoners

(il standacd of Puties to secular f‘sde'\eﬁy, but Cuil society

o1\l owes them Rig}n‘s, becavee they still exist, And goes

LI U R 15, W /= PV BN

without 6&\!\1‘10 that no dead '967”5@71 can commp a secular

-

.is)rorku)(or\/ Coume aqouns* persons N a Gl 600\&\/. et

a\ene when Vs m:w\ac cr\mmal law - reouwes able persons

Yo 7‘20% Zail o ciil Duty ocued +o others  as —}ha 53fcmr,\urd \N

wihveln Lw“ona« are measureed,

This pecessary m;'o\\ocﬁ\on of the exempthian of cive! Duties

fcom Yhe ciwilly akad (s ynonfesy even by Nevada's awn acknmw-

ledgment of the civi! denth of o Zarent, when the Parent-

Chld ra\a%\onshlp has been ﬁﬁ\larcc)wlb\,l the atate. See DRURY

V. LANG, 105 Nev. Y30 (1a59) (ha) d'mo that severance of the Darcn‘r-

child celationehip 1 +am+amoun+ to 1moo"ot+1on of o c\\u\

death DcnaH\l) Such o mer‘aans Yole 18 dead wdh cegacd to

hs cwil ﬁ’arem‘ —-c\wl C/u/d TC\&‘\'\Oﬂah\D bu)( not with rtaard

to hie v\ Octizen — cwil State rc\ahonshm T hus, H’\c

State and Child sH\ owe Jrhc& person Cewil C\hzm\ R\oths

\'Hneuoh he no lor\acr oWes QN\\ Duties of o Zurent. And

because that ,7967'5&71 still exists in g cwil Cétizen — cini\

dfate relationship within secular society, he can shill

sve _and be =sved by Yhe State.

Those Hights, therefore, that seculer civil society shill owes

1o the Slairifual;, oc Redigious wiho has enteced nto dhe Church

1640 Go.




(a ;f_’)/,Lb[ir, Ecclesiastical ,,CorPOrmL}on Sale of yahshga \/\/lesskah)

ace these %‘Lgh{s belonging 1o the Church.Because the

U Spiritual 1s nod mece,\\’l severed from o cwi\ Parent — cini).

Child celafionship, but from the complete civil Cinizen —

15, N St - FENEE BN

cavtl State velahionship. Tf those Rights wiece otherwise, a

6‘\

secular civil State would be lef+ with +the absurd oropostian

Yhat W can exack civil citizen Duties/Debts from a DEAD

‘PersoN_that con ng lono;x even act in o Stade’s secular.

B K-V

e\ 5001&%\/ but remons dead and anrf,spansc‘\fc amonqsir

other Jrhmqs:

I\[mzo Yhe ‘o3ra5(c fancies \%se\-( as ha\nna he a\m\ﬁrq 40

render cm//u dead o pecson, \m’cb rcspec* o his oaoacﬁf\/

to act 65 o }947572{’ £ 5oma+hma 15 donc that cavses a

focfedure of that 7Lgnt. Ihas ooﬁra&\on of the Vow hos

SecLous imop) \lcotions “Fov Yhe ‘a%a%e m\%h regard o Uabweh

and the C}wrch For Yahweh is not on{d o ¥c&‘na\- e ,Lsm\

(YeremyA 31 ‘ﬂ but alse “a {thc of Yhe fc\%htr\css C?SALMS

6%.5 53 no%mﬁhﬁhndmo 0nes ohxsxca ineage. Tn England

also, Yhe King is sa\d 45 be fa%\ner 1o Yhne people. And

the UNITED STATES had all the rca)n‘s and aoverucmw of

1= focmec K'ma Yransfecred +o “Che ﬁ&m(e Dee .37, supra.

As SevETeigN, the, ﬁse@(e are not a faiher Yo everyone in

The UNITED STATES, b\Hr a Father to ﬁze faz‘/zer/ess A maxim

of law clacifies s,

BOUNIERS, Caw Dictiornary (856) MAXIM

Cm oa—‘rer est Dooulus non habet 1lle Do&rcm

He to whom the. pggp_!g I ‘Fgﬂgcr has not a4 father. Co. Litt 123

1641 ol




T haue peeviously wientioned that fhere 15 a\wo\qs a

>3

remmant assoernared with the C/’sz‘ch bacausc ‘H\e.d ore

LE))

»1aae )za/a ( conseccoted )z‘a %hwch (eq The fcrsfborn males,

AT

E£X0DU5 |3, H lb) Nom\khs%cmqu the Tock that a soveracxn

5 [Maypossess Slaves /f}unas _the Law of Yahueh commanc\

@ || Yhat %hc Finsthorn males be emancipated by ?@c/cem[ma?

7 [hem when born (r13), But T have c\\so shown_that the

8 ||SYade's cal me_canno:\;“ bpq_._._- aves _unth the

9 purpose of @maﬁcaﬂ(dma them. ZOLLN\AN supra, 0,5&% The

10 ﬁjrajrc,. Yhecefoce, as a fothec Yo the ‘fa*harlﬁési 15 also ntcesbqn\\,}
M | tar [eut off by the Law of Yahweh, foc likewise {a'\\'mg the
12 Duty to Fedeem the ficstborn males . The fatherhood, thecefore,
3 i falls Yo Mahweh . At s Doer the "Z>+a3ce (a_cxwnily Dead Dc\renﬂ
H_ engages in ceiminal Cﬁ//asm;z with ccwﬁ/\zjo deadd hxo\o%w_al

> llparents, fox fhe purpese of bm}"mg/‘rrdd’mg those firstborn

16 males fot 220¢hing of any inteinsic value Yo the signer, except dheic
. 7\ Certified ceceipt (Birth Certificate) But Yhose ficatboen males
18 belong to Jahweh T’rom uuhose POSSESSLET nmher dead. party

19 llcan prove they can Zral oot of, let alane have a R\QM Yo scll
20 |The 5c(lmgLof one’s children into servitude 15 a Warmz‘zz? |

2! eight /pr”\\l't\_ege, which nedrhec @ead party has aay longee. And

22 |libecauae Yhose ficstborn males were Unla\mfu“\/ sold for

23 Inething, Yahweh has the Right to R@dfem them for NOTHING !

24 ToAvAd 523

R5 | “For_thus says Jahweh * You have sold \,loursé\vcs for nothing,
26 lland you shall be redeemed withoot maoney.”

A

28
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Decause The ﬁ’ma(c 6S G \Cc\-\'her ¥o the 'Fa&\r\er\ess

N

incapable 0§, or otheruiiae vefuses to Aedeem ‘the F\rfﬁborh

3 |males, 1t necessarly Whandsns or else Forfeits fo Yahweh,
M llthe Supreme foreign Smfere{gﬁ Father, title o //f)acsscaséan
S 1gf those firstborn wmales, And since 1t YakKes the supreme
© ||sorereign powec of g Otate (the collective %’@0@3 1o act a5 —
7 lloe rother, to become dzad Yo acking as — o fathee Yo Yhe
8 | {athecless, a dead’ Supreme &overeign Con VIEVET EXErCiSe
q 5N¢rc£9n power of foreibly *ak‘mg custody of those fiesthoen
0 imales dnat 1t cecklessly Abandbned. Yahweh (s clesc in His
W |l rebuke of seculax ngs/éoxl&fé\gns for iheic ackes,
e '
'3 PSALMS 105,13-15 ¢
i "When they uient from one natian to another people,
RIS peemitted 726 one o do %hem Wrong; Yes, He Wébukﬁd
e kmas for tneic sakes, saying, Do _not faaoh My anpinted
1 llones, and da My mon\\eﬁ(s NG hmm
15
X Wikh cegacd Yo all dhe wembecs Cowsecrated o J(ha
20 ||Service of Jahwch (/Znoxnlmd Oncs) a_ States DO‘Sl‘hOV\ \S
<! llworsened by the fack that the Church (an Ecc lesiastical
%2 Dublu: fmﬂmrm‘wn 3&/&) does not have a fictitiouvs corperate
A3 |\ name m‘ st leaal ‘pe ' by which g secular CODrJ(
21 llcan gain her ‘tmplieq_consent to_in personam j‘;arism'cﬁm.
25
20 O'HARA, The Modecn Cocporation Sole, 93 Dick. [ Rev. 2 (1485)
27 "The Lald commen lawl cocpocation sole lacks the vsual
A% +raDDmas of a_corporation. T+ does not Nave...lq) cotporate nama.\\
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et

See, MAMTLAND svuprs, 2.48; and MeDANIEL ,supfa, p. 53, And

lnextver Can g 5@0a(ar/7)7“a~f’anc couct consider members of a

}7&/3/ Eecleaastical Ceryorc&\on Sole as ‘consolideded within

lthe 72207ure of sueh o common /ﬂ?‘@fqnc Syode corporation,

ZOLLN\AN Powess of Rc\\mous Coroom‘hons 13 Mich. L.Rev. 646 (1914-19i5)

A% cormmon low), comom-\\ons had no power o _consoli-

N B xS IS W BT PR PN

date. ... Under moden comom-hon s, such power Yo consoli-

dote 15 sometimes gmn*ad;sub\}c(:‘( Yo cectain conditions.,..

Noc can such consolidations be effecded unleas the cor-

. R . A\
perafione ove of a similar 7ziature,

NoX enly 15 there the \ncompatible nature of o protane

State and )w/u Ghurch but alse g ﬂﬂmfc #aareaa%c cmd

f)ub/co Yole cornomhon raﬁDcz‘)cwc

Tt s clear then, ‘H'mj( swnce an Ecclestastical Cor—

Dora)v'\m Sole has o Corperate name , thece 15 nevec any

\\)f\sjr\c @crsom for a cour+ to qain ()779//@(/ 10 Dersenam

mfﬁd\d’non ovec, b\l the device of Seizing dn Accused

mcmbcr thereof, 1n Nis Cas\mr.ﬁy s _a '(/una /Wfoh Fw‘fhcr-

moce, such ¢ Cocporation Sele s gen whatevey non—\}\)r\fﬁw

saritual name ¥s foander only chooses W 4o be commondy

known by, Thus _nao couck can arbidracily 6UDD\an+ iYs S@H‘(“faal
—-———f— A 7 7
zame foc thaY o€ an Accused member’s lma albeﬂr cm//u

dead asecular Straw Wan //‘ﬁrwmz‘e name . BH’ +ha+ has

bben ')rec\selu what coucds have been doma Yo Anoun (\\)d\c\a\iv

7701%&2/\/@3 21 rofessed membera of sad C/nm h. Acmm, Hr

has been comm\Hma the crime of Scmala'éma (ma( #)V@thp
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dgq\n&& members of the ancient Church. And T should berefly

2 indecjeck hece, against any claim that no sveh common law

ER NN (“orDorahon Sole eysts, by the answer that no coc-
H Do\'o:\non can ‘die’ uithout DT’DO‘F that it has ceased %o

o ha\!r official meetings, Aind_he . Seventh- ]\a)//Saerday

6 |Sabbaths of the Chorch are the cfficial Days in which,
7 llthe people of Yahweh meet! |
3 Aod snce the case ok bar occurced ot ¢ private
Tioloce for wership on o Seventh-Daoy Sabbath of Yahweh,
10 | the State must pro+ec+ Yhe Accused b\/ s Ministerial
| Axception, whcrabu ne sccular standacd of conduet can

2 |be Used agalost hnm duting Himes of official service,

15 | Tn w‘m% b\/ COUQ+&FQ\C\LM H)ﬁ Accused demands the: Cight
M o have a\\ ZZecessary portien 7 ”mreﬁem% which would mc\nn“co%
15 l4he fact that this 1o a (/r\mmal case, \\OC\\C&HKIJ brou%hjr by _an
o llenemy seeular State, againet the Creator Yahuweh and His
17 C/zar ch. Pu¥ anethec waytin Vs, law, 2 contract Cuc\reemmﬂ
8 4o 1[&7’ adiction ia_done behuean \f’aa\ PEra67s (’rha ‘)Jrajrc

H Cmd n Citizen of o ‘ﬁc&a) but the Cﬁumh s never o ﬁf)”é(?fl))
20 llbut o f/zma Thus, as ¥ar as 1\t concerns the individual

2\ |sairituals of %h@ Chuceh, a %%a%cs c\aim of gaining an

2 cmofm/ 60}255727‘ (aaf’&fmr nt) Yo in DLT4 énamﬂ wr\adlc)ﬂm
23 llover them s Veid ab /mfuﬁ and o D\um cuninal aet of.

24 | Simulating (aga/ ',7»77”6&562‘ The States only altecnative, then,

® |lis to make such a member seized, as a guas) En rem
L6 (%rmrm attach ment), winch makm ﬂo\' the fa‘um bu% Jahueh
=1 @mf,(\bumr of Fhe ihmm) the ' 27(: 5672 cver_whom “in Deroenam
2%

"a:ﬂ( S "fzuf is aimed at in %mh o ﬂfm:*/m/ r4afcf*n %ev\‘\mm
' 1645 65-
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mxw\emL N debt, due o Ly, Rt Yahweh is no \eanl

D
n

% (?)ﬁrﬁonL ant No de?au% \Ldammjr can be endered ggainat

3 lla Tore\om \W\W\Um" 5(»\!&?@\@:’7 withoud His CLDD@()VUMCC‘)\H

Wl couck, E\!&w c,t\w\\\’w\ DEO e oS, hecefoce, | ')rcomﬂr b\} the Hiate

5 lagonat such members, can c,momjr ‘o o impce ‘me a

b 7?3&( %chﬁrn U\aams‘} o f/mm whieh penalties do not

7 llcompoct uwiith Jrho‘s@ SoUght by ceimingl atatutes. But

% |l eince the State does not 'kﬂ()uu Yahweh and His %z’)cr[ma(

9

”{/zmas a maxim of Jaw would fucther defeat a ”Dh&&ﬁ

to po»ﬁrnom

Iz ' BOWIERS, Laws (Dﬁé’fﬁ@ﬂd?"ﬂ (\%56\/’. MAIM
"Quod_nullus ease poteet,id ut glievius fievret nullg

K ofb\'\fuxcﬁ"\o ~aled efficere.

15 Those, H’\mofa u,hwh Lannot be quulred ) prubcirJr\/,

x“[

0 leannot be the obyeet of an agreement. Dig. 50,1,182.

ki /Oq@v%eﬁc OUOC\ certa ces decucatuc in '\vd'\c\\)m

19 A thing, ‘ro De. brouo‘n{f Yo \\)(\nmm% must be certain
20 lloc definte. Jenk Cent %‘\

2}

<2 Qcmfﬂrura o clear that the h@(u Chureh s coni'amnfa%cd 45

23 |lthe. /M/f’f of the One hs /a Son nf %h wehs rPHF% ANS 5.22-33, He

29 leauld not, therefoce, be. ;mammc/ a5 having aa’a[%emaséu Pumxﬂad

M

25 prefane mr&»on (SJraJreB {reedom Yo fcach let a\cna acquice

26 ib \’[79, cmd +hﬁvrb\1 affocd a State o C,\aw\ that W can “)Uﬂ\%h

27 lor othecwise erec o yudgment againe¥ sich foceign propc.rJr\,/,
% '
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25
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2%,

1_+ 13 qlso clear H\ch U% ond /\/e\/adawlaw }’m\{e
inct, noe indeed can they, aefine /make detinite. The. Chuech
(a public. Ecclestastical l Cerperation Sele of /v?ess\am her ..
b@aﬂdarw: 07 7“@121‘5/ eto. States have only gone. ©0 far as

Ao define s own private oW chucehes, but not o=
77709%(,1}042 C@fp@fdl‘/ﬁné whieh. &C(@%mfﬂ‘(&a( C@fﬁma%wna
Soles are, but mesely as prwate business handmaids cee-
a\’md by Stafes..

!

_1,1 » - . - — . . - .- - .- - e e R - emee L . —— e e . . e e — -
t
i

b ZoL LLMAN, Naduce of Amcr\tanﬁe\\g\ous Gecpocations, 14 Mich, L .Rev 37f|a|3 I6)
@

; . To.somoupl \hc__modﬁrn Amecrican. cellowovs Corpocation

'f\r\ s relation Yo the ~tate | 15, Unlike its peedecessoes, in

no Sense o D\,bh(, mun\(,\D [ de/ b\rt a MNere. pr\\,‘aj((i

Jeocporation created. by the state for The benes i of
e covperators and those conneeted with +them . T
(s relation Yo the ehuceh it [4be T’f\\qw% cotperatien /he_

as6ciates of Yhe chureh] 1S mﬁf ¢ _SpPicitua | agency with.

Puu)ti(‘a to preach _the 9069@} and &Jm niater the sacca—-
ments but a_humble handmaid whose functions are

icontned +0 the. C(@ahon and _enfoccement of COQT\’&H@

and the accéu\“oﬁ\cn,ﬁ,maﬂagemms and.dispos\tion of

?erarﬂ/ The aorDouﬁr_\‘Qa Jrhb% _has neithec Lub\\c nor.

Aeeclesvastical {umﬁr\m% bewng o mere business agent

i1

With otoictly private _bcc/x)(ar DOWELS,

IL

However a‘scﬂcolc ,Hr W\m/ b@ Jrhcuy“r ef, +na+ an.
American chucch must focever be_. shame%lly made._ o mere,

o7,
‘1647 - o s S o




A ’, JamM4r rmd/ursmargecf bMSD’ZGS> pﬁ”z‘ncr of_a. erajra, \\' S
obxhou% Foat such o shameful §fcufus L\ﬁw&f ly. provides
*H\e, State wikh an, agreemcn%, and hence )Ur\‘%d\()r\on

.,_,“\*va The property (H\mg /Scwamle) ot sueh a chuceh, which

5 e Sdate wolld not otherwiae have,if the Chucch were a_

; Matrrcec?/w)fua? Ecclesiastical CovPomJﬂon Sole. of \/\/(]E‘vf*lfh

;.:Fuv %2 own_cunning purposes, States hae eifectvely.

L /)m/ubtéé.c[_ﬁ/‘/\aRﬁ\aCc//\/lcRCem even ihe cccoomtion of the

9. ‘(,ommum law Jr/pc( And Yhod amoonts oo Pl o A Hainder

~ ?_ 1T - . <_
o2y “Now Yhe %p\\ \3{ Pxprassl\{ S0yS Hm{- in, \m“re\ ‘}H‘f\u% -

13ilsome uu\\\ depact from the feilh, gwing heed. to dccewmq

Jspicts and docdrines of demons, speaking lies in hypoecisy,

15 h(wmg theic cwn _tonac\ence Seaced with a het \con wcocb\ddmg

: A
g \m\\ﬁ an C/c\w\ashca( Corpoml(\or\ Sole wmch s only
19 ""irmg wi 0o (,orpcrmtc name, Amesican churches are
’?0 QY'T\‘F)-C-\Q'i 6)“36‘226, which s jrhe\r Fledious Cocporate names,
A Tna L__fz/,auwmy Us. UOu\is mu, L
2% - -
oA BEASTON V. THE FARMER% BANK OF T DCLANARE 9 Led lon ( D
i SN
-"g;~* ﬁVﬁOﬂS, ln \aw ase.. av\\f\c\al as md\\@‘; na*mm

4%@..3{)&%005 and i e ack of Cor\qrcss there g nothing whic ch
s not qua(N owp lcable 1o bo%h S

1648  63.
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(Corporation Sole of Yhe Measiah. The UNITED STATES, more~.

]

G
|
|

. Erom the aforementicned, it 15 obvicus that a

iseevlac State can have no.jusisdichion over -an Ecclesiaste al

i1
i

(over) Must be said do be under a Treaty with_whom 1%
~believes e the absolute Sovereign Createc, since isoys

i

it s “ene nation undec God.' Y Uses g4, The foundi ng .

(Forefodhers clearly expressed that the purpose 0f fheir
| Ring's chacfer was o establish “cheiokian  colonics .

{inothis country. And “thistians; Vike Tora|, vaweesally

L believe Ahot Yahweh vade o Corenant (Tread \}7 with all L~

i believers, And becavse Yahweh has no egual, His Covenant
- . L Ve e s p

| _(\,E_m&;;) 5 ¥milateral, vequicing only. an individuale assent

H v . ~ 7

or cmplied censent. When there 1s such a Treoty, it ia

-z

-

23

. ] ; [ " - SpM .
Junderstood that “7eciprocity” must be shown by an__
pinfenec Diate, in ocder do execcise jnsdiction. over
[ Those in Cowe nant [Treaty with Yahweh.

lexeceise Juaisdicticon of a foceraner  wherever +he courts
w \1 .

.. BEALE, Juriadiction of Couls Over Focelgners, 26 Harv. L.Rev. 193(1912-1413)
“4

- This principle of wrisdiction [reciprocity) was.

iprebably first invented by the compilers of. the French
Lol code. According. fo its doctrine o court m ay |

25

]
26 |

27
L

29|

dhave exercised wiisdichion over its citizens.

of the forengner would, under the same. ciccvmstances, .

- I¥ s clear, therefere, that no case would be
Drovgnt by The owernment of Yahweh, under ciccumstances
- o . .1649 69,




srwhese o mucder suspeet ke Yhe Accused has only one
2 jwrness against him i the case at bar, and not the

3 requiced. Fuwe of three Witnesses. DevteronNom] b, T4

{

1 must also be cemembered Ahak Yhere i s only eapital . _

H .

Hmucdes ond .,t\inqﬂfé_lng.\ij(,cr 0 Biblical Law; Yhat vs, Ypece

°oreonly Ahe penalties of death and exick ¢ espectively,
~actually be left with 7z0 wWitness in the case at bar,
T osince J% does not aceept the testimonial evidence of
BERLAY: wcm,an,_f@.. Joma WS@ e
¥ : G 4 : Y
L Vnder dne Us. G vasttunon, full failh and credit.

1

6..
b
T Meseoves, under e governwent of Yahuieh, a couck would
R
7

12 imust be gwen o the laws of o 7%)*&9‘)1 sovereign. And no .

B courk can feigo Agnocance. of , Nor reyect the _'jl;<'.(:t.’i&’c,,c_z((9,,.,“,_ .
E n |

LM ediceadte._pubhe facta thay, Bibhcal Law inno way

B odvequices Zormal decumentation () 4o make Firotborn

© imales sanctified Choly) +o Yahweh: ()40 effect civil doath
' {pon parents who abanden thewe duties o thew children ;
" and vpen Yhose, who leave CWizensiip of a Dtate by enfering

|

<

o

Jithe Churehy; 3) 4o Expadniake jor become Citizens of o Forergn
. . , . . :
i Dakereign; (Mo effect Redemption or Freedom . fro m_bondage;
| : \ , \

dand (5) to effect tne protections of the foreign Sovereign

Py

&

Lo t
<2

P pmmundies of the Clureh; ete, Trdeed, impuiaticn of
#2 his Knowledge fo cvery State js necessary. today, due o

24 he fact Yhat computers store. this infocmation about ..

2% Hindividuals. Male bicths are recocd ed. The cvtuals of boptism_

- Z foc official members of a Church are recorded. Open. Professions

7o tourts are recorded, as well as those made on the \ntecned,
. . - . X . : N e o
_23% iCan o Court tentionally Gzl zg;«z@rc) these facts ¥ Ia it

.. 1650 o
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r\o% « fedecal Cnmc ‘F()r an \md\q\\lbo\\ Jro cmf@n%wmd u qu

Zf/z(/{aZ cgmmmc@) comy oy valawfu\ Zhing CW“O‘?‘D

5 *mc onlawful pc~>%a‘\6\on of such a {/zmg

1;‘
[
b
L

An

f(by ui/z//ﬁf( U,wl“muuiv Cm‘r\/ o\/fx 7007“69)2 {/?_Lﬁjﬁ

A ﬂceuu (’,Xump e of. \MQ,H’C\"% (‘,u%mZu\)\L 1ry mon's

]&w ‘which. ave effected by mete 2ssent or tmplied .
g 56225@27,# o%m 4o clm%n%hah, the _extent 6 which o
Cour)re (ydqae prosecutors,and defense. an nc\/s) mamhorxc\ ly.

»
into its

\,n\auﬁ\)\ )unsf‘h(ﬁ\am Under 9 \)666 3 148). (Amﬁ oce

’fhe Tolle SWING. AdMIBDIENS *

@ A pusm pesforms an exocﬁmmmg u\r)r w\H\

)Uy\sdku‘r\(,ns winle (ntentionally (b1 Wil ¢ tgnerance ) C\\/C‘d\ﬂ(}; :
if(mmemks of where. anether. placed, for e indiv duo\,

@me: \rﬁ'erﬁ 1o rengunce his. c\izenship whether. or not .

he knew act was @kprﬁrr\dcmg act. R C\’\AF\DQ Y. SECRETARY

;'Or DTATE, DcPT OF STATE (\%s CAT Gal) 152 de

REM. The cbaer \(mua uc %h& ammistg Passo\/cr r\’ruﬁl
s foc the vecogmition of the ‘exedus /dgparjrwc (hf/ﬂ(‘,u o
&x/@afmcmon7 of. bp\\ever,o\s P\u\[\dvd by the uupfcfmf’

TC(‘\‘ re(c gn. Sover CL gn. W hC’ IS 9Cthb06h e

‘@L\ pe%ow‘o 7“L9hi Jfa LxDa \‘\umor\ S %Gf Ccscﬁdmlr__._.._‘.

k}por\ ounsuﬁ u_go\:cmmm;lf U

~(aze, e ND W E SuPp 70,

S.ex_tel WRONA v KAMUTH,
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i E_p c& 0 c\% \0g. GO nd Y c)& M, u.) be.sveh as toindicate

AT

B

o

RES~)

5@,\\&%‘;\;@\7\ te... antecede ot ly

L BLX Comm. B8 35Y-5¢.

10 ithe subject never ‘ﬂwom any. faith ‘ec allegiance in form. |

c M et Rg Bse-sy.

2

Jro cm\/ V)QDTPS‘) prufmfac, and

8 A person whe w\&cs g.aiove,\qn Ocdh cwf a\\eqwmcc

»

- - ,_‘ -— ‘.‘ . i O ) -,'_Vm -;)M_A . ’ T o .
.'H,E-M,\. .‘jahwah o obviously a 7C‘I°6L07"L Ki ng, whe has .

R pro\,‘\dgd the neces sary..infermal, (Vnp(/cc/ 6*/”19mcz( ‘e

22 cdizen of a fﬁmc o of %ht Umted %’xajrﬁs Scc RUNDLE, .

R
Rt I1DUDSA, D.

27 Lm“mR CT DIRECTOR, TMMIGRATION ¢ ATU RALIZATL w SERVIC
(\ 7q DC Dist Cc)% ks Supp.. 3.

HYoo

‘@“A._,_p_ubcﬂ maxl rencunce, \ms OCLA(\C(\C{ *\/ LU!H"\ or

\*hgu-\ _a Q\ amn of C\\\eg\anca

1652
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of CZ/(CJL&)”C@ 4hrough Wis Dasseer r\ha\ efe. T necessar \\/
20 [ Hollows that ihe “members of g for,‘aqn 66(:(651@5{(04(
A chorm‘mn Dele of the Sonaf. 5‘ahwch Cannct be 4

Han cmzj((cd renunciatisn of fie. .\_Q_.SZQ,B"ZI’_'E)i.ﬁif,_(i9’.55.,.‘:@1?&),__..,,_ _
’7,!.,,,%?_/._\{:.‘.@,&<>,,.7l$\ B .

F\EN\ “/’\\\egc\ncc 15 the fcc of \\gc\men which b\r\ds i
Jf\’\t’, %Lb\uc% *o the King,in re%um fcr Ahat pvolrec%\on o
iwhich. Yhe \amg affocds the b\)b)&(l‘}
E%Andﬁ.a\c%\mca s edfecked by “an. H’Y\D\lﬁd original , and. \r\ﬂfua\ ‘
although

ancther nation, 31\\/16 Vo

* 4o 0 \’\\nq,_,lr\ an. \mfgg.maL__guceed\ng, lsses his Former
. 1
“5 c;mzcnsh\p R_EX/_@)N s AOPE‘;OM,( 152, CA2 NY 1) 194 F2d. 482. .



?\6/\!\ A* ‘D\c%‘n G ;%roon s, \mdev Us. \qw C\’B‘)\)mcd

i [
-~ !
;

2 )ro bein Q(/Ccuamc as o Ciizen ofa Stale,. by his. asscnf
3 or ('mp&@d C@mbem,‘ Byt OD\\qa%\one of nakec\ u%suﬁ
4 are dissolved b\i e na\\ec |assent, BOWIE RS,
_‘?\éi\/\/ax\ms supca, pp 28, A Stake nush Yhecefose, qccqﬁ
%....jas valid, %he assent: that. effects the Dinding tie af.
,7.__5.&(/696&?7(:0 )ro Yahweh and o prefessed mimber of
| g,_é,‘S\JC’\ o f@)“@cgn tpc(esmsﬂca( Cm/)amfcm Sele. of %ha
fi8en of Yahweh, when assected i a cour+ o Judicially
0 7754{40329/@ by some other re(/ard L o
1'5: D\)t, Yo ’Me aforcw\wjr\oﬂed pomjfs H\e Accmcd
M ficecks _adbention fo the attached AFFiDAVIT containing.
- fjuc/u:m[/g neticeble facts, and _assertions made to dﬁ‘ﬂiﬁ%@
18 Hakkecneys and Mevada's. dietrict court; Hhak the Acw%cd
M :?ﬁbp\@r@% to such a Church h |
o | |
A2 .
Y o
AR ] ] . _
250 ) -

Lo T - 1653 . 73
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Bidlical Low of Yakuer, the UNITED STATES 15 an nf exior private

3 . _Froem the pecspeckive of the (i Gopect of the Supreme.
{

H : A i : .
S cesporation Hhak \s cividly dead, due Yo abandoring and forsaking the

b Mcc_aﬁed as a Firstbern male ood Fatherless child who, o¥heruise,
7 ' would natucally shace the supreme sovestign immumtes of the ?f,oP),@;_

g ',C\S o Tather 1o the father(ess, Such immundies include dhe pre-

T lexistent Church’s tonmunidy from o States sesvlar crimingl prose-
Louion, called Benefik of Clegy, which was expresshy apolished
I by Safutes foc ‘persens’ gs_ciizens, byt does oot include the
12 f._ggvca-*cr_. supreme_sovertign (the Pﬁrapléiv_,_ since 4hey. wust be

'3 expressly named. Becouse of He civil death of dhe Yeople, Yhe
M fadherhoed falls 4o Yahueh, which necessarily places the Accuseq

Yo E ;. i, - . . \ .
2 0 His pre-existent Church. And becavse Hhe supceme solereignty

i

o

i 7 3 K . " R

1B of e UNITED 5TATes (rne Peopld) have divosced Hhemselves from

T e Wnion of Church and Ofate, and ace vwow civilly dead, there
oY longer remains a supreme. Soveseion power, wWiich is requiced

19 146 a\so be in actual possession of a fordgn supreme. oovereign’s

i “. i . . . L.
20 | propery or thing [res, befoce. d.couct can exercise jurisdichion
2t Hover W, Furthermore, ' \s understoed 10 secular law that the

2% Ires’ s one’s persona or straw man, oyer which g CourT. gains.

<

z3 f;gfﬁs fictional jurisdiction. And ke other in corporeal. property..
24 hat one_may e the owner of ,0c hold Hitle Yo, the Stote, 09y .
25 leveated birth certif ccates os the Instrument Yo hold didle

2 |to one's persena or teaw man - Lf, however, an \ndividual is
2T fa foreign-born cWizen under the profection of -@.{orﬁ‘\g,‘n_; o
RE ;:%f‘govara_\gn, 05 his 1 h‘mg;{/ts_\o\,\ft, the State of Nevada , e.g, can

0 .. . . . 1654. 74
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only obtain Juoiadiehien if 3% con show that dne it to

isueh property has a sikus or location within he control
o7 power of the courd, Tpieally, thet is not & problem,

Isince. birth cechificates are created acound fhe world and.*

dhave o focation. where they are teachable in coses of lens,or

senzore, for exomple. .
' The Kingdom of Yahweh_a\so records and holds Fifle
o all of s cWizens” spiciiual births. The sius or Jocodion.

! N N .Ut 7
where dhe names of His cirizens are aceounted foc in Books,

b e e

1o hraven kse®. AY Ydis point ¥ shosld be planly obvious

ek noman_an earkn _can £ ind, led _alone seize, control,
OF exerci\se power oler, these created recocds oc books, in
ordes to gc\‘m_:m 7eMm, of qua,sz (n e (f_c-arcigo aHaphmmﬁD

Jyuriadiehion_over any_cifizen of the Kingom of Yahweh, which
Lmembees of the Chureh gee, Such o person must be in

actual possession. of such decoments oc vecords, whi ch.no
state, Court, or other carthly powes con do. .

- Nevadas position does ot reach Haio ar, however, becavse
{When q c‘t\{i\\\/ dead supreme Saverelgn. of a _covatry hos losy s

Jyunisdiction. ever o pnatter, i cannct_use s inferior. State

Jjcousts sovereignty. (the Feople "of Wevada) to_ciceum vent thot deficiency,

2% 4 The ewil death of the UNTED STATES, and. s apo-state status

2 (separation’) from the Church of Mabweh, at the Feceral level Jncludes

Hhe Otate level.

- These.matters are ot the 607 aspect of law, and +he

‘ ' ) ‘ . i) . 7

- JUNITED STATES mvat give full faith and credit 4o the lnws of o
: X _ oo »

[foreign sovereign power. And judicial_process, and other processes

2% of Jaw ace desived Trom the CIVil aapect of law, and Y civi?

1655 - 5



' principles. In the Biblical Law of Yahwen, His government.

:
O s e = o

jdoes not give juriadiction over any individual acovaed of o

ot when the winess s g woman, DEyTERONOMY 17.6, and p‘__Jomq ,

2
2. capital offense when the Accuser has only one eye Witness;
4
5

JEES reosp e,c:)r"m\%- T the case ot bar, the Aecused is 1n exclusie
b f_g_g_/_[ggigncg; TFo the ”fo@gn"' ,_G’o\l_.crnm_fc_nJf_.__wof_..y((}?__UJ@b.__An_c,\..,uﬁdc;r the.
7 ii_‘Pr‘mc\P\a of Jurisdiction called ,{f_??@c?fﬁma@-a;- No court of the
3
9

UNITED STATES can exercise jurisdiction of a foreigner, unless

" . i N

i the courts of Yhe foceigner would, under the same Ciccumstances,
5 i T ] . i Co
10 /have exercieed jurisdiction over its citizens. BEALE, Junisdiction .

i fiQf;Q.Q\)_.ET\IQ-..Q\!,CS__EOXQ._LQDQY,%,.Z.@ harv. LoRev. 193 Oaiz-19/3).

E Th s Ahe position of the Hecised that the Supreme. Coort
must_beae such o matter, whereby the fecused assecks his
iexcluswe allegiance o, and foce \gn._soNerergn immunity. of, the
iprecexistent public Corporation Sole called he Church of Yahueh;
| becavse the circumatances, herein, That Nas rendered the
(Executive branch civilly dead, Jogically preclude. ¥ feom being
71 sought for o “suggestion of immunity’, Fuck hermore, i+ cannot
“0ibe o matter for Ahe_Legislative_branch, because not onh
- #Liis i xesponsible for weiting the law which effectively
A% cavsed the ¢ivil death of the UNiTED. STATES, but jts. Foceign -

14 . N
- p2oveteign Trmuaities Act addresses neither heod-of-state

a Himmuaity, nor_foreign soveceign immunity in the crimmal_,oon_tcxt,_,””_
a5 UNITED STATES N, NORIEGA, 1T F3d 1206, 1212 (111" Cir,, 1977). C£. also
2C [ ISAMANTAR V. YOUSUF, 130 5.C4. 2278,2291 (2010), Pu anokher way *
27 1114 s dhe express will.of the Legislatuce that the UnITeD 5TATeS

<% _Inot only be.an offender agdinst the divorce laws of Yahueh, by . .
! 1656 7.




. 6€PC\VG+109 hﬁr but. Hwa% she o\\se be madc civil ) Ucad b)
A H\S Low_ for C/baﬂdonmg and fersaking the Firstborn mzz/e)
3 wmd the Jatheriess. Thus, the Aceused alone, who is a firstbern
g 17/77(()@ and Tatherless, connct lo%\w\\\ be expected 4o appeol . .
5 +o let alone be faicly heard by, the very branch responsible
e 'fm‘ said ctvil death, since That would necessar Hy involve the
7 Unrcasonab\c behief that that Legislature could write a law

3 uvh\m would cﬁ‘eah\{e\\/ reverse ts will for all, a4 the petition

-9 of one Man. ) L . -
}0 ~ But the Supreme. Co\,f% TGS ‘H’\t Jud\c\a b\'amch con anovl
H_.;.Jrht ows of the LCSbKoHturc i for an individual case only; bot

iz j'non Becavse it Vs not Haeld c\\x\\y deod (since it s ob\r\ous\y
13 %,mc\\)dcd in the two-+hicda mMajorty tule that constiutes

_ J‘“I,__;E“}hc UNITED STATES), But rather, becavee  can speak to the
;»5_,_§_r+ru%‘n that the laws of +he Legis\ature, which are the A

16 :_vUJ\\\ of the Peope of Fhe UNITED STATES, only extend Yo +he one-
1 ] Jrhwd Minocity by a. legal f\chon. Such an aggregation of wills
13 ;b\; a two-theds \“ﬂa)ovﬂ'\/ vule, mcccssc\r\y d\sregards and
@ O\ft\‘f\)\ﬁ% the Wills of one-4hicd of +he population.

L. Decavse of Yhe Firsthern muake Statvs, and Fatherlcas

statvs of Ahe Acevsed ot the. age of 9, Yahweh has the excloswe

221 ight o Fatherheed to the Hecused, as explaned in ARBUMENT,

23 :?_?',.Fur_’rhb_:v morce, a/lcg&am& To -tha_i'(LW ITED STATES is obtdined ..

249 1by an (7rfgrmal “implied osiginal oath, or noked assent, from

25 %ﬂr\c Time of a persons bicth, which means 14s government hos

26 _:,hﬁ\/ar ob¥dined or demanded a_fermel oath of a\\eg\anra from

27 all of s cihizens, T W needed o Formal oath, fhe Accused

2% z’loo\,\d show that the UNiTeED STATES Government cannot even

| 1657 77.
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' argue that the ftccused presomptively owes it allegance, by
demanding +het the-government produce & signed formal docoment
3 of alleghance, which 1+ Knows i¥ does not ha\Jc._Thc,_go_\!_cm_m.%n}r
“ilcannot, therefore, deny that _a\\cg\ancc 10 yiahmh_, Qy%rcigfrr\;_“

- S0lKing, is Vikewise obdained by an informal ‘implied original
b loavh, or naked assent, The U.5. Govexnment also cannot demand
T la formal renunciation, becavse sueh informal Yieo hat
.ibind are,in law, loosened by the same (nfermal means. Ofner-
T luhee, the government would First have 4o produce a formal

0 renunciakion o Yahweh, since. He creaded one man Hiest, who,
- Tyharing no othee to be subjeek 4o, could caly.owe Yahweh

)

.A.)ziiia\\cg)cmocu ,A e

13 1 _. - The Government of the UNITED STATES has no Jurisdiction.

é{@\fe’r the Aecused, who is_known as A_V%/Z_Z.y_é,__\a. spictval parson.

5 || Smwlating Jegal process is a ciiminal offense against o

|| sovereign, and andet of War and Hestilidy, which 1s imputed o

7 he entice nafion of the UNITED STATES, gs. its own willful

{ Act, | ._ o o
| Ariyl s legitimately foreknown and foseocdained g

40 Lan official cepresentative. Gentile convert +o the me-newed

2 Tsraglite Kingdom of Yahweh, undec His Son Yahshaa the

.22 é..MCé@la_h_<‘fhﬁ.Aﬂ0f\ﬂ+Cd Ore), As such, the Aecused should be

23 declared Temune, and released. To do otheruise, is Fo boldly.. .

" imagine That this nafion cannot only commit an Act of War aganst

28 [ithe Kingdom of Yahweh, byt can stop Him from destroying it for doing so.

26 !

ot e e

27 DATED May 19,2020 GE. - RopeAT BRown-600s1eclegol Ferson- lay Gorp.) by
2% - L _ v{n@ﬂ L_Zf':ﬁ_‘)*_:_’\/fap\r\‘f:o_c_\\,_?Q\,’féon.iCQ\”{J\5035)
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to Aciyl "I reflect N
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Corpovation. Soie

and BLeLYate Yo oo Dent of Al H‘rom dge. G
£

how the State’s Pr\av J_ﬁhmjﬁ”iczc Yot “?\.\)_.Lf_(!_"ﬁ.ﬁ,f%.ﬁb

propo Situs b\z COMMGD . iuu) bama bom aominsT_man's Jows (oastacs!

ﬁ

ot Wit Fhe law o natore” ;and (R¥he Accused has_expatrioted,

% ~ ‘ Vo N /'\ P ’/e-, . - o we . . i )y
Lo Dorn in 1969 ; Yoe Accusen (RorenT BROMIM T2, ) 1s The oniy
t

WD oand . uomarcied  adolescent i e\\cc_L

cerard mother. did_not macry e

v./.?«.t D!z_bl.__ ’1
Yhe Tathec wos in. newnen n 197 umg imself _cwilly dead.

3. Dond fotnes ci\m mﬂ%o whea 2 ne Accvsed w.c_gé-,..f:x}rss,\_o_i_é,,

CoA

y

lrm

3
$

H [

in Calife Toie, the Accused: qu@r\\fcrfec Yo the ancient Hebrew

zoo) (2)¢

T sray) L%c fadh, in. oafum;:;__\’.g\le_\[ 150
Mol

15 new spicitual ] wcc and.a
\amq momhy caab

el
Nahw Je.h,

,-\—\
‘3
"‘x

& Q

louhc af.

Ak 1.{:65;‘)_1% as.

hoveing of. House of Yahweh i

- - | _~1659 .. - . .- - - -

\ ' Cen
Teratuce Anihe

ner_until

N flcmx NCADT A nes ‘Eﬁm,c_&{‘g\_) Uiy 202 PRV L_&_‘bw_@.,\_){;i.‘ Q\f{ﬁ_\f
he Accused w Nos charged to thia case. o L
S0 Wihile stoving s anly prisoo_sentence, from 1997-2006

~b.-Loter, while n Delano prisen (2001-2002), the fecvsed
alone established Delang’s fecognition of the House of Yahweh

including * (V) Delogo’s
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r)\\sor\s chopel \ibcary; and. CZ)O\ leeating Nime, in its chasel

1

eqery.week, fos House of Yahuweh services. e
____..(3_)__.}_»._5.990_ ,p,ggr_g‘ze__l_m._.Z/OOQ: Yhe Accused was %vamcq

Y ¢ g,
LNTAETen peraiesion by s porole. agent, for an out-of-skghe

\»Mg Yo lrnzg Houvse of Yahuieh in Ab\kmc, lexos, \n_ordec

1o be of ficially bephized, Avaing a week- \cmu\ wroy Yhere o

k
|jcelebrate the Tsvayitte Passoves (ex Xpoitiating I Fensd of ‘_‘Jg} wieh, .
) ) e e A Y e o4 : 1
_(iﬂ_,%_n,nzﬁ._go,cg, fhe. z’«na\,o registerea 4be unigue online
7 } T
. A . - < t
domaim. Aciylcom, wivier carr caponts fo Ms ex\ntence and

e
1

T
R

une "i\(‘[\ As o EWJW\"I‘ al (i‘r i.’u.ﬁ.;@.iﬁ.i)iﬂ.ﬁif&QCU...?C,,)_\'PC‘VCW)Qﬂ SO\&
Dy

jand A&)bﬁ@?‘liﬁl’f_ 0N AWAS_ £k

lown videcasts mg‘_,.x,m.r_x fen . comyage

() Te oot 2006, 3he.Ascomed istered Wis.
' T aboud _zoo@, ,_ha_ lecvsed alse vegistered his

> 112006 Nlissan Paihfinder with, dhe. personalized. license plate
nse Dlafe

: oA
LI _m_\}_]_

el e e —— -

(Cﬁ b\; D()‘f‘)ﬁ*,g . e,,u %m /*s;:;neq nos \m);u l\,' wu ) d Ity
r

_1 '” . !!‘ , . .
Hnoame Yo Ar L\}X Canecially sinee.he s Mngwn p\’._\‘cﬂc\ﬁ_,‘u,» 14 mo'

Jexclusiely, by this spivitval name, .

DWIINESS: ﬁf‘rhMANT S
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R ﬁmf Y (Sp\\'uua Porson- Covp Sole)
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Doe

: 1
. w
STATE OF NEVADA » Gase No.t C-14-2992 34
Pl
Plaintiff ) Deph No.
2
A 2 ;
b
IR P \ N
L RoBERT BRoWN (4 leoal Person) qeevsed, ? ] -
:.f. ) - o ) !
Dy Tabhshua Ax"\\ji._ }‘\C\\\_.Ohen,. S .
E./ I . . -« . ’ )
‘5(0\ bp‘ ritual Cocpecation Sele), . . )
. N ¥
?\“u Tersona ,;

A NMITION TOR DISMISSAL, Bt A DUGGESTION OF IMMUNITY

L AWRIT OF PROMBITION , CRRMANDAMUS

COMES Now, ’rhf; L\ca\ﬁm ‘%OBLRT mow\} b{ ar\\;\ G {b\’etgﬂ

pm C.CCC(e“)\ao‘}i al Lo‘pcrdwn Sele of the Son of \/[{_hwb}‘q‘,_
a 0] mm\m, Moves Anis Govet foc a S'Uchm-%’mn of T mmun\%\/
,:;-or Wrik of Trobibidion, NRAP 2 A& and 17,0 OW Llow v,
LCROWN POINT MINING [0, 2 Nev. 75 (L%Q G M PROPERTIES
-.;-"’DL COND JUDICVAL DIST COURT, 95, Nev, 3ol (1979); NRS E%Lf._'?p“%o}:
f.TAm\L\P ?j 4 of The Nevada Constitution; SAMANTAR v Yous
20 904 22718,2291 (2010); COMMONWEALT 4 N RGHLCEF, 5 Ser
F‘\\\LE 545,545 (Pa. (A (\;cr & Teremper Phila \%\w\\ UNITED
;éSl/«\m; ¥ NORIEGA, 1T F 3d, 1206, 1212 (V™ e }) and THE
;E‘a(‘,hcof\icﬁ EXCHANGE, I} .S (7 Cranchl) b .(..'\0.2,5,

&

C,D

This /Hohm s WMade and . based upon all papers,

_gpxchm:s and asserted facts en File, or other wiae vecorded, ...

o

SOr i the pessession of the court (judge, prosecutor, and
Ldefense attocneys),
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Yefused the veguest. Dby nsisting. that an_atormey. be present

0o Jon 4,201, Ahe Accused wos .f@ﬂ;\b\-\/ 5@‘\235\

r\ Loalifernia. by o warcant 13sved from the Srate o
Nevada for o charge of. cagital murder, inter alia. /H
Land before Fhat Fime, The State of N@Vaaa hAnew that
’mc Accused 1a an \enune. %@mm public. Ecclesiastical
;ngf?r/,?é'?"_sté@n Sale. of the Son of Yah J,f-ﬁh./, Known as ,.%Tcy:..,,
See a¥tached AFFIDAVIT, and ARGUMENT

Ccmeqvm%\\j, The Acwacd 6xp'§es=s\u x‘s.‘e(z.{g.d ,i\,fg,\fm :

;'cmd_ d_\,mancu,d.c.x (:-f. VErNgrs .y\/u.rmﬂ__.

AY darra (gnment, Jdhe Accvsed was re ady. fo. enter._

La plea,and asked the court ¥ he could do so. Judge. Sascento. .

L

a———

.gfﬁr M, Thws, Nevada. denied and manipulated the only legal
;'goPpG\"?.rm Jr\/ when an. Acevsed could mg (J..r. wo Yaws demand
;;%C*J‘ @ plea against its courts (7 peraonam jurisdictien,
0 0n the ground of Toreign. seveseign vnmunity, Can. on y.be
made, &(/sz?& AN (foé“fﬁc'zf/ at (/‘/ﬂaﬂfm@yﬁ /ln ac C\;‘)Cd
ééwnnof make such & D leall ﬂwm{o‘h an ﬂ“fumex This
f.;m"aphf’.s (eave ¢f ceurt, which. JlC\\ﬂCKUWd(C» i “\“\’sdm o0
5.; See . WILLIAM WYCHE, vq Jreatise en Che Mucnu of the.
CJLL,D Ci.of Judicature of {he State of a/\él,u j{m/{ in civil
ddetions (New York, Swords. 1194), b 109 See glao BLACKS,
/aa, Dictienary (6™ €4)' Wotiadichion n pecsonam,

v

-The court postponed the arraigniment for an athocney presence,

. 2
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ASnce then, the Accvsed has. twed several atkecneys for
,-fé;%ha‘\.r,.rﬁfu.ﬁq\ fo hear. his arguments and put.on & defense
hat Nevada's ,fxzjﬁ,o_\_-‘@ﬁ shatutes cannct teackh an _immuyne
Amembec. of the Church. Every atvoraey,in collusion wih
5. 4he couct, has gene further in vsurping s position over
The Accused, by denying.a defense that amounts o a.rght
; to o 4eval Dy ey, See COLL.SAV, BANK v. FLA. PREPALD PosT-
) |SECONDARY EDUC, EXFENSE BD.; 527 U5, bbp, 632 (1499) (s peaki AL R
C\n" %D\f@f&\@\‘) 1 mnw'x'l\'\'y L5 0, '.‘ICQ.Dfa*M\}H_on.M i g\ﬁ.?). akin o *he R
S N . . c i . .

m;thjw“o ol b-\',l,_:}\m,j‘.m_ar\mma\. C_&‘;S_&S._). Cited _by‘. NELSCN,

ERIGY, verewgn Im muuty as ¢ Dactrine of fersenal Jurisdiction,

1115 Hacw, L, Rex. 1559 (z002), at 1566 0. 25,

e B SeCONd 0 orney wppointed by the cosct was
Joshua Tomsheck . AY preliminery. toe Accused repestedly
o o 0 /

1 old Juatice. coucy ndoe Seiscento that he dees ¢ under-

; d J— ‘. ; R
. stand Hhe c.,m,r@axf;, Ao meeting afterwards with,
Tomoheck, the Accused began fo explain his position
Pragainst the laws of the Stote of Nevada having

5. niediction. ovec him, Toe. Accvsed also informed
V[ Tomsheck Hhat hé..,,W@:i.gs‘mg o 3.n\./o$<c:_.h.‘\‘:...rft_gfi"}% 1o 4

Opeedy Trial ot district Court arraignment. Tomsheck

23 atkempted 4o discovrage and. insyat. that the Accuaed

A neY C\nO A0. . .

G LA arraignoent, in Wdge  Garza's disteicd court,
i 1‘ . - 3 - i i

b The Accused, agdin, vepeatedly told he Judge Fhat. he
. i ) , RIET - ' - :

L does TEC dnderstand  the charges. Aflec dhe yudge

qekpressed . hee frusdration with that answer, Tomsheck

_ -
3 ‘ 3.
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\ __éf_'m-%er__')t;a)v_cd wih the Nie thak Yhe Accused had i

2. depth, discussed ihe charges wirh him. Tomsheck did,

3 heweves, ge.on 4o inform the courk Haat

5. My ciend has often conveyed o me his difficulty

6 L With the American leaal sysfem and the Inferpretation
L o\‘ seme of O_U_r._1_l.{.tu’!..ﬁ._.ud..f\R.RM@N!\/_\E.A}'“L.JQW.Z.,\, 204,04 p.HLns.
PRI

)

ol Tomsheck and comehair Peder 9. Cofiatiansen sUb-

SAlasegueatly filed o motion. fo Withdraw ofYer the Accveed
; { }

28 \\ed o v"vfo%".\m 1o Dismiss Counsels foc vereconci\able

B diferences, and for VSurping his Speedy Trial right

Wby £ling a Metien foc a Wrik of Habeas Cocpus,

Lo L The thicd set of cooc- appointed afforneys

1 wece Andrea Luem and co-chaic Amanda Gregory. For
. \%Q\ft;r & year, the Accused goned. 0o progress, oc agreement

1 hat nchuded. consideration of the Accuseds 5¥okus n
”"@mxmmumfcrmgﬂ SChueeh N
A The A cesed subsequently filed. o Motion +o
S22 Dismiss. said cevnsels, and a Motien +o_ Procecd In Pro .
3P efsona, simultancously. After o competensy hearing

.24 passed, disteict couct wdge Tegliatti “granted” +he .
28 .5_.'.%?‘%_{_‘@05'. However, unbeknownst o the Aceysed , Togliot re-
- 26 appointed Amanda 6 regory, the nen- 250, guahificd ismissed

N ) . . P ) . "
A1 atterney, as the Accvaeds stand-by counsel of “Choice.”

—

2% o no aval the Accvsed repeated ly objected to Gregeeys
4,
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| appoint et by Judge Toghalty, and her presence ot

.E-Q

H 1 i . : R
merely stand-by foc stand-by counsel.
Toghiathi ‘oranted  cleacly cequest new stand- by counse]
ef cheicec

the covrt d aYes 5 ﬁ.sp&t'_\ a\\x/ BINCE. She wos Not even a4
250 qualified attorney. These objeckions were. Yesponded to,.

- . ., - \ i R :

by Toghottis _claim Yhat she thought . the Accused .
S LV . . )" L

SHddn’t wand Stand-by. counsel and. {hat Gregory was

7

/3 . s .
Byt the Motiens

Nexuliinsiands ng-sald. chections fo 6 CeGETY 5

Jeoofineed presence ok coucd heanngs, a. Motion for a...
B of Particolars was fFiled for the Accused ROBERT .
11BRoWN, by Wrigl, a spiritual Corporatien Sole, See.
- atrached Motion. The Metion demanded. Yhat the Sipte
claag v whe the dotor is,in s Wurder statule i

.

Ibecavse i¥s "definibien’ does nod litecally name one.
1”4 only names the Vietim as o "human bc’fmg,H.’D‘\..fs"’nﬁ'\__c%_.
o:’i'%@may Richard Seew savd the elemend of the iﬂt{fm
i 1lis a :}963’502@:) DUt oments later said that s o "homan .

M

H - } - 1Y i Yo

.being. The Accused objected that the DA, was con-
i o It . R &

- fusing. the elements, hecavae a “human being is net

\ ' . ' (4 Y. — — . Lo
G .I(iga\ 'wf:\cj(\czn, 'b\.}’t G ,;)(i}"éan 15, The DAL then pownted .
2 the Accused 2207 o any.pact of the stafutes definition ..
3 hof murdec which might support his. claim that_the .

7 ; N ~ . TR L .
%Of@ﬁ__ls,a.._,h_um.an bc.\ﬂg, but Yo o Penalty Sectien

;f l g \ % » e r-__——_——-‘—-—cj
5101 murder (NRS 200030 @), which is a mere sratement

LY ~ i e
Athat A persen conyl cted of murder of Yhe Ficat dearee .
L o o i N
15 ouilty of & caregery A felony and shall be punished,

: ; v '

Nevertheless, widh the States ambi QUoUS.

-~
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b cmowc,r on xecord, cmd demae cw‘ oad mchoq bl/ )udgc
AZ._.;__;f',}ZgthJr"r the Acm sed Sed oud Yo draft an extensive
YY\ Tion based Pc\rha\\/ on.the. remagek i dhe %-}af“ S
O‘P\ OSITION 1o said dented meaetion, On page . 9, Lines,
1618 and 22725 of \ds OPPOSIT TICN, the. D% ate =aid -

.

JET LR

T gtoag
-

éé R T Lh¢.€xlen¥ %hﬂk ]) 6ﬂdqﬂ% ﬁSC*&Hﬂ\ﬁq lha¥ th
| L;A\‘\\,\ \Lr\ﬁohm H\t’, ‘)%dc 1S Net in H\t’, buginess ofw

to é.f.fkdd\f-b%?‘ﬂWg defendants b‘y..._G_{'hti‘:-r...ﬁrhg_n,,%_,he:_\,g;_l@ga_{ names .

ﬁ S

;" | C\ez\r\/ hﬂd D(,:cndar\% mjcmded his ltﬂa( Name |

E +c be Vahshua l\r\\ﬂ la-kohen . Defendant shouid h"w :
¥ }[’/QQ(\[ CﬁC\r\fed s, Name., \/n\ £35S ond. L}[\Jr that _hC\?P.i.’:ﬂs.;..
S.ithe State il continve wefecring +o Defend m% e
Jellegal n ame,”

Y Th@ 6+09(f; plain y wcq \@d 40 Co mprcm ..."H’)t’,.“_
wp c=>m on of the Accvsed, becavse nowhere dees his
20 iMetion claim that Hhe Mm‘e EUST aqd/réss him by
. zh&s L%Cam name., of. Ar\,l The Accvsed merely

23 pointed out %o Jrhc Dtate Ahat it il U\fm*ff‘mab &/
,ZLf br\m} Arig( Inte trial - becavse_the States (x\uw\..
.. f\’-?gé\/ulmmr\/ Statements, of thoae thal know the Accused,
2o Kaow mim. exclusively ot primarily by Ariyl, his

<7 5.§mvp(,ra+<i spiritual name, which canpct be. U“JC({ To.
A8 ';ocrr et s inaccurate TNFORMATION that nowhere names
©.
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{2

) cﬂ

i

..j_/{?"fﬂ uu\mch su.?z@rf Fo jtmbfc(, 796)"@@/&, \\\«a RO ERT.
L BROWA 5. Meseoves, H\ Stode’s (rmarl\ )50psa, A5 planly.
Alvly ntrary fo what a. ega name. 1o, Wikmn NRS 41290240

Ab Lema (\%5> Thm: S N0 \anquaqa contoined

. \,\mhm NRS Yo ’Ih(uuqh 290 m{ﬂﬁmc those _Droylsiens

the exclusive method foc effecting name cthanges n.
/\\,\mda Undes_ the panciples of common Jaw o man
‘f‘ﬂﬁg change his name ot will, by usage , and may
Saue o besued in ony name by u,hm(,‘m he is %nown

,__;ffcmd recogmzed. Dee Emery V. %’\\p;p/ 172,19 (Cal, \Cog)

CV MR, 2 ﬁ‘tﬂ.zsv(fza7‘ e
\;ﬂ(}ff the common. low o wman can ch a0ge. his

é.hmma ot will, provided i+ is.net done with_a fraudsl ﬁmL
Ipurpose; he may sve and be sued by.such adopted
name, and will be bound by ALY vor\’frac% Into whi czh ;
Ihe enters in his xdop#ed nbmfm s as trve i the
éC‘bxﬂL” of a restrictive o‘hﬁu%;,,m’)d LS Not QbVOGCL"'Cd
by the fack. kha‘v a.proceduce 15 Deonided. by Q‘?C{%Qic_m‘__“_,,_,
ch the ¢ ange of GNe’s name.. 2.0 >mhdm‘d Eney. 250;
Jm e M a& ’m (D. e V? Fed 250; Linten v. mf\,(wj_

25 M.A_AU‘._@.__ssuMc,cammcs 72, F.5d._toy (1 95 ..
26 " Xhe common law allows a person to freely
27 (‘/\’ECin@a._, s name witheut .‘\lﬁ,@al Droeesses,. n_”_ e
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(w‘; Sale. (eoch of whith are mrw*xg G humc befmo

N CCM(’,MPUJ( Lon. of . muﬂ, it failed o prove %}m ceme
He

The focd thed %7" 1" 3s tne Known, )a auully cho\r\oed
g_m\mc of ahe Acoveed, by wieh. he may be sued ! 0, makes
1t mck\)\\{ bucdensome g ouess whether dhe detor e\c,menJr
in. Nevado's murdec %Jrcn‘u-’cb 15 Ahe DA amb\'\\}cv

Pt N

&f i
person o human D&,\W\ The Acc\)%ed Cew\d noe

p@sg'\b\} be. t:,%\p CTCd ‘}D \ﬁ'%f " JH&/ O OLC‘EC;UG’}&\/
'DW pore o d@{tﬂ’:ﬁ under aueh, C reomatances.
G Forexamplet W e dHeter element foc Nevodos

Imucdec statute is faken 4o be " he man . bevong (whw‘
Can NeNes e anachficial par%r\n\,, hen the ﬂn,a 156C
4-5.,Cf<u\d spend. itakilal'h YY\DH)[Y\‘\ Eaw C}C\T\'\ﬂf Ng.Case. law and
,j;go\v(,jumcm’m o show that Yhe State cannod prove
“’\(\J( L,E/Mt,ﬂj( BLLMU:JC RCE’)LR? BROWN 13 a n ember
Oﬁ’ G. ,“\lrz/m’ (ﬂ lay. aaweum‘c Cfffjﬁfc,ivlzcﬂ) which 1s stric ](U
cm artificne ﬁc’ifafn Um; muay \\\cuv\sa nmcu N To.
«}he 5] mﬁrs\/ objectwe artifieial YCQ‘BDOK’D\Q par«on
,é*%ancard of conduet, Put ancther way® Yoo Accysed
Loould argue_that, becavse the State foiled +o wformaH\/
..,g_t’“ﬂuui(_ 747’(()’ H‘c ‘:‘*Dxu‘:’f Of Tr\(ﬂ wh\\f’, ﬂ"DLU ng ne
Y 15 Q. pre feased . f’azi“éﬁn er. \ﬂ’/zmscu“ gt an. 6605&@1‘(0&2

i

i}

,../

Dee aivached ARGUMENT for o.preof that, H?Aijk

ton Ecclesiastical Cerperation Sote, that is nNeeessarily
Ln c.amﬁwc,- we Judicial Anewedge o Yhe State.

The. danoger, Yoerefore, In ass suming the. human .

b ﬂg l’\r\er\% lies in Fne fact that the Acevsed
5.1covld be, S.UKH&SED Dy the DAL claim thal, ol though ..

%,
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x u’/("“tg( was vnoveidably breought inde. deial, b was

” Fhe ,jur.\s-ha i’}?.ﬁm@n”. ROBERT. BRoWN_¥hat was the .
2 subject of Yhe Stale’s case.
M. ..On tne oth ex..nand, \£ the ambiooous. Acter
5 element of murdec \s assumed to be %.bva.@%\ti,e/%\\j. ,.
b S\N_.'\..‘\;)rft.a .“p.af_@c.‘-.n.\’_ ROBERT BRoWN, then the Accvsed
-7 leovld spend moaths of. preparation fo asgoe Fhot,.

3 bcc, pose ¢ iyl " was, uoaveidably. brovght indo +rial
T ljafter the Diate evrancously. refuaed 4o recognize and
1o isve the Acevsed in Yhat legally. changed name, 3y
ineceessacily Sellows Yhat, Yhe S4ate did not ‘prove. . .

) i R I . - N ( M
2 that Ariglis o Jm:shc-_,':;aanfs.@n... 3

\

NS is_because o
13 ”\'74(7'(9(' 1S ot f@g{cfjmg{i_ca:], Cér){)ﬁﬂzf n. Soce, Which s
Mo lstniedly a” human *w\g,}‘ ncontemplation of law. .
(BBt agavn, The Accosed could e SURPRISED. by .Fhee
JeDAS claien that W ?f’LgZ? Was covered in the States
7 iicase, becavse the, ferm, ”?)éfsﬁﬁ;) 1;) con~+.@m§>m+io.n

s e t 24 -
Lot law, also means hyman beinge

A Afkee the Mation for a Bl of PartieVlars_was
2L unyetly denied, the Accused. set out to deafk an
J2zijextensie Motion for o Wik of Pronimidion, based
2oportially en the denied Mption, Just weeks Joter, howeves,
2 the, Acevsed. was rushed to a ey hospital for an
AR emergency sorgesy. Upoa xedven Fo the civy jail, Yhe
2 JAcevsed was told by ataff thar it ok all of his

2 psepechy, which incloded Discevery, dozens of Jaw bocks,...
.28 Uhowsands of pages of legal arhicles, said Wetion draft. .

. 0
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and nokes, ete, Such o loss was arrebeieyable
Land by. &tfeenpd. to recompile the same material Through
Hrandom. searches, The Accosed immediately novified
Jodge Togliakhy, whe merely asked an officer yn couct
Lhow the jai\ coold lese his properdy; by Inek offices
v no¥ kaow. e
| The Acovsed had, up. sorl this point, dene every=
thing _fo %r\;fwk\\/__ end the Diates case, Now, DTE .

liperaena, ine Acevaed was forced, agoinst Ms wil), fo
.5...%4.‘.\\56,..\\;@.. another atreropt. fo guickly end +he SYakes
Joase, Wik hortial_gquickly appeoaching at Hhat Yime o
the Acevsed sentoa letrer (oddached) Yo judge
(Teghatti dedaling ¥he ceasons, which she was.
1awace of) for unwilingly velinquishing. his tn pre
sipersena. Stakos. This included oncther, request thok
[Togliatty dismiss {he formecly ‘dismissed _ad toeney. .
tAmanda. Gregory, and appoint New copnsels. .
- Tvedde Maniage and. corchar Patcicva Palmn

lwere Ahen appointed. Ak Yhis, point, the Accosed
believed. he had an 1aveak gater._and. aXiorneys Yhat
dintended e help Nim. Shettly. thecearer, however,
(e Acevsed sent aledbec of discontent 4o Tyetke
3 (Maningo, primacily about Patricia Palm, whe sub-
idequently Jefk as co-chair. Tvethe Maningo then.

ithese. Abe) Yanez as._cochain,. Shortly afec that,
(the investigater AL Fuenkes died. v

{0+
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Whimately, the Accvsed £iled a Motion +o Diomiss
- |Counsels (attached) for dneic refusal do pursve s



R

Ln sald ,/,t/;aJr'a en, that he alse submithed o BAR compaint
iagains T, Wani noo.6nd Janez. At Yhis. pownd, ¥ s clear

cated [-9-2020

AL s 'x' “h -
evada T all proven .A._._hgpo.crls.\/

1AV

e o T |
2L those. matters. nave alceady. been addressed

HWed a1

L lchoice of defense (noy 3ks steategy)) which is hs
Sele taght, and for. heis enmi Ty.against the Chureh,ede,

Arkached 4o said Metion isa Signed open confession of
L Jreasen, which was net even addressed by the courd,
And.shorty af Yer dhe denial of said Metion, the Accvsed
jhes regused all visids by the _Gourt-appsinted
ddefenses The Accused. had also informed the cour L

(Ihat the State and v covrt- appeinted . hostile oo neys

il Sosce an Accused_capital offendes into toial wid none.

v agreed upon defense, and. uith elements of ouilt_conceded. .

N Lo . . v . A .o
S YR e ree } A pAe W i M s
L2 BITALNe R {fxdsr v A &Gl Tan

To. by said_counsels, ete. & ¢

L

A .--!\‘.ST.-.\;

oI shedd alse be known that. said counsels nave e

yrefused to file Wotiens, ak the ve quest.of the Accused,

coout @e 7neve. Matters, not naving been addressed by
D) ST
,and _uodheut even

) . i P i . .
Knowing The apeeifics. of the de yeve n’).ajr%&_.ti&,.\.)i)c‘\gc_.
ﬁ |

[Waoi, in_deny. dhe Aotion_to Diseni 85 Covasels, stafed

L i i , 3 . T .
”Jrhq ¥ C,C;‘-\)ﬁ‘:)ek‘;ﬁ}i. do not have o f .\L.é..._...&‘;ucfﬂ.,/\/{,&:T...\@ns , becaose

o

by th

-1

I4

H [4 .
Joourt Many. Times. . Lt Serdeeves i dratd, Motion foe g

i

j ™y :’\.’“: kL | 5
", Vf‘l“:}if&f B AT

P O S o N R N R A T i
(BARTANEY S0 S I T OS R WEa LI LATTaCve

g

5.he po w0 coemseks . Tn ...p.co.v"nﬂ.g.w...\}{é\\ ants hypeenisy, the
4 .. ! - 1 3 i - B 1

> Aceused. peinted out that he (Villant) had. Previcusly. fold
| \ W

RO 74

Ticounsds do submit Sfock motions. Seen; and hat such

IRV IR L , o T
L Motions, alse, have. already been addressed and devied by .

R
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o)

the courts jlm&am/ Times
Cnd Oudr)%@\““ﬁ_?’_’,’.@_ﬁf\ that these ./“b”{o-’r}ons._fb_u'xll be A_dci;n‘tc»d,‘,”‘..._,.
but are Filed. Yo preserve dhe. issves. Villani's hypoetisy .
U\J os f UHH\’\,C,V_ poﬁxnf@g 00T by being told that he and
oovnsels cant Anew . i o Motion about de nove ssves
6wl even e demied: and. yeb, in s bypeecisy, Villany was
saying hat counsels “doat_hawe o File them to like—.

il

i

as well And as such he ('Vi.\\han’y\)‘

¢

Wise preserve the 1asves which 15 theie @i Y. This 15

clear }udﬁaciai misconguct, for wiich dhis couct ough:},
Site demand that Villam recuse_himaels.

o Foc Ane sake of brevity, the Accvaed reserves

further undisclosed mattecs foe dhis coucts request,

o v only add Ahat ot bhe ocutset of Maningo’s
/ 4

Loppoind ment, the Actused clearly expressed s contived
cumjr\fm%— his case be resclyed as scon as. pleEY ‘DJIC -Maningo
cxprcsseld that she could accomplish that aim in “4ix
Hmonths, Dut aasured he Accused that she would de
good jeb . if she.were given. a year. Alkhogh heaitant,
JshaAcc\bcdagrced Heweves , about b_monthe befoce, hia Apeil

| szo Arial .d&."r_c.,_%fznf\_ﬂgo.._.I,m‘or..m.e,ci the Aecosed +hed the Sypreme
{Court of Nevada,in a mulki-defendent. reversed case,ordeved.. ..
iher Ao handle. that case, which was o begin about 2-3 montha,
[ befoce the trial date of The Accused ~and run._past thet date,

L Thus, Mamnge expressed. $hat she “had 10" postpone the. trial
Idade, although the Acevsed expreased. his discontent. T4 was
T oot okl about 2 menths hefoce Fhe. tric) dede of the

SRL, U bva b A P i q : | Lo
A% HAcoused that Maningo asked for o & month LonTinvance, .

2.
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éfuﬂﬁchmuuaa granted. This led 4o the Motion o Dizmmiss .
Cab%e\% ./\/lmi\ngo_ cleacly Detrayed the confidence and .
pehies Ahak the Accused had,in her assucance of vesoling...
ihis case soon aftec her appeint ment, Sveh berrayal rose

u;ﬁb_%ba“lmmiMQE;ww@rnpg%¢n¢gﬁhypoaﬂsyW@md.uHiwwa%&y_%hc%.”
__-f")stf"clif y that mow re mains,gn. Mavingo sheold have, removed
é"hﬁﬂﬁﬂf Qﬁ_GGDﬂﬁaF]O.hﬁh% of the expressed . .awm of an.

learly resclution. by the Accused Maninge had . epprosimately .
6 menths advance notice, which woold. have been ample
[ Hime £oc new covnnel ds aasist co-chair Abel Yonez, T+
.ﬁuumﬂd.tzamu%%armhy;mmxkﬁymomm%h&wF>av%.of.Aﬂafmﬂga_if“bhﬁmemm,
scdaimed hat new counsel could net have heen reasonably
sexpetted fo do so. This s besagse M minge _hecoelf took
"llon.the new. multi-defendant. 250-case. within the same
LG _months!

- . B . .- {3 ‘
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L

3 &
8 e

o
=3)

QAT(.)\)\:[“) Cmdt 1o, 1 lplomc@ﬂc ?molrwc 9 (‘3*“ £d.,) W)
TY has been cotablished for sevecal chﬁurxcs in. C/U“lruﬁ’\“

ar\j mttirmahona[ law that o soverewgn or heod. of stode,
who comes within the teceifoey of ancther. soVerelgn 1S .

mh%led o wide priy \e_o,a"\ and to _cecemonial henora

C_poroar\c&& to his Dcfujnon and.. i\C\ﬂtl‘\/ and 1o full

tmmum%\/ from the. cowminal, Cwil and. Qd‘mlﬂ\’mr ative
Nurisdictien of A'h.u,.fs?(a*_a_w.\,’)‘xcz\ he is Vasitiog. Thostacte. umj

kkmweu% Ciyil /%M/m and the &mb/‘o/zmm f/zzux (2w<’)( L \ﬂ
The protechion of the Freedom of churches as Sovefpun‘)

g.in(;% created by the state Doth to.the existence of another

_:oo\/are,\@mt\/ @Yw oni\; frue. 60\{@rc\qn“@y)‘“ thot of Ged (or
90@63“‘_ eXxisting . bcx;ond bmrovc: and superior Yo the

;_‘%m‘c (({Udmg, MURRAY, We Held These Truths ( 960), at 7. Lemphasis,

lor \9) natl,

Article 3, Sechion 2 of the UNTED STATES Conshiution®
Tn.all cases a{n‘ﬁm‘_mg., Ambassadors, other .A,p.ubl‘\a_M}.m.b.%e.rs_

féﬂcmd Consuls, and those 1n which ¢ State shall be 4 .ﬁzr%y.‘, the .

[
)]

1Supreme Court shall have original Jucisdiction.

‘SOUA Cczbz‘ctfﬁ”am /}zz‘crnm‘(umz Lotzan, 120 Hasv. L Rev. 569,922 ( 2uo‘)\
Pr\or to Exie, and consistent with the View dhat Lcustom:-

Lary mftmﬁmonal lawd was freated as nenfedera) general. . . .
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R grcummfm law, - dcml cmd fﬁcﬁrc GOU(JYD al kc &pp)ltd ihe

2 }:L\JS‘\TCW}U\T\ dnternadional law ) of 7:0("”\“ Sovergn. L. L .

2 ienmunidy on the demestic p.\_ane,“wd.hom” cuthotization
from . Congress. o the Execvtive.” [emphass q..rig}.na(j._.“

2

UNITED STATES W NORIEGA, 1N £3d 1zog 122 (11 1997)
T The o)A addeesses neither head-of-state mmunity,.

I SRR V-

~noc foreian sevecelgn immunity in the cfiminal contexd.
(CE SAMANTAR . YOUSVF, 130 S.ch 2278,2291 (2000).

w53

RN . A BLACKSTONE, Comm., 983

1/

S (statiog fhat o foceign paince. ke neeessarily an.

4]

| i'ﬁé,"@m .‘i” of its }\ng ot Eng aad “ince he ow es 0o allegiance

”0 _ quwh and H\s ch are. obvicusly forc\qn Doeceigns.
n who owe no allegiance 4o any._ acevlar/ profane kKing.

W EXoDYs 23.22 R

20 | I But 1. yoo \odeed obey His Voice and.do. all %ha# I
21 pt’,ak Aben T will be an Cnam\/ +o YOC enemies. and. an

22 ad veesary to Nyour advessaces, . .

H

3
e
i

A e

A
T TN
(B LI ol

z}\‘
6‘\

Adulterers and adulteresses ! D o.you.nat. know. that
| Friendship. with_the Lsecular] world s enmit vy with. God 7
Whoever Yherefoce  wants, 1o be. a friend of the wocld mqke‘v .

1675
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o

A

N 6ob\ac%s of o foceign power in. time of yytual war; o

.{ﬁ;

1 BLACKSTONE, Comm. 88 65-09

»

(siat m5 Yhat, under the law of Nations. “sofe- Condudrs ,

paﬁspor‘s 15 expressly or. xmphvdl\; granfed o, “Ihe

/ .

E,COMWHW& acts. of hoetility agansd sveh as gee in amm/,

league o truee” wivn it e

ithe person, and of the subject matter. .

E.ECD\’.DOCQL{"\(‘O s0le. 15 0o, ;U*‘\ﬁ’rm pcrson )

. THE SCHOONER. EXCHANGE , 11 U5, (0 Craneh) Mo (1512)
. C'no%‘mg, there 3o o presumphion. that “Hhe SONECEIGN

.__E,,,Camw)‘ be. conaidered as havmq lmpar+ed T0. the oxqury
tribunals o \\)msd\clr\on whieh 1% would be ¢ breach of.
aith Yo exercise,)

~BOSWELLS LESSEE . 0TI, 50 U.8. 236 (\850)
Lovts enforciog Nour Imunicipal) statvtes do not

é£kaMSleQLQUVMJDU+”KHCX£%jJyﬁﬂlﬁ}&FQny,VMNkﬂg'thﬁxi\wam
udicial 1mmonity and valike courts of law do not obtain
Lweisdichion by, service of process nor even arrest and

“acance . . . . . . e

CBIGELCW v. STEARNS, 19 Uchna 34, 4o- %}Ov %up(w- 182 ) N
o gve.any. bmdmg cffect Yo o judgmcn’r, it )

0

5 jcosential that +he Court ahould. have Juei sclzahon of

‘]

o AAA&‘TLAND The Corpocation Sole, 16 L. & Rev. 333 (600D
(»tating, a. church 1S N0 person and “the adc’aws%ca
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o "\f\tDAi\‘ EL VCPATY, 435 s, g1 (\G1s) .
2.t dbe chureh s o thng, c\\)so Yely separate and.
3 d\s%mc); from the commoenweal bh, (u*mg,o Works of John_.
,_“1 Lod\e 21)

b _ . WE 666 Conciae U)"Léb‘ﬁcc }fandboog e Ed
Thoujn a\l coucts ace. familiar wdh in pcmerzam

f(ugamw /)@2156:’157 it s Yhe action a em Gosined {hirgs)
.?.._;.U.)h\(,h though practiced. only in Macitime. Law ), atealinily
(JD"’VCL"’C':) 0_every owal and ceiminal court ...

f.é;‘:

‘E)

E 9

. AT e Wesdichion oNEr G LMan Broweman tan |
o g?oqm exist if the wan oc woman 1s & slave,i-e, propechy
Df 7S (m Ob\&r)ﬂ See THE ZpNG (6vegcvy Y. C\\buQ 99
HMUIER. 31233 (Kfp )7553 In _Natuce, in rem Juciadiction .
s gxeccised over men and women b\ their. Creator,.

¢ (’,XC\U‘)\\E\\/ GD\IF,\ (\W\C(\‘\’S can., %\’\C\ efoce . C»,C\m Gr\\\/ O

1 é.ﬂc*rwnc\\ tn rem jucisdiction over men Dy, cre&“‘(mr\

18 Noacious, leaal devices, (DcanaQ foc Ynose men +o

Milassume limited control of (e-9., citizen, Taxpayer,

} « drivee,. c%aD Siace. Ihe device 1o ltc)a fichan, a folsehood

LA made frve. by force_of law this persena 1 in fact
i ——
AR laqa obieck or . 7¢s.

25 4Hh009h chur(,hefs are | f/z‘ngs Jme remander of
RN h’ns doﬁ\,mcn‘rs ARGUMENT il prove that it s on i\[
AT the moedecn: religiovs . corporahon Jrhajr the government is .
28 . able to redvee Yo o Jur\ﬁ“hc /)C)“f)@n and hence gain. s
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?s‘ 5m TSR T R

v ..,Uqh&('am J(he\[ resyde.

4 junisdichion over it

Bovvier's, Caw z)chzmwg (ig56) Maxim

| _.Lews are vnade 4o no purpose unless foc these who are
m;b\ec)r and obedient, 7 Co.

CLEVITVWONS 2002 e e
} ..’IAnc\ you, ehall not_ walk\n the statutes of the nation which

1’ am _casting ovt before youj for Yhey cormmit all these things,

Cmd thevefore T abhoc *bem C’E Leviicos \8» .

Ac\s 5.29 . .

4 I We ovght Yo obey E)ahwch m%hex than men, C% 2 TWOTHY 3,075,

- No man warcing for God should be troubled by secular.

' business, [ef Z Timothy 2.4

H.BLACKSTONE, Commentacies, 88 & %-9

(or passooﬁs is exoress}\/ of. {mpliedly qrcmjrcd 1o Jrhc oUbJecf(s

Fruste fecuntuc ) legis Misl subditis et obedientibvs .

. COKke, Ltk 70 e

C‘S‘}ajrmg that, under the law of nations ‘safe- Cor\duds

: é.of a focergn_power 1n e of war; or comm\qu acts of hoﬁ,\ Yy

“é"afﬂmm‘} such as are wn gmity, lcague v ‘Huw with $he nation |

| DAJ\H\.J L q,_ze-_zv (N)

< the Ancinted One will be cuk off..* War will continue uatil the end..
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AREUAENT

H

HERNY

BELGIOUe HISTORY OF MAN® Holl TSRANL AND THE
DTANE COMMON PEQPLE

]

1, THe
PR

\hrcmuhomL Jme re,\\mous hlffh)ﬂ! of man, the %/u '?(rm%urm

(Senesis ~ Bevel ajnorb cecocd %he, em‘a)reme, of L)ahuu'ah w‘nm\n 5

e Umoue prepec name of the One "dvine Fother and absslute

Km of heavan and carth, as revealed 4o His ho]d C,fn\dvcn called

the Ismu(z%aé Under - the Isr‘au [ite 5\15+em of farth, Hahweh

is One (absolx%a \D ’)FuTERomcM\J G ‘{ Sc‘no\ars c\aesnfxi Jrh\s form

/]
of _Worship _as mono%he\sjr\c More, Droger\u and 5>\le DmL

Mohweh 15 not Zws or r/aa( hauma no eaua\ oc_exact oooosﬁrc

to His being. Noc vs He #Aree or Zriuze, having no n\uva\\’w +a

His be,mo\ T)r LS J(hUb Orze. il +hat 00n+ro\6 +he hlaj(or\ of

man., 5606\056 1jahw@h 1% Ona there 15 no @coual or_exact

omosﬁrc or D\Lm\xw of _wills, hat govern Jrhe, h\f>+OFV and

Jcs"hna:hon of man. This oonceaﬁon 1S Unique, Yo Tara\)\ as a

cacpocate body,or spicitual corpom‘hon-

On_the other hand, the same H@(y §cmgz‘zm@5 also

show that all other nahons have. g fhume, ‘Falrhar over Yhem

whom the Ismu!zf@g deseribe 0% Satan the @cwl From

+he Dersoeame m° the Zeely Israu(des Yhese terms pﬁmmzfzx

the najmre and characjrer of all %V‘S+EMS of fm}rh amona

the Z{?Z)Zﬁ/f/ Drpfane, Comrmon Dﬁoo)e of the world., T+

made. o d\{fcrence 10 a holy Israulcfe whether a notien

719,
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be\\e\fed in many gods or G\mmed Hna\! believed in ane

2 | “diine. being, H‘ the name of that bema was not Yahweh.
5 |l 9ince, in no _cose can the existence of Yahweh be discounted,
4 1h necsssar'i\xll follows that, To an Isra\/ﬂifc, these ynholy |
5 lcommon peaple do not wership the adseluze only One. Hence,
@ lnooe of thele systems of faith are goverved by the Oze wil
1 lof Yahuweh, Wha* remains , then for all ha%ons To Wwoeship,

¢ lcan only naJrUra\\\I be a Zm and_<Satan (meamrm %a’lfcrsara/,?

i amm‘ﬁ' the One Uu\\\ of Yahweh. Schol avs c\asm-w Jrhc:

10 ws‘}cms of foith omong the notions as ﬁd/zz?‘/zasz‘cc _which
il al\udes +o_their rmagmm‘mna thad creamon 18 f>ubdxcr)f to

2 {1 +he will of others, | |

iz From Yhe perspectie of Zosy Lsray(, the condition
™ hat fallen man is necessar\\u in, w\%hou-l’ Yahweh s that of
S lla_profane State. Na%uw\\ %haxj do not belong %o the One

e Hoh Chureh, whieh has Hwe OY)F absn\u%a Kmo aver 1t Most

17 nahons on\u have_an ides that there must be One._absolute,
'8 Kma of haa\fﬂn and Par%h to_whom they owe éub\cc)r\on But
X Jrhe\; helieve not, ac know not, that His proper Name. is Yohuweh.
20 ||Nevecthe less, as the common profane. Peoo\e 1n this country:
2 knowmo}\f 'form theie commen Union, without the One qbso\u%e
A2 Kma Jrhev poirt ‘h) His Sumemaad b\l use _of the ancient “Caeal
25 Ccmaamlra '\‘\lf\ﬁ Er from mhmce )rhe, origin of the term “God
24 llis derwed and ’rransla’(ez { from,

26 T il now fellow the allusions Yo Yahweh in the DroCesses
27 1ok _how Yhe Corpmon people establish theic own Uniern and

28 |lsecular ao\'e,mme,nJr as a Y\a)mra scmrcc‘non from the One, Hau Wy Chweeh.

£0.
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5

,<r’\\ qx‘f.

L3 Y

The low of God and the law of the land are all one.

‘,’-‘ﬁ

XA ]

i3

Romin v, HARDAWAY, 1 Jef Ferson 109,014, 1 Vo Repocks Ana. 58,6] (1172)*

_The lawe of natuce are the laws of God, whese aQa‘hor\Jr\IJ

can_be 5Uparceded b\,} Ng_power on earth, A ]ﬁgis\ajrora muyst

Inot obstevet oue obedience to him from whose punishments

'Hm\/ cannot pro%ec’v va. Al human constdutions which contra-

diet s laws, we ore n conscience bound to d‘\sobew Such have

been the ad\\)d\cc&\ons of gue courts of \Uﬁhce And Cired % Qo.

UE, a. Bonhams case. Hob. 37,7 Go. W, 4. (}a\\ms Case,

_CALER_NELSON, Sovereian Zrnmunitu, 5 Hary L. Rey. 1559 (2002):’
4 "4 Y4

The content of the genecal law of nations,in Yurn, was

(thought to depend pactly on the immutable law of nature...

2 RovL. R 299

When laws \mposed by the state fail, we most ged by the

law of natuce.

1. BLACKSTONE, Commentaries ez the Laws of England, § 4

This law of nNature, being co-eval uith mankind and dictated

\ God himself, is of covcse superioc in obligation to any other.

T+ s binding over all the globe, in ;ﬂ\\ countries, and gt all times

1681



0o _human Jaws are of aoy Valdidy, i coateary Yo this,

£
3 L BLACKSIONE  supra, of §54°
M Those rights then which God and nature hove esyablished,
S lland are therefore called vatucal rights, such s are life and
b lihberty, need nok the oid of hyman laws o be moce effectually
7 llinvested in every man than they are; neither do they receive
% lany additional stcength uhen declared by _the municipal |aws
1 |t be inviolable. On the contrary, no human legislature has
_loower 1o abridge ot desjrrox} them, unless Yhe cwner himself
H_llcommit- some ack that amounts Yo forfeiture,
A2
15 THE Boisl CENTER PAPERS ON RELIGON IN THE UNTED STATES, Jearation
14 \ipf Church_and State*
I3 According do {his View [of the Declacation of Tndependence el
b |IGod 1s fo be_ag!mog@%ed as the ceeafor of humankind and
i1 llsoucce of “inalienable. r\c\h‘\i byt gg\[emmenjr 1S p____g{r\\l \mdgr'
& listeod 65 o humcm;no)f d\\lme,,, wnstifution phose aythocity
' lland power 1s decwed feom cifizens themselves, not from
L0 G‘OQ_ o Loewngingsns ving )
A | \
&4 DOWIERS, Lew Dictionary (1856) Maxim of L
2% Eﬁ&g;luaxi;d?e.
24
Z53 1 BLAQKSTQNE; SU?\‘::;} at §120°
i For_the g\";g@gg! g of §og}f)n{ 15 g protect individuals 10
<7 lithe enoyment _of those_ghsolute rights , which weee vested 1n Yhem
=%

by +he immutahle lawsa of natoce.,

2.
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3, 4e SELNLAR ANLGANCE E5TARUSYED BY TWe CoMmpon)

=~

TEOYLE, AND THER, TRE=ERATION of TROR RiG W o ¢ M&:

[SL U I E Y

Trom the De,rsber)r\\fcs of both ho\u Ism\ll and Dm&’cme

gommonecs, Mman_owes Ficst A\\emanoo Jro -Hne, c\‘gso Ulre, Kmn

the, Crec&or of_ heaven and carﬂv Dince, b\; “Awine w\\\ +he,

e P A )

Fieat Man creoded, Ob\I\O\)%\kf had ne eaoa\ ac soc,\e)rul +o be

subject Yo

From the perspeciiNes of both ho\\l Isrm\ and the

profane, Oommor\wmj(h of E no) land , the reason behmd what

makae: eeryone oue ! natural cz//erzancc’, 1o _thewr k\nas uih-

modely Dom‘rs Yo the absoute Kmq of heaven and aarjrh who

C@'\Q)D\\é\\ﬁd theie \&mas The neoo\c are W o Anien LU\‘H\ Hfs

h\l}nﬁ\u qommired kmo as sub\r,c)(s Yo the absolute diwine.

Kina. Tth H\e Deor)\es {Le of a\\ea\cmcc Yo the Km%v 15 _aimed

J
ok 66)(0\\3\\5\’\\!\0 a dN\na conn&c)non and allemancc ‘\’o Us

abscluke “diing Kma which they. may not hanUra\\l have..

L DLACKSTONE, sunea, at § 354

A\\&glan(;e, 15 Yhe tie or ﬂ'é;am@x’, which binds the 6Ub36c+ o

the King, in redorn for that protection which the kKing affocds the

5Ub:}ec;\ﬂ

L BLACKSTONE, supva, ot 8§ 356-357

pa

ALLEGIANCE , bath express and 3mn\\éd 15 however (llsﬁnd'

21

vished b\; the loaw m%o Ywo SOY’}"E) or_species, %hc one najfuval “Hwe

2%

othes \oca\ Notucal a\\emame 15 such oo 15 due from all men
Z3.
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born uihin the \<ma’5 dominians '\mmed\a%\\i upon Thele birth,

Z HTor xmmcd\a)ra\\} upon Fhele Dieth, they are vodee the King's

5 protechion. /\/a‘}ura \\ea\c‘moc 18 )rhe,rm‘ovc o_debt of arah)mde‘
4 uhtoh cannot_be {or{eﬁcd cancelled, v alteced, by any c‘nanae,
5 llof Yime, D\ac/c or cwcums*ancc, nor_by an\Hhma bujr Jrhc Um’red
b_leoncucrence of the \ems cﬁura

2 |

% 1 BLACKSTONE, supta, o} § 35K |

9 LOCAL a\\aé\cmcb 15 such g% s due fcom an a\'\en,, Qc 6‘}‘ran9’fx
10_liborn, for oo long Yime gs he continues within the King's

" _lldominion and protection® and it ceases Yhe \nstant such
12_lsYcangec transfers himself from this k"m%c\_gm 1o _aonother,

E

I L _BLACKSTONE, supca, o B30l

5 And Yhie moaxim of the low proveeded UpoN_ genecal
lb_Liprintiple, Ahat every man owes natucal allesyance where

17 _lihe is born, and cannot owe Ywo such allegjancas,gf secve

'8 lhwo mastecs, at once.

14

<0 Trom the \6Qd\id6a5 of 1he profane Ccommonwealth, it 15 _
2\ liobviovs that 0+hcr6 uithin 'H\elr Secular kmodr\m can Or)lu Owe

2% \iowe albgiance “local al\emance since it 1 obv.ous that +ht

<% llcommon D&OD|C constbute an infecioe and limited, profane Secular
24 |5tate. No Churc\r\ So\fr;re\gn ,60_any othes ‘Fore\an sovere,mn uithin,
25 llor beorn within s limited kmgd@m, can ouwe W any, bu+ on_a(looa )
~e l\ea\anoe,

2 Prioc_fo creating any secular QOchmen{' s 'from Yhe
27

view of the peofane GOMMOnars,JrhaJr they gre gn+erma nto

24,
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o 566@(_/@2__@1_\@”_&@;‘\;&\/; and frem thenceforth do they owe its

2 _isecular k'\m a\\ed\ance Thus, 1§ must be bornein mingd +ha3r Yhe
2 lorofane. commen Deon\c confﬁ\‘rufe, g_seoular g%%mocﬁc COCPO-
4 r_gfr_\_o_n ot democcatic 6oue:}v wh\c\n accordingly s, and
S llcan onl\/ be, presvmed to ncﬁural\u belong Yo 6uch a_secvlar
o ||5Yate 'From b\f'“‘\ thereafter, This bcw\c\v 600\&%\1 then, that
7 s fied to s sccu\ar King (a Cocporation Sol le) in a\lemamc
% s not presumed fo be d%f\c,\a\ membcrs of 4hat Corpova’non
7 15ale, led alene boen as such.

10 Bur swnee Yhere exists for the common pecple of England
W iCand in eacly Amesica) a Union o€ Chureh and %Jra-h: the people
iz TC%&:V& %ht LAbﬁx*# +0 Chana& Th&w t%ﬁ0a+mn ,bv &n+crwwa

15 late celigion., Rcme,mber ng eg\dc&ura can_abridge. +ha5.e fights.
¥ .

ik 1 BLACKSTONE, supea, at § 130

e “Nexk Yo peeoonal Secordy, the law o€ England regacds,

1 _llasserys’ and peeserves the personal libecky of rodividuals,

® IThis pessonal \'i'bcr%\l consats in the power of loco- motien,
19 llof c\f\m\ama 6\‘?\)5\*190 0 removing Ona‘: person 1o whatevec
20 llolace. ones own inclination May d\vchc

24

2% Sho\d_a_commener_enter iatn 7”6/1(;(@72 or spritual

2% |lGocpocation, he necessanly lecwas c\\n\ some%v and Hrs secalar
2 (‘omprc&\on thus becoming "ol (u r{ead |
25

26 L BLACKSTONE, aupca, ot § 128

21 Thﬁ W\ _death commences \E gny man.. enders \nto
2%_|religion. TCE VILLALON v BoweN 76 New. 456 (1954)]

2 5.
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4

L \)?on e,vw)mr\m e b&)’\f‘\jmc\\ meom*\on of _the Ch\)rc\n

secolar oourds ng \rmcxe,v hONb Jurisdictien ONes SVCh ¢ 69\?\'\\3&\

2

e membﬁn He con no \Or\gex be held 46 Ythe inferior mora\

4 5%c‘mdards of _ihe common Dfo{ana Peop\e“T\”s& smr\%u \‘
5 me:m’ozme: subyect o %Dm’fua\ W\C\L\\SJWD.J(CS of_the Church

o lland theic ﬁmr\%ua\ m)rcvpve)rahon of the laws standards,
7 lleXe.

¢ | Tt s obwisns that, because ,Jrhe Common g neople gee

9 \'\vcﬁane and subgck o %hm OWN _exXperiences, )rhe,\r lecm\

1% 'mora\ ‘o%mdards can detec\grate o a SD\C\‘\\)& \[; 1\’\'\'0\&(0\\')

Nl evel, b\) 0 mece %wo—%\mrds mmow\m w\e, The nakyral

% a\\mmncc Yo sueh a e 60@\&%\1 -H'\e,rc'cow, 'S Drcmxscd

12 llon o /cm( fszamz that o PELHON WS ch,e,\\ma the bfncfnfs

M ilor aa’w?ﬂfzzncs of Vs Union,

15
o 1l 1 BLACKSTONE, supca, ot 8121
I Dut every man when he enters (nde society, glies up

3 |la pact of e natucal libecty, as the price s Valuab le._a

K mrcha%e and 1n conedecation of receiving the gcﬁmj@@

20 liof putual commerce, obliges himself to those laws, which

L Whe corronurity has Lhouakt 0roper o establish.
L dgrt I s

&% 1 BLALKSTONE, SUpta, at 8‘“

2 But municipal oc cwil law cegac cds him also as g

25 ,L\*\zcn and bognd to other quties touwards his ne\ohbor

26 |than those of mere nature and Yelgon dUhes,U\Jh)ch

21 _lhe has engaged in by exioving the dezefids of e commpn

A% Lunion.

26‘
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Obvhauely, howeNes, 1% 1o a (caa{ Ffeetien that eNeryone \4

2 |bound 4o such ob\\go&\ons;smw they are enforced upon.

2 lleverjone by a mere presumption of naked sesent. Formal
4 \\Pa\anu’, 1S on}\/ rﬁc\\wed oJE z)a.blcr officials. And any

5 bam%\% movco%c, con be ou“mahjr redected.

o

1 BOWIERS, Lonr Dictionary (1856)° MAXIM

% Potest guie cenunciare pro se, et suis, jucl guod pro se
9 lintcodvctum eat,

1o A wan may celinguish, foc himeelf and his heirs, a

W llright which was inteoduced foc h\s own henefit, %cc 1
12 | Bow. Tnst n. 33, |

e

M DOUVIERS, sopea, MAXIMN?

15 Trvito beneficiom nen datur,

1o No one 15 oblined Yo accept g benefd agoinst his

T lconsent, 'D'\g. 50;7'7,.,_&;1. |

1% '

9 DOWIERS, svpra, MAXIM®

20 Niknl Yom natecale est, guam €0 genere avidaue dissoliese,
<} f\D pOJsﬁQ%UW\ P .t

v 14' 1% Vexy natueal that on ob\maJr\on should not be
%% lldissolved hut by the same Drmw)\cs winch were observed
29 _hin_conteacting it Dip, 50,,17,35. See 1 (o.100; 2 Co.Tnst, 359,
A .

A BOUVIERS, supra, MAXIM®

zal Seriphae obligationts scriptis folluntue, et nude

28 |consensus abligotis, contracio consensy dissavitur,
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Writren ob\\qainons are dissolved b\J woing, and

Z_liobligations of noked aesent by sinilar naked aeseﬂ"r

2
¥ 4 1 BLACKSTONE, supes, of §§ 5567357

5 "Byl besides theae exprese engggements, Yhe law

© llaleo holds Yhat Yhere Vs an fowplied) Or\gmc\\. and Yrtua!

! lalegiance, owing from every subleck Yo his spvereign,

5 lantecedently to aoy exnress promise; and glthough tre

1 lsubject zever swore any faith o7 alegiance in Forom!

0 .

J

i By the, same Drmmo\es then, 1t naccssan\\’l follows

% i that, a\\cmcmc,e Yo o {Gre,\cm” K\no i \keuvhse effected

M lwidbout o wcofma\ aovc&manj(/con)fro\o\' Qec.e.q. B Uscs, 8

15 111481 (Ane) (g, REVEDIN v, Acteson, (1852, CA2 AY) 199 F 24, 452).

e |14 only nceds 10 _be temembered, then, that Yahweh 1s a

17 fove\on k\m unth raqard to *Hr\e 6‘}a+c And becayse

I8 L)al'um:h and +he HOJ ﬁmrﬁual Chuceh pre-existed the

9 1 &%ate, it 1s clear Jrha)r the. common DeoDlt, in_their Natucal
%0 profane state, presesved Yheie r\c\‘nlr +o %{om’mcnf ar_
<1 Z’c-concz/zaz‘mn +o whomerer the d\\sme absolute farcmn
22 Kmo proved o be, Thus, although the commen people d\d
23 |lnot chmoJr ko entablish the "divine Kinodom cf Yahweh
24 lloc any o%hex perceived absalute divine. kma, it 15 nevec—
25 lliheless reasoned that theic mworxw r\ohjr to cceate a
2b _|lsecular aoVemmen+ 15 thelr oarhcmahon as suhfects
2T _Lin His E)rema Laws.

2%
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BRENNAN, #aamsf Severeignty, 82 No%rc Dame. | Rev. 0], 135 (2000)*

"The no:‘mra\ low +hat m\{cs b\r#h Yo this right of ours

to self- ao\!emmtn+ = H“aélF our ln+ﬁ\\\otn+ Dc\r%cmajnon

as human subiects in Yhe Etecnal Law, the mind . 0f the

sovereign God sweetly dispesing all things to their

LSRN EEA N P S VA [N

proper ends .

*-»..3

73

from Tthe per@per){\\!a af dhe. common peop\ﬁ of 60&\\(1

England, hoving o Unien of an existing national Chuceh and

Sjrc&e,, ﬁs huo-*hwds secular ma\cr\jr\l-ru\e, ncceesar\\\/

\aced the Church in dhe 7?7(7707°zz‘u bf,\m )M/zz The Church

mambtrs then, being Conjramo\od'ed as Pe-dorn’, thus haye

0 nijrura \m\anoa Yo, and_sovereign iwmmunidy of, _the
H .
divine. ma The»J are now o supeeioc syiritual Cerporation,

ho\\!ma |Mm0m3r\1 from. the \\)r\'ac\\c)non o—F 56&%/&7‘ courts, The

7
6+mLc Qc‘gnow\edacd this g a 777"/1/[(60(? oa\ed Bencfzz‘ of

Cdfma See | BLACKSTONE, Comm,, ee 355-9; and 361, Later, howeves

ihe kmo of Em\and made. h\msalf Hcad ovec _Yhe Church as

Ulcl anc( ‘H’)ﬁn abohshcd H’mr \mmunA'V b\) Ac% in 133} 51547

For the common Deoo\e of the UN\TED sTATES, hewever, the

lmo\ca-l'\onf: of Q/,,/mmnclo and g ohanoc of 4//r3mam:r= neccf;@ar\\[l

have different (’-F-Ff,c)(s swnee there 1s no humam kmo or

hatisnal Church 4o wh\ch ‘H’)t\! can be bound in najrura\

a”emamc ‘}o The same 15 Jrruc foc ho\ Ism\ll which most

\so be counted unthin ihe mmc)mz‘v o«c Jrhc Two- thirds

mmom)n} vule that established such a Drotane secular

amlemmtrﬁ'. These cPFac%:: m'cvanr mjr'e,r'Fcrem,a w\’rh ,Lsmv)s wnmuer\}

<49,
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N, TTHE Combantl PEOTLES Uniod) oF CVuted Anp <74

2 Tle ALDITY wiiTd Beapeet 1o Wald 1SBAYL

4 (A NGNS Cluted Aup STATE AN AcT of

5 T REASCHN TOR Mo MSAAYL

v

;

'%' Tn England Yhey hove their Magoa Cacla (Geeat Charter),
1 lensuring fhe r\ohlrs )1ber‘r\e%, and powegs of both Chuceh and
b [ 5tate, This (7 >z‘7mmcnz‘4 functions as a Jreaty, which s o
W Womenant and cmree,mmr/comrmc% For_dhe profone  common
Z_lpeople, such a Cozf‘cnam‘ may seem }og}xca” a0d 0eLeseary

3 or s Znen of the ”\<'mc3;r (a Cocprcation Sole) and Chueeh

M (g Corpocation Sole), Becouse  both Corpocaticns Sale @QUﬁHY
S use all pecsons s it i'rmﬁ:h'z‘s-h; the pcé?'ane pe. = ole _whe

b leonativute o /yzr ﬁaommﬁe Coconcokion ace protecred frem
X being wtua\\nuJPd )?” e oec aken \’)'}i sueh g Corpocatico
B 11Aole. The de'?m;\lr"ﬂ:_r@{.\n\%kc\rw of ihe common people as g
9 prmcm\r; C‘(‘»rpﬁrajre.. hodv s pre{—sar\!ed . ong ,‘U'ﬂc..‘m\r\r}ﬁ cxb\(:j, at
40 Ilenst from Yhe pecopechives of Yheie own humon laws.
2\

22, Feom the peCepective | of the Low of Yahweh however,
2% lsuch o Covenamt cannot Dcum,\b\ include h}‘{ Larayf,
24 llhecause Iarau( 1S alrmdu boovnd unjrh an F\fcr/asfmq Corcmnfﬂ
25 140 Yahweh alonc. GENES\S 1°7; HEBREWS 13°20-2], And as ﬁug-h,'Hié
“b_lllaw prombits Torayl from making 6 Cam:mm‘/%@afu widh
Z1 llthe peofane meanle nations. EXoDUS 23332, 34:12-1h: DEUTE RONOMY
2% 19:2-4: and 23%..

30.
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HENSFIELD CAsE, I F Gas. (099 (1792)°

k)

Z “Whenexver doubts and a\/uesjr'\ons ariae telative Yo the

> ivaldity, operation oc contruction of treaties, or any_articles
4 lin them, Those doubts and questions must be settled a Qgggd‘mg,
5 lito the max\ms and: mmcm)e;a of the laws of nations applicable
& llto the case. [‘*c f\lﬁiso;\’ ond L Febl, R, 298, aupra, oy p. FAl

7

8 Thys, while 6 nation rﬁml by a Jegal £ietion, deceyve

1 ihtself nte Dvesumm‘we\q makma Lsrayl o pact/ner of s
10 " Union”, e Law of 9ahweh 1S c\car +ha+ e et possible

W | fac Tarayl to lowfully bind dself 1o T?‘cmfy wiith nachcns

2 l4hat Yghweh has c\car\\; established as hostile enemies,

1% llaueh an impossibilidy s manifest by the fack +hat, such G
W |l ¥reasoneys offense agoinst Yahweh would, ot the same

S |l +ime, make Israyl mfamaas and _consequently barred

o _|Ifrom even making an Gath.

{7

1% BOWIER'S, Supra, MAXIM ®

X Felonia imphicatue in quhbeJr proditione.,

20 Felony 15 mc\udcd ot \wm\\ed 1N em_-f_gc_g__o&j;_ﬁo_ﬁlng, 15,
2

ZA bOU\neRs supra, MAXIM'

23 V\mﬁ\ﬁk)r o 6acvamen+o nfamous,

24 An xmfa_gos D&T‘bor\ 1 tepelled or prevented from taking
2% _lan oaklh. Qo. Litt.

<6

21 Fucthermare, the nation that imposes such an wstrument
<% _llupon Lsrayl, necessarily makes itself a oonamra’ror or mfﬁ\oa‘(or

31,
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. . N . [T ) .y
0 mc\kmg Ismg? Prcsump’r\\le,\%} rjm\-\\} of 'mx\\%’o‘)\\l} oommang

Z_ltbe offense of Treason agaiost Yahweh,

5 -

H BOWIER'S, supra, MAXIM

5 Plus peccat avelor quam acdor,

b The netgator of a coime 1s worse than he who

7 \perpetcoates 11, S Co.99.

%

a Cf. 4 BLACKSTONE, Comm., 88 %]=33 and i

1o (le}mmcx Jreason as a b&‘rra\m\ or breao\—\ of faith
H lof a no&um\ a_cwil ac even a SQ\\'\J(UQ.{ \’C\o.hon between

2 lithe Soverergn and b.‘.%Ub)ﬁd':‘}o thot of a ‘Forcxen Prmwu
13 .

H And G -Fom\cm Dr\nt,ﬁ" Says Blacks-’rone i cmh&nem\,lu,
E i)_\m;e hg QLA)C‘& no g”;%gggﬂa to Hwe O*’hf,r ld at B ¥3, ((‘,\jﬂno\
e |lintec alia, the Pra&anded au*horﬁy of the POP;

i

% Pulr anoj(he.r wiay, because Mahweh and His Son called
19 lthe "Messiah are_both a wfom\cm’ SDVerexan /Kmo with

40 respect fo the Gentile nmL\ons +he,\} axre ncccssar\\u enemies
21 hn oon-h:mp ation of law. The entice Pnb\\cal hlsl(or}l o\‘ Israyl
22 land its Lauws demonsteates this faet. Exopus 2322 JAMES 44,
2% And because they are the Qupreme power over mardals, Jrhe\’; could
A et sYoep Yo Dind Ihemeelves to_an inferior e nemy, le4 alone theie
25 childeen.
2l
27 BOWIER'S  supra, MAXIM
4% Postestas suprema Seipsum dissolvare potest, ligare non potest.

2.
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Supreme power can dissolve but gannet bind it self,

2
3 _THE SCHOONER EXCHANGE, 1L S () Cranch) 16 (1812 ) (nofing mesumohon)
4 Lﬂbg ggﬁgsm%n cannot be considered as having vmparted to the
5 o(dmm‘\I Tribunals 6 ywrisdicthion, which 1t woeuld be 6 breach of
6 | fadh '\o_exerc\‘s&“..‘l'he remedy 1s b\} 0??"5‘”3 S@\Lerexgn 1o Soverexgn}
7_iinot by s\}ﬁstc‘\‘mg Mm 4o the ovd\nmxll :)m‘\ed'\c:\\\on.
%
7 Fuckheemore, the law of England was cleac that the crergy of Chyech
10 llace not members of He Secalar State, let olone i¥s secular i
i aoc:\e-\\ll - ht'mg' ohﬁ/@; aead. |
12 ‘
i3 _L BLACKSTONE, supsa, ot § 294
i lhe \cm past of Nig mm&s%s subyects, or such of th gggg!g
5 las %mmmm&m. rgy, may be
b ldwided, .., That part of {he nation which falls undec gue fired and
1 limost comprehensive division, the civil state includes all orders of
(% men, from the h\ghcs‘l’ nobleman 1o the meaneat peasant: that
19 llace not included undec evthec -out_former dwision, of c\ua\/; oc
20 llundec one. of the tuin lotec the m'n\‘a)ran{/ and_macitime states.
21
2% Even in the .5 the exclusion of the Chuceh 'From the State
2% s &cknnuﬂedacd
2.4
18 McDANIEL v PATY, Y35 \s. 618 (1975)
< "Mhe_chureh el ia gﬂm_gb_@gluid# sepacafe and distinet
=7 {rom the common_wealth. (cv‘rma 5 Warks of John [Locke 42,0
2%
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The lagic, and wadeed dhe cemxpgﬂ;\ﬁ% reoascn foc o seculor

Z || State’s Stad-ute law veeding fo exclode clermgy, can be casmly
5 |lunderetood by Yhe fact Yhat sfetude lous dees nek extend
* o Yhe subjectue comain of motals or 7efigien.
5
tr B J.G. SVUTHERLAND, Stotutes and 59(5\*\;'\0\-\') Goﬂ%’rmtﬁon;g g (\3a1)
7 Lodcduye Yowd s o cule of G(¥i( condued, becouse \r does not
% llextend into the aubieckive domain of motals or teligion.
q
(o ] BLACKSTONE, Supea, ot 88 W4-20
) “For the end and ntent of such laws belong only 4o regulajre
2_|¥he behavior o€ mankind, ae they ate members of seciety, and
'3 llatand in Vatious (e\a-\\ona 10 each othec, they have (‘onscauerﬁ}\)
M lno business oc concecn uidh any but soma\ oc_relotive d\)r\e§> |
IS
i Agdin, fhe Chuceh oc Clergy ace not o pact of GIVI( sotiehy,
oot o Smrvfua? oc Keliglous ’t‘hmgf_hmg_g___mﬁgﬁmc&_ﬂ 1S, thecem
1% ~the_profane Common l&u Dﬂm\a thot hove focmed o
H mQ\r\c\3<\1 \*u\& 7[77(07: thed sub\ec)fs themaelles Yo an eyec-
20 Q\"\omo\ma civid law yneant to ceflesk Yaeic “common peofone
a no:\uxrcu Tacayl or the Chucch of \}ahu)ah;cn the_othec ‘mmc(, axe
22 _lbound Yo confoem Yo an e*cvma\\uij £ixed ‘moral oc re\\%ious
<% llstandacd, colled the Tocah,
24 And_because there s o presemption that o {eceign Sovereino
25 “connct Ye considesed as haviag impacted to Yhe oedinaey deibunals
2o o Luasdiedion, which W& would be o heeach o fodh Yo LXCV&\%@N
27 ik necessarily follows, that, Yhe common people or civd State |
%% i nok iokend Yo make dhe Chuseh #resserous, as o motrec of law

34.
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but preserved dnd ackmm\prﬁged s Scpara+an&55 (scecedness)

and distinck Sovereron immumity, Othecwise  the Chuceds would

not _heve, had the Bexefit of (lergy, Fucthecmore, 1+ was not uohl

the. King of Encj\cmd \5sur§>eﬁ or _else maode Mimeelf the Head of the Ch\)rcb]

Yoot gave cise Yo hie Acts 4o abolish her nyaity o oedec Yo

deal with the eneroaching power and abuse of the Catholic Chucch,

D

et

I3
4

ES)
e

-~

=)

%%

N
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5. BE SETARATION OF CHURCE AND STATE CORFoRATIONS AFTFg Tus

7 1 UMITED STATES Dici A BED VIS INDETENDENCE FROA ENOGLAND

4

4

5 The UNITED STATES was es&ab 1shed bv the Ceown of England

© lus g mece Yossal state and Focpbra+\on;undc<\%© control like any

T lother business. |

3

i HELVERING v. STOCKHOLMS ENSKILDA BANK,293 U.s, 994 (1939)

1o The United Sates s o tocporation, [otadions omitied]

i

i C’L@Amm TRUST CO. v US, 31% Us 363 (1943)

15 e (GoleXnments dc%aend_g the level 0f o meee private

i Lo<po<ok\on and toke on the choractesiatics of o mere povode
B oz en,)

e

H Ax fhe ¥ime of ne UNITED STATES alleged “Rndependenca”
1% | from Yhe control of England, 418 ienportant to Keep 1n mingd

9 lthot dhe King_of England was the Head of boith State and
o Chuceh; both of wiich are clossified as Lorporations Sele.
A I That is e Kiag 15 6 Corporation ‘)o(c and 4he Choreh
2% olse, The Stoke proper, being the ”Dem\ Lis an nfecioc

Z5 #qcfreaafe f@rﬁoraf(ow or /%odu /("fﬁﬁ*m*(’ /\Hnouoh The
2% JUNITED =TATES 15 only an 4qoreaafc fﬁrma’utmw notice the
45 lnatuce of the power Hhat "( ‘]’(‘aﬂ%\’t:(‘fdd to l+%tl{ ofter s
26 lhndependence. .
27
2%
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The PeoPle v HERRIMER, Y Couen (NY) 345 (\325)

S

:r\}é

The people have been ceded all Yhe cigh¥s of the King,

'lfhe, focmer JO\IUe\qm .

LF 1 W S 9

HENNESSY v, RICAARDSON DRUEG €0, 1839 U.s. 25 (190%)

f . . . -
The %o‘\lext\on*'\l has been "}ra%Doaed feom one _man 1o

the co\\e(‘j\\fe ‘r\pnu of the i 3&0%\5_ and a %\JD eex of +he Kipg

19 Now G Q\’(\;ﬁr\ of the Slcaivf

A\’r\wm%‘n Ihe K‘m% of €'n[3\cmd had Iorfu‘mush pussed Acts in

V58S & 1SR a\“,o\'(%\ﬂ'mg Hhe Chutch's \mmum‘lﬁj colled Benetfit of f(emu,

thees, Ac;’fes did pot and indeed could oot aonly o the Saversiom
l 4 \ i t S

o K ANV rnse L,
(o)

Lewis v FISHER, %0 Md 129 30 A (0%

R U U ]
A adpdvds wheh dceate of persons of an infecioc tank mmﬁ

by _ong oeneral words be so extended Ge 20 embrace a SURLTIOL,

Sv‘tmmAN v UNNE GOMAL COLLEGE 919,122 Nev, 131 (200@7

y L . ’ i. . - "
.he word persone grdinaeily ¢ exeludes Ahe soyereian Lunleas)

Ihe K}nrj s named therein b\‘i 5;:@(:%&\ angd pa(%\m\ar werds.

ol

The Peopie v MERRIMER Y Conen () 245 (\%28)

NN N

The peonle of soveteion ace Oof beund by geoeenl Words

=

=t

in_statutes restciedive of precogative aght, fitle oc \ntecest,

™
e

unless expresely named., AL* of Liitodion do not bind 4

o

King oc people.

v\

I

57;
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- 3 - . . «, ‘\‘
T s obvipus ?hm thet the arw Sm,rPMr Soveseign Ght Thople.
[ v

5

of the UNITED aTATES tedainzd angl wtended 4o Lreserye the,

N f ~ .1 sl .
inmuaity of the iedependent Sovecelon Chuceh ccalled Benedit

P..

oF /-’”'?“"'??1. This 1 plmiol y manifest b\{ Yhe £aet Yhedt +he UniTED

[FAY

[

STATES C!\A Nt eNen r",e_Q_\ii\". thz; ;%z"’.??ft.pif af ﬂ/“"?"cf::f \,r\’r\} \n*\'s

savi

log 170 and 18270 And Goain, Wke X e focmer ,,(‘\,fcnm (¥ 100 /, the

T

1
-+

. : \
apohs h\f‘u Acta do ot apnle Yo the Soveceinn (ww Z/ﬁfrf/,n |

N

7

con rr\\{ ppnly 4o 7’)/‘/“ 3OILE wihieh feem e used 4o desionate o
]
.L
k

DEFsan  of o Zank less than

; of the ,Ll’\\‘Prm BRI
47
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)W /?//:’/ {3( Z'“i?‘at‘.} ot 7LU:!7 ru":«;’ té 7 '”1 7 /ﬁ! 2. e \i]\”it{r\ i ik
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S ) P - - i " ;o . . . . - L .

) QAfes ot e /’i i‘f G Ty e RO 4% O G whond

W
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Povest —Fara, acten as the Hiear ever dhe Shoeeh wohich

o

o %2 ko]

o3

. N . . e . . .
" - — o S A . I AT - ~ o = | -, o A o N B . NN 2N 1 e P .
15 L \u':,/'g,f LB adats uﬂ./f {{}fﬁ«,!‘\aw\ o e oo of \'“a‘,’,\c\F')+\;. Ajr
. i T
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LY
«

\ e st Une dbob o mot ved cenlimed or aeBrnaiedned.
7 =5

) e e 2 o7 P ST U . o ~ -
IRR M W LS A 7—"';-"’&‘-.’.-"7/ AT “f.r_‘.:r.".v(.}\ff\\\.’} has Orne }‘ carl = 2

,aca)«;:;ﬁ*a,;::ﬂ-:f Corpnrak tion) nece ‘~f--fv3\\j

Fove O ’xii(x\‘"ee: ao Uriesd = RKira (Go Co aroticn OHa r"j} cyee 1+ O

. r\\/; o ‘\ - ;"\‘; . H e L .
oy o Wite e a%ay '-w\, vy Line Mhesboesd (’ A [t 1\ L

dees Yee Wife o ol Cover ae e 7'?”"’ wine \*-\ ; e rr R
And a0 ihe UNITED GTATES, athuoh it 15 boarred from creatiog

a_national Chueeh, $he %ecular \/‘fafwrz ac Boc/u Corﬁmrcﬁ'c has

B3,
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.ae\'\\f\ﬂcn Head over it

mode W eleac that,in lega) cootemplation, it indeed has a

)

4 Y uscs,8 Y (sha¥ing, the UNITED STATES ist)

5 .00 nation gzder God.”

fo

7

® Ak Yhis polnt W is neccésqr}/ 1o _show _the cecitical

3 dffecences between the nature and purposes of 4 State,

12 lond Church as Corporations, Becouse the Severeign wmudities
U llof the Church ace. (nherent, or else gc(merl by indwidua)

12 members  just ae those of Yne Stafe are, And the focmer
2 1 Gnherent) woy needs no fermal qanol';cajc}cnu of‘cxonro\m\ by
M leeckain md\\ndu ls. The kmas Sons or_household, f(\r eXamole
1S de . ot need +o ’r—o\rmaud am')\u b\] C&DD}LC&‘&'IDN for )rhe
e Soveregn immunities oc Dru-’rm’nons *HnaJr theic Fc&hcr/l’\ma
"1 s ob\\qcﬁed to 6h\e\d Jr‘nam wWith, as o maotder of cc’wfu and
'8 lcight, T4 is alse an absucdity +o ‘“Lhink that One uﬂr\o s
19 l¥he absolute Scpreme  Hovereign Kmo would naed to_steop
A0 4o _an infecior Dovereign, 0 as Yo be c\r(ched pecmission 4o
Z1 llexercise ifs Supreme Sovereign nmmumhee by_an infecioc’s
Z2 focmal aonhcm‘ton.

%

24

25
b

2
2%

39.
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.\ PE NATURE Am; PURToaES of CORPORATIONS

8]

o
et

o cc«\\f or prwmgiwe 606\&%\@5/. ndwiduc\s were eved

® lland teshified aoginet genccally, by theie artval aceusers. As

° il societies and Kingdoms ocew, 1Y became ‘\Mt\)\'az‘;}'\ca\ foc Kings

T llor individuals to moke actual appearances 1o “accuse’ anpther
6 - couct, Av\d S0 0 Lommpn dﬁ\]\te decived from busmef:% Drac%\ces,
9 llcaled a “Straw Man wos employed Yo ack_as the pcrsons L0

10 the sur. Simply pu%, o r[/?Jfrsonn fuoctions in_ote or tuin copordies?
W llone 22atural s Ahe odher ardifical,

12 '

E 1 BLACKSTONE, Commentacies onthe Laws of England , £ 119-20

k. Pecsons also ace divided by the law inte edther natucal
15 Persens, or ackificial. Neduca) persone are such as The God of

& lnatuce focmed us® achificial are such as created and devised
"l liby huwan laws for the pucposes of Soriety and govecnment;
18 lwhich are called cocnerations or bodies politic.

” , : | .

20 1 BLACKSTONE  supta, 885 Y606l

R (rCOR?GRAT\ONB,.b\g Fhe cwi\ low, seem fo have been cregted
2% liby the meve act, and voluntacy association of their members.

24 Remembec® the ((pﬁolv/en of this Nation_ace assumed to_have
25 llvdluntarily assented fo _be Yhe Corporation colled the’ UNITED
2b |IsTATES,
A
2%

Ho.

1700



[ MATL AND, The Corparotion Sole, 16 L.G.. Reyw 335 (1900)

A cocpacation is an C\quego«*%on of heod and body *not o heod

by 1toelf not o body by 1toelf,

7 — — TN L L 1 TF . CE T
- - .

P139 (note/s)
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A BLACKSTONE ,supra, 88 456-5%

t
3]

e

The honoue of originally inventing the polifical constiyutions

[os

entirely ba\onc}s o the Romons. ..

4 The ficst diisron of cocporations 1s nte agartooke and

5 1s0le. Gorporations aggreqoke Consist _of many persons umied
©_ltogether \ato one sociedy.... Gorporakions Sole tonsist of one

T Iperson anly ond s successors in seme porticular stadion,

© llwhe are incorporated by law, in order 4o give them some

7 llegal capacities and advantages, pocticularly that of pecpetuity,
12 lwhich in theic nedural persons they covld not have hod. Tn

L 4his sense the King 19 g sole Cotporation ” e 15 a bishop®..
2 Lond) 50 1S eNeey DArso0 and \ncav.

ke ANOTHER division of corporations. ekhec sole or Q%ragajrc,,_
M llis inYe geclesiastical and tay. eclesiastical cocporations are
'S llthe members thak compose P gre enticely sove\dual pecsons;
e Jlsych gs bishops: cerdain deans, and prebendacies; all archdeacons,
Vi parsons,and Vicars: which. are Sole corpocations ... These are
1% llececked foc dhe fuctherance of religion, and the perpetuating
¥ lihe rights of the Chyceh.

20 )

2\ 1 BLACKSTONE, Supca, § 272

22 A PARSON, BEraena ecelesiae 15 one that hath full

<3 pgssession of all H\e, cights of o parachial chyreh, He is called
M purson, ALrsona, becausc by_his person the chureh, which is
Z5 llan invisible body, is reme%enhﬁd and_he 15 in himself a
z6 body cocporate, in ocdec o Dr@%cm‘ and defend the cighis
27 lof H’\c chuceh Cwhich he pecscnates) by & pecpetual successieon,
2% [Tlhe mest numerous order of men in the system of

i,
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it . 5 )
ecclesiostical poM\/; are tht_poarsons and Vicars of parishes.,

2

3

4 Ancher aspect of Cocporations,is that they are

5 lleither Zuhtic oc Primte. Tn his Commentaries, Wiliam

¢ IBlackstone 15 wrding feom Yhe perspective of anland

1l hauing a Unisn of Chuteh and Stote , both of which are

S 1 Public cocpecations, The State Vs o Hiblc coc por athon, to

T liYhe extent that s authority is broad and recognized as

o ligter_the lesser Drivate domain, An established notional Chuceh,
H_{[¥hecefoce, musk also e o Public corpom{'ion s 4o be in g

2 W Unien waidh the seculsr State and s lows, Evecy other chyceh
'3 lwhese sSpitityal | ymission and teachings dhat wece not in

e hacenony it the Ar\mcan Qhurc\\ of kna\and can only be

% lla ﬁrfmz‘@ lemided (‘,omorcr’r\on. P S A YO TN Y S
Ho As any reasonable peeson_could have, fom‘\'o\d Ena\ands

T Wnien of Chucch and State and ks cespect foc each otbecs

% Sow;re\gn)r\(l waes _deomed Yo faluce ot e ‘mce,p-‘r‘\oﬂ.. The Stote

M s Secular /War/z/@/ and s Chuceh was alleged 1o be 725/54/

“0 \|spiritual, whieh are Weca\ gppesites and aatueally antagenishic
2\ |lto ene anether. And the Chureh was nod equal fo the State in
22 e low making le\\‘\'\l and et they wece both atfempting o
23 |muyduall y deoend upon_one, nno+her Ender the youcpation of the ng.
24 Aﬂcr e, \ndeaandence ihe UNUTED STATES hos abvicusly
25 lleade no atdempt 4o repeot Englands Fo”u Hence 14 hase mo.m‘ramcd
<6 |Iits qivorce (5eoam+\on3 of Chyeeh and S%a’ra

A

L%
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ZGRACH v, CLAUSON, 343 b5, 306 (1952)

- dhere _shall be_no concect Oor_UNion or dtDC‘,ﬁdtnt\) ane

I R UV B N

on the. other [of Ch\)rch and State J... Qtherwise, 4he 6-}&%@ and

Wy

\‘d\mov\ would be aliens +o each other.,— host) le SUSDICAOUS,

and even Uﬂff\ﬁnd{\/\ Lrnphiasih NG ovg |
D e

GARRY The /Wuﬁz m“éﬁnarm‘zon Hostra L Revi Vol. 33 Tes 2 (204 )

o L3 e

A)H\ouah Hwe eacly Americans may have believed in separation

of_church and state, they believed in dividing church fram sdate, not
God from state. |

By s Con%lr'xfru’r‘\on,. Yhe UNYTED STATES s barred deom eerab\\shing

5 a Nationag? ChUFChI. byt ¥ 1s not barred from efﬁab\i%h]ng o State Church,

£ one considers the fact that Scripture depicts Yahweh as the

only abselute King, with an ynchangeghle Edemnal Laws called Jorah,

thea it 15 easy foundecstand thet no secalor church coyld ever
be in & Unmion with Him, let alone any seculor State due 4o its

cver-Chanaing Statute law which conflicds with His vnchangeable

“diine’ natuce, The Law of Yahweh s Fublic Laur, and 14 1s withovt

acgument that His Jaw is Supreme. Every corporation, therefore desciibed

whether chureh or stote, could anly apecate as g Zrivase inferior

corporation becavse it weuld not be in conformity with His ‘unchangeable

Public Laur. Theee could be ne such Unien, becovse there, wpold not

be o Unity of like cocperation,noc of equal \uriedictions, siace the

Greater Vs a public Co\cporoﬁr'\on Scle: and Ahe other a \imilrffipri\fzzfci

*_licorpasation. Sueh o Zhle cocpocadion n dhis ciceuenstance would
ne.cessarily ‘h()\!e, 1o Droh\b‘\-’( the. Drivate secular State from

exercising mrmdﬁmn over ol those +hat belong to the condeolling

3.
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£ blic (‘-ocpovoﬁ\on. This precise diffecence between o Zublic and

2 [ Drivate corporation aod Yheic noa- Hoien,is the very veason why
2 liihe courks of Yhe UNITED STATES exercise . coimingl wnsdichion over
M lmembers of Chucehe byt no church of the UNITED STATES can everciae
5 |Ludisdiction over any pexson w\“\\n any STATE. A States one-sided
b licdiminal \U(‘lﬁ({\f;{“mﬁ ovec Church 15 _nat only /6630( byt necessary,
7 _because e\far\! “Chueeh of the UniTeD STATES ia dcemed by its law o an
® 6s{ab(zs}zec) ?@/WTE Gl W& omoora‘honl When i%s Con%Mu‘f\On,
T _li4hecefore, prohibits the 65{ablzshmemf 'of a_national Church, 1t 1s
0 llspeaking of o Public church corperation, fhe dype of wiich can be
it hn a meon wikh the Zublic :’)’rg%c Comovo&\o% and e secular,
2 _lieyer-changing laws.
1
i The "Im\m of 6 _Sfate eXErTASNg wr\fad\&rmn avee Chureh
S lland s So\reremn iomunities fails when -H\e the “Chuyrch in guestion
6 pre-existed Yhe Stote as Q. Wab&c apirvtual coch\"aJnom of_Was
17 |l cdnecwise. not es%ab\_;hed under  the UNITED STATES,
1%
* 19 _ZOLL AN, Zousers of Religiows Corporations, I3 Mich) Rev. 646 (1914-1915)
%0 /Vone of [ihe four focms of religious cocporations in the United
! “Yades ) are ecclesiastical corporations in Jhe Eucopean Sense of ihe
<% lwoed. Al of them owe theic exisdence nat 4o the au%hor&\l of _the
Z% -C\’\Urc\'\ but 40 the au+hor\+v of the atate,
24 A\l gre privite, civi\ corpocations, created merely for_the
Z5 pucpose of Conducting the temporal affairs of the pardicular
26 llehureh of which Yhey ace the handmaids.
27 _The suoreme low of o \re\'\g\ous. corparation will be found
2%

in_the laws conﬁrﬁ%uﬁ'ng i1s charter, The charter of every cotporation

44,
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s Ys constitution.... Ac&‘mg within Yhe chacter, the coeporation

H

£ 'mc("\cri.)c\,; 15 Soyereign,

3

Y Under this foem of thurch 1S easy 1o see bt obsuvr\%\/

5 3ned o chacker of man codd be ' Suoreme low over Yhe S oupreme.

6 |ilaw of Yohueh called Torah, which 15 \,Y\t‘nmo\eq\o\t T} \s aleo an

1 a‘osmdx\u thet I'JCLhLbﬁh mm,\d not _be the One Absolule Dovereign,

B ilbud the ' mouom)rv would be! But in the eves of Yhe laws o€ Yhe

1 JUNITED STATES %h\s precisely defines the notuce of execy “church’

{0 -}hajr 1S /aaa(?m under s wasdxr}nom

H One mus% 2inply ook beyond the lows of dhe UNITED STATES.
2 |Remembect every Nodlon tokes cogmizance of other law,such as the
'3 liaw of Treaties;the law of Alations, which depends pardly vpon the
Ml aw of Yahweh  exe, Dee PRAN2L Tndced one zmyst_take cognizance
'S oS H’\f‘, Dupreme. Law of ‘Jahw&h ‘when Yhe lows \mbosed by the Stude
Vo |l fail 3. Becoavee s shown abeye, Yhe word Chumh is rede{med

i by the }aw/\,t&rs ok the UNITED STATES Yo fit Yhe candition

% lldhat the ]aw/\,mrs wish the UNITED STATES 1o _be in. This

14 deceptive Use of wincds has Plaéed a_ Vel _ovec the undecstanding
20 o Now Hs secwlar (Civi( \'}Ur\sd'mﬁcm does not .noc Can &

2 ever_extend over fhe Sovereign immunity of the membecs of
22 ldhe frue Chureh Yhat s an Feelescaséical ccxrpomjf'\on of_he
22 Public soct. Such members distinetly constitute a We{(‘giaas
2 sotiedy of %/31 Clergymen; that is, Yhe exact cpposite.of a (/vi(
<% lloockety of Commpn Lagmen , Cespeetively. |
<0 Bt Yhe woed “Chuceh i not 4he only +ecm thed has
<7 llheen given new meaning that does not apply Yo the frue Church,

2%

that ’rhls decument 18 concerned with, For thia ceason, it is
\.l .
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. 1t H . . ¢
nt.cessacy thot T vefecence Yhe old common low defimitions of

Z | England eXe,; and policable legal acguments that concern

_?‘f’ 2&({’960@5 cocpotations that pre-cxisted Yoo UNTED STATES, T

* lishodd e noted also that the, afocementioned \ell of dhe lawAlees,

5 Iincludes dhe deception of Drb\ec:\'\nu ¥ own perverted and delueional
b perspective thad the UNTED STATES s g Waﬁ@_w
7 15€ Yhe Suprewe Dovecergn Cthe ﬁ*’mﬂ(c“) wese made o bzz Nonesy

2 lin_dheie dasection H\mL X 15 one \I\ﬁuéwn ‘ondec Ged, then they

4 lueuld have Yo admid that, in ao way, feom the pecsoective of
10 | QCL}"M}CJ'L could ks (‘nrbom:’c\on ofr ﬁnr?u Do\\lr\a eNer be &n\H’hmo
H bt aﬁ/’/vm‘c CO\*SOFOA\on Swee 1F s no+ n ann‘FormH\/ w\jrh

'2 IMis unchangeable. “divine. Lo called Torah ! Fur%hermore x‘r

I3 lwas a P’\a“"\'ff of_reveletion that the GOD of thia \,uoc\d Lo

1 [ the Devid! 2 commﬁ JANS '% 1; ROVELATION 12,9, The UNITED STATES is,
5 thﬁi‘ﬁ’fofe L_Lﬂz,/és; crfwn N C,GQJ(eM'D otion of law, since it cannot
© lbe deemed ‘wuthotized by the Zeblic law of %hwah n_ s claim
7 4o be a Wab(cc Cc)r:)om-&'\on And the anly GOD (Htad\ Yhet con

15 (mmmafdu complede such (aiuless waac cocporate Body is'
19 H’»e GOD of ‘Hms Uwr\d Le., Yhe DEVIL ! ! See Z THESS ALONIANS 2.4-12,

20 \ha,érMuukdbf 0f %he.rwa%ure of the only GOD (Heﬂﬂ3 hat s
21 icq\)r\mmjra\u associatec wikh he Gurless  Bubli. cospocade Baf/u
22 called the UN&TFD SATES 15 neceefsar\\u (m?azzfe(f to the /aa//;f’rs
Z3 1A presymplionacises, thecefos, )(ha*\’ the lauu/ue,rs Worship; or are
24 o-‘rhem\sa under the control of the Dﬂ\]\\'eod sinee it ncccssarx\u ¢
25 /?’m/'mma/z/ placed the UNITED STATES “wraer such a lau/less

26 IGoD-DeVIL by o p/er/aﬂ of v‘}(/eazmcc, U Uses, g Y4

2

A

He.
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O Under Avl\r\f \\ B4 of *’ho U@» Cmm\%us\’\bﬁ %’ha

6&:\\1 ’\J\e,ms\ﬂ\c, w‘cmm 0€ %owewﬂmen3¢ ‘o\» '“nc S%c&cs L0

7

| Jr\ms ‘)mDr\, DV\mM‘\\\I oweere@ under f@ubha mvmc,\oa\

’au) Th\s ’Fm ) M’ o\o\m’mmfn% ob\/aou@i\/ s%’ \({ emﬁ%s,

hut muM’ b& ca\\ad on, be,c:ausc mere. Dublu, Daheu

Il Ceead Led b\l Dr\ua-]r& dr;b-r manzu has rfdt)ced +h£, bomkmn’r

,'_C;(\rooro_\;‘rxqm mUad %‘h& U)\i TED 6TAT65 +o uﬁc,% ¥a)

.!'D\‘\mar\\u;as a ‘ﬂ??*!\m%é’, ,Corpora%wﬂ \)QN(’(‘(\‘\& \&ss,_ (

w

| ¥he €oct %haﬁ 4 s o 1\‘ o mumcg ool cazr*iaozf“afaaﬂ

'mmns -’}M% ;% Q@Pcera—}rmdn 4 a’ua/ oaoo.a fy (prhc

.mmd nn\sa%c\ u)hcz}haf h\), r}s nmmm(uee‘ m“* Jw a’é(mazf&)

A

-
AW ET, , S
- q - T ER 0N K PR S . : ' :
,!Q——-——__ — . N . . a5 N [ Lo - Y, v "
- ‘ ¥ L
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e USuRPED TuriabicTion 0F THE ATE. ONER _THE CHuRCH

2
3
MY KALSCHEUR, Cive/ Precedure and the Establishment Chuse , Boston Gollege: L7 (2607
i) rrﬁ]na Aerican unr\ersmnrlma of separotion of chureh and “:Jr_aj_”L
b m\edﬁs he wiedieal omnipetente and omni- tompetence of the stade,
L (am’(ma MURRAY, Te. Mol These Truths (\966) ot 68)
@ To charactenize C\OVﬂTﬂMtﬂ+ and_rteligion 6% COBOVETEIaNS 1S
9 4o recognize that the chucches ace npt Simply Vo luntary Ofacxmza*\\onk
10 Hdhot exist ot Ythe SU{{%rtncc of the sdate. 'TheM are_not wanﬂu
H %ural enddies, and pot mece ceeatures of the law decwing chw
12 llexistence frnm the state, Rotheo, churches preexisted the shefe,
IS qrcithSha%mwwd and umuh\ch~uui;mezua_ijhL“QJﬁﬁﬁmmL__m
[k mr\rlenlu dissolved or C(\S‘l’\’odﬁd (auﬁma MURRAY, supra, ai 55).
iS5 AcknouAedmnn the chucches 0o, so0cial acﬁorb posoeEssINg
1o iinde pendent aUﬁh@vy+V that is not of the stafe P\accg a_powerful
7 I imit_en the power of the atate. Such an acknowledgment
1% lafficms that he stakes assection of soleceignty 1e not
19 Qbsohﬁeq'The-gxo%ccﬂon of the freedam of chucches st%mkxdqn;
20 lnot created by the state points 4o the existence of gnother
2| Sove\ekanjw (the on{\) true som’erc\anjwy that of Ged (oc aods)
Z2 Cxxshna be\fond \'smcorﬁ and supecior 3o The stode \w(uum‘ma
<2 IMURRAY, aupra, af 67)[&mohas\s omamal]
24
25
26 Yor cocpnrate Torayl, not oniu Ganit e no. \\}m\ cn-h%[\ﬂ of
27 |lthe %,aAc (supsa) Pn& it 624arbﬁ of AACSbmk\ can also be no \Urxs+1c
2%

pﬁ,r‘son .
47
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MATLAND, The Corperation Spole, Vo L.Q, Rev. 335 (1900)

2 . a_chucch 15 no person in the Lnghoh dempocal law of
3 |14he lotec N“dA]e.Ages.

4 . Xhe _ccclesiastical corporation sele is pe jucistic pf_vson);
5 lhe oc X s evdher pakueal mon ar wrishic abechion,

b The foluce of dhe chureh 10 become a person for English
1 'f'embom \aw\z(:rs 15 best seen tna cule of law.... A b\shop Qr
% l'on_obbot can brma o _wed of r\nh+ /& parson Cannot, The

4 parspn rbq}mes Q a;xgcua\ qc%xcml ihe (Z(?”’fa. wtres ; s
10 :QSc"nng((éne ezeficurt peovided o svt his peculige needs..

|

12

2 Net only s o Parsen a Corperation Sele) ot o \u\s‘hc ‘)t\'sc
M llhe \s instead considered Yo be o 2aturel man %ho& 1S also |
1% nccesﬁar“g in o Perp&40atcﬁﬁﬁcﬁ.

1o

Vi

12 / AMHTLAMD;au?rq

M Gokes Corpocation sole 18 a wan * a_man who fulfills

40 llan office and con hold land Yo Wimeelf and his SULCESBOCS , hut
24 lla_mockal man.

22 So here we cateh out coepocation sole (71 grticuls

23 mortis. Tf God dvd not create him, thea neither Ihe inferioe
24 |inot yet the superioc clecay gre Gods cceatuces,
25 Tf ouc carporation sole were really gn ackificlal pecson
26 llcceated by dhe policy of man we ought fo macvel ot it incom-
27 pﬁ%&nae\”
2%

H3.
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Feom Ahe pecspeckive of ne vind of man, it can ceeoke

Z i cﬁerson)/ Corpotafion as an aedficial cepreseakation o Vikeness

2 liof ree\d, \n ordec 4p profect the vights of indwiduals widiin Ve
4 1S4ote. Mon 1o '\\\mée\% necessarily an orfificio)l creetion, made

S loaly in Yne Gheness of e ?u\\q d\\l\ht‘, Creator Yahweh , who \s

b (mworw& In Con‘h:m{)\a’hon o% law , thecefore, Yahweh creoted a

7 ,30)’1'3072 / Corporation as an arificial cepresentelion, or edernol

8 'diine’ (ikeness of Hemsedt,in ocdes to pecpekually provect dhe

7 vights of the §pirdfual rnembers of His Church,

0

H

A RUNDLE eX ol v. THE DELAWARE and RARITAN CANAL 0o, 14 Led 335 ( )
13 These aetdieial persops are called corperations, 4 corpotation,
4 |*herefor, being not g notural person, but g mere creatuce of the
1S lmind, invisible . and 'mw‘ahgiblci cannot be g cikzen pf o otate,

6 llor of Yhe United States, dnd conmot fall widhin the terms oc
17_lonwee of [ihe Second Section of Achicle D of Yhe Constitution), and
% lcan Yheeefoc nevther plead noe be impleaded 10 the coucds of

19 *he'UnHed‘%%a%ts,FfW@hmgm TOADE ) (hﬂsjAI“Jtm eyl 6(&“?4)

20 ’

Al RA\LROA\) TAX CAsEs, 13 F 722 (\352)

42 Thc mfemnce a\@o that such gn art\ficial cn‘Hr\/ ¢ anngt
23 llbe o citizen 15 @ \oe\,\m\ c.ooclusion from the premises, yich
24 llcannot be denied.”

25

Zb

23 There are various teasons why a_Cocpocation is not g

2% llcvhizen of o state. For dhe Church of Measiah ¥ is obvicys fhatr (1)

49,
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i e o . i , o
MoAwer s s forccow Dodereron in relodion to o secular State;(2)

2 || Clergy, alas, are nok citizens of ‘)-ra-}ca civt! 5ccle%u;bemo

> v(//u c[eac? (3)The Church 1s o CAl m separate_and ({l“a'hnc'f {rom
H the commen (ay pfmons thed COﬁﬁ'h‘l‘U'i& a_secudar Sate (1) A

S llsecular Citizen is a.i?ﬂﬂs%\c p€vﬁunr,mﬁﬂch 6 HGrsLM 15

e linoY. (5) The Church preexisded the 640&5;(6)A catporption 15

7 llinsihle ; existing in No wiay where s “appeacance in g couck, ede.,
i may be deenanded by, and for, Those in the physical realm; (7) Beravee
i ya)u&eh,%hé absolufe ?&ng/ws Necessacily q {bnuaﬁ)cncwmlof Q

€ | otate dhat is in open deflance of His pubiie Jauws, it 15 deemed
H by law dhat an individual loses his focmer Cifizenship , enen \n

2 lion cnformal proceeding, when he knm){m%\\; 05 \Jﬂkmﬁu}'\ng}\\’{ commits
% llan cApatciaking ack (e.,u..‘}a\%’ma an_Qath of A\leqﬁance) to such k'mg.

M llRevenn v, Acteson, (952,042 NVGY Fad. 482 and RICUARDS v SECRETARY
'S lloe STATE, Dept. of Stake (1935, (A9 CA) 752 F2d 1913; and (8) The Wocd
16 llet Yahweh hoys we ave not gifizens of any coundry on earth,

‘T [PHILPPIANS 3.26 HEBREWS b B~ 6. |

18

19

<0 In order for an \ndiwidual Yo be “amenable” or liable to
2 libe brought beface any juv'\e;d'lc%ion;as a_subject to answer to its
Z2 aw, a_cooct must have both® wiisdietion of the person, gnd of

23 [the subvect watter, Tn o ecismingl case Gooingt an immune

24 | Church aovereign, 1f o State {a\\a to_obtain ether cisdiction,
25 |lthen T has no wdicial pawer aver thet 50¢ereion,

Zb

27} BIGELOW v, STEARNS 19 _Johns, 39, 40-41 (ALY, 5\)9 (X \521)

26 QTC Och any Pincing effect te g \Lﬂn&nﬂen*'n* 1S essential

30,
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that the Courk should have yurisdiction of the person; and of

st

Z_iithe subjeet madder...
4 In any eveat, an immuge Soveceign cannot _even be haled
5 llinfe couck widhout his coneent A couck will, howeyer, compel
b iihe cmaﬁamme by Gerest; and Yhen assume ynsdicton ovec
7 s “Dt‘\‘bm‘\ e ?o\\\s Yo cnal\znoe %hc coucts ywaisdichion on
¥ e own behalf , byt pleads Yocough oo od¥ocney, This implies
leave. of court, whieh &Ckﬂl’)b\.\ﬁd%fio s }_\,ﬂsd\chcn, See
10 I WILWAM WICHE , i Treatise on the Practice ¢f {he Sup. Ct. of Judicature
W gt £he State of Newr York in Civil Aotions @jf,,wﬁ"ork;‘émmd‘s 1799), ot o3,
2 ’
1% This device_of 6 couct oy wock apainst  Siate SHECEIGNS
M land the Vike: bu‘f caain, Yhe C‘/wm}v and Zursen, ete 1 718t g
he \U(‘\%Jr\c, per son. /\flA TLAND supca, o p.48,
A
i BLACKS, &azu@ic{wnawa AT,
i% Juiisdiction n peCs0nam, _..3r May be acguced by _an
¥ lloct of Yhe defendant within 6 wtadietion vnder o law b\f whieh
20 |I4he defendant \W\Dhec\\\i consuv}s Yo the yotiediedtion of the couct...
A
22
23 Altooush an individual 18 contemplated in_law as g (?D(_’?“«Sﬂfl\,.
24 W hos also been the _common Drachcc of CDnoUCrora +0 reduce
45 ('Orm\JC\ ed DLDD‘C o @ '(/zma. \\\SC @}”Clﬁff’fu And witheut
26 excem‘\on Tsrau( has_been (‘,moue\e_d by thh\t% and prevented
27 lifrom having & monarchical Kma A stave (s a thing ’f)f‘amm‘oi 10
<% (,orHCmDIa‘hon of /aw wmch 15 UJr\o-f Mozt of 6 Longuer f’(:l ﬁm e,

51
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.t flace vedveed 4o, OF . course Sciptuce. veveals Yhat it 1s the

2 | yudoment of Yahweh do ceduce Terayl 4o a Slave  which s

2 la ’T/zingl.dna Yo it cebellion r,xga'mfy} Yahueh. No%m'\%hs%and\ng

4 14he fact Ahat tmmﬁo&c Tsrayl hos been made o Slave of

5 I Gentiles, cectain mcx\hd\ma cemnain gs )zer/a Yo tﬁhweh

¢ lignd consdesed as having Yahweh as Hheir Fa%htr EXODUS

7 113.2 (firsibeen. males) ond PSALMS 68,5 (the Sothecless) ve-

3 ‘:')DCC;\:\\!C\J To low, this change of stafus hos peofound

\MD\\L&‘\‘\D(‘)5 {oc %he Gentile nations Yhat Feend Ismu( 0%

o 'o\ D’/zma becayse ZIsrayl bos thot of o Slave - ./]//asfcr' or

H TA[fc-;’fasbana’ relation Yo Yahuweh. And X is um\lcvsa\\u Known

12 |i{rom Scripture Yhat Lsrayl s geoecally 1a rebellion aaamsJ(

3 [ Mahweh. If) law +ht<e{orc uuhen W oas u)xde\ known that a

M Waster o ?fasbam/ has an esteanged, injuriovs aod cebellious

1% 5[41/5/7/@9 o Wife , and wiho consequently cayses another

1o linjuey 4 o member of o Gentile nation, 1t 1s the Wastern or
1 W Husbang that must be sought 1n a_case. Tn US, low, when

such a one 1% _an \mmune Schrawm ’}ho& cannpt _be. tompelled

B
1% llox otnerwise commanded o aDDcar in s cour)rs Yhen His

20 )muc\ous Droocr+\//f/1cna Moy ba stized, which e{«cuﬁs a

21 llguas) n rem ot at‘fachmem‘ mrx'od\c‘non.Th\s caccymyents,
<% lloc_othecwise substitutes foc, }ha courts need to goin jufisdietion

%3 lovec the ‘persen’. With repard +p Yahweh  vodec these piceum-
24 |lstances, it s not only a foiluce of reason, byt blasphemos

)

25 llon the Par+ of U.S, )aw 4o vedvee Yahwen to o nmana person
26 lland "f/zina . the a +cma+|Ve.. n ordzr to 0,010 \\,r\sdw)non

27 liover His ’)\‘ODE("{'\/ Thus, g State is Scma(afma z')/“ﬂ/'css whuah 15

Z8_|a cmmma\ offense. See e.q., ORS 162,355 [191) ¢.743 210197 ¢.395 511,

SZ.
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THE SCHOONER EXCHANGE 1L U.5. (7 Cranch) at 124

2 (cu-m)meﬂ-\ of -}he AHovm\J Gene.m\) The \Uf\%d\c;hon
5 lovec ‘H’\mms and Dcrscm@ s the Same 10 substance. The arrest
" 1ot Yhe Aning is fo obdain jurisdiction over the Derson &
T Sl Jh s , ,
@ ‘For %‘ﬁ& Dr\nt’—mal \aws makma the CQuner rcsncnf;\bl
7 for s xmuraus Droocﬁu/ fhma ) 2ee EXODUS 2\, szggé,gnc\
% |INRs 200240,
1 Wi regacd Yo these Yno¥ remoain and ccnﬁ%ﬁu’rc The
10 f’/zzm"ch of L)Cchweh e Mt’,éémh. o_couct cannot Vst (7 e,
i Jlor az"fa,chmenf \\)nsdw,hon Yo t\(cUW\\Itr\'\' the. raamrememL of
2 ob%ammg \ur\sd\d\on over the ﬁcﬂsmz This is beccwﬁf,
13 | 4he Chureh (Subxwﬁ owns _the C/mmh (Obmoﬂ and Nes, ns g
M imattec of law, o #)m”éﬁ?z whe 15 not only assigned %D protect
'S lland_defend iys rmh){s but makes the ﬁmacrz‘c//"//zma of the
16 (‘ huren mefz‘u (ab[f +p the. Seoular, becm)ae, Hr 1o Ihe Sewl,
1 .
|2 ‘MAlTLAND, The Corperation 5@(5, lb L.6 Rev, 235 (1900)
_ 1 The Church (mbéeaﬁ owns the Chucch (ob}acjr).[&mphaé}s Orig.]
20 '
A
iz .ZOLLN\AM Wature of ﬂmamﬁanj?&( (giows Qﬁﬁdm_ﬁo&;ﬂ_&ch LRev. 370101575
Z3 Jn considecing the effeet which incocporation has on the
24 lehuech and society these twe must be carewcullu dtf&mamshad
25 _lAn unincorpocated chuech %0 called, £ ¢+ has am) \nterest in
2o |propecty b all ~presents g +wo’-Fold aspect, L+ has a body,
21 +ha somd\/ m|+h u)h\ch courts can deal, and a_Soul, he c/mrcé
28 |ith whieh Courés Cannet eal,
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N Since Yhe theeeh is thus enticely vemoved from temporcal

Z_Licontrol it follows that neorporodion uill not affect i3 in the

¢ lleast, The epwibual enthiy created by Spiritus) omeans con nedher
4 libe smalmm Lp 207 affpcted by o temppral corporation. (esed
5 _Hundec —}&W\Dbml ffra*u%cs i

b

? :

$ | Nohueh s teac in Seriptuce when He says, /AL MMS are
9 jine. EZEKNL 18.4. He ‘& alss (L\f.ﬁr that the. 5/m2/f hureh s not
0 onlu made. G 5(ax/¢/~f/u/za to Yahweh, butr provides for its

i Zm’cm[ﬁhm oc Frcmcrm, which is o opicitual mission of Bis
\2 | Feligious -or Spiritual Society, o Church.,

]

14

15 Because torpocate Tarayl hos been congueced by Geatiles

e |its f?’f/mmas socey has naocﬁsc\r\\q been rcduced and vcs%c\c)red
17 1Yo +ha+ of_the Genh\es SeLy ar/ir)ro’c”ane @lfci sotiety, ,Lsmu( s
1% |now o secilac/ profane Gl skate corpocation, by man's laws

{9

%* 2o ZOLLMAN, Prusers of flmerican Religisas Ko/;ﬁﬁmﬁmzé [3 Mich. L Rey 645 (914-p,

ad qEUtry cocporation must act accocding dp s na+ura3ﬁaﬁ-b&ﬂ
A
23 Il...a re,\'m‘mus oorooraﬁon cannet. .. bang--. Stlaves unth_the
24 pucpose of c’mamcﬂafma rhem... [c:emﬂagm cm‘uHed],.c& b6T
25 A e can') Q0. Jeedesm
<o Remembec® “All Lreligious corpotations inthe US ) ate priate,
<7 el cocporations .x."‘;d{l at 64k, Ree ’plé Y. Sopra,
pra
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LY
J N e
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Gw X ﬂe«w -@m&’f ,

| oy 10 Cen 'mfﬁpéw‘iaaﬂ] 15 10 al &‘:":36\'\‘3(\0\\6 of \ur\so‘.\c)ﬁoﬁ

{ihe same e \\msc\\c)n@w s‘h\c}\q in ren 5o %ar ne mrooarw 15

IR

'_Lm\c, xvrwri ‘Dm na QQ;Q@ can bg gﬂ Q ONES '\’\'\f Df:r’f;a:m

S :\‘. " e SEYnsi et ,', f T
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| +hq% -Hw ‘H‘sma /s/‘ﬁs (Cha(T‘Ch/‘)fﬁu j l‘é" ar\ tmanﬁj"é‘(’ﬁ Pmaar%\s

k.

/ha% er\us\ye\q bd LYEN ko )@hweh a%sg}e And Vo, \mw congedes

‘_ )th a_ éer’x\mca’\c o% ‘h%\ﬂ jto \dz,h m’iur&m 'F Dvog_r%\;
lican M@l@é only in “x’\f\a% " ‘ o\m%\‘aah .

i'moks \eac«\\\d emﬁ;’rha"’r ns a\-‘( -‘rha dgnmm\e Qﬁ fﬁ Qg;gém%mﬂ.
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Q !a% L\ ) \Avr‘ac\ %m HcmL/‘med\ev p{ s\ﬁ{i £0(D0rn] \cm _ ’_\/\a%\m
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Hihe tf“ﬁm\a\xhh; )(%xmm% of 951?‘2&{@57
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<--%’I3£7"%@m Cs%aw man\) af> a \ S0 ‘m)% h@\c% \0 Ne\mdaﬁ JQ@"‘"“(EEL"%QJ’@}~

bw\' & he,\d a-% %h@ f&ﬁeém‘z %erwfam @@3%&@ quabmwgm ,a»,,eif;;
| ann
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in the Tﬁm}m%vﬁ@ﬁ% @%’ mfmﬁw c,@,y

p.53 (note/s) |
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Besnce ,Lsma( WS asymed mwvo@m—ted into a4 6-}nc,+lx/

2 S&C/Ular/Dro-Faﬂe 6%0\% Lorporation .4t s Impettant 40 bear in
3 llimind that ihe mesmz of its Chucch was vo¥ oaly 1o 72/0/0
4 ordtrs but wes also 277 Jnetituted and inducted by +hc
£ ?p/:aams Spcd (’Em(hb but oy his suptrioes of 4he F,cz(zs,amg
v C)'\U&'c\‘\ (S 5

:

g L DLACKSTONE, Commentacies endhe Laws o€ England, 8 370

i The methnd of bccomma &_Datson or Vicac 1s much the
10 llsame, To_boeth thece gee four reqwsmes necessaey * Holy

H locders preecntafion; mfﬂ'rfuhon and indyctian,

12

I3 MAITLAMB The Car‘mﬁrahan Sale, 1o L& Rev, >3 (1900)

i "The, parson was to be \nstituded and indvededd by
5 | his ecelesiantical 6u':>emors,“

e

17 | |

% T+ 15 also ipectant o bear in onind that, for the

1 |lspirifual Chureh_as g Corpocation Sole, it is oniy Yhe

20 %fam? t4/mz {'hcd* con be \s corperater.

2

e
A3 MAITLAND, sopra, at 353

A But to all appearances there can be no legal transaction,
25 _lIno act in the low, between the cocpocation sole and the.
26 |\ patural 2van who 1s the ene and gnly Corporaten.
27 '
A

5]
(241
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TX Vs Yherefore an absUrdHu Inat a seculac Givid C6YDo-

2 |lcation (rhe UNTED <sTATeS ) can Nove o cight o “attack oc

5 |l otherwise gl uith tne Dcootr%q/{/unas of Jahueh (*ht

4 (‘hurch/%ou) De coyses (ﬂa 6*0\%& s q \Umﬁ%u; Dcrson and

5 _lithe £ull Y‘\ah“fs of the DVDDchw of an f@r/dé;as'(w@( Chun‘n

b llof /\/\ess\ah nheces only 1n 1% ﬁaréan who e a Wetural l/Wan,,

7 lwhieh a Dtate s nok: and (Z)sueh \)V\s-\-w person '(a S*a#c\

3 _lis not in /m/a ordecs, but in 56(?5(&(7"/157"177”472& ordcr:s and (3) g

1 IState (s a0 uaaremal(e coroomhon ar\d under such theory no

10 | Jrustee can do anu’(hma wikh the ')anﬁt‘-N of fey Chwch/ﬁou(

Hohuidhout g a’ecéamd e cmﬂ(ccc? 'frasf From Smd Chuegh. And

2 lino a%wgcﬁe Cocporation Can Sucteed in a claim of obtaining

13 lleither “Frust {eom an Ecclesiastical Corpecation Dele of /t/iess\ah,.

M libecavse an qg_gregﬂ& norPoch"\on myst have 6 Minymum ef

5 I3 Jrystees who act as corporatocs, and said Corporation

16 | Dole only puthorizes gree atural Mfan das cocporater )- and

V1) Trustees 1a an asareaade secular corpofation ace Suristic
L UBLEES 9404 Mac_Loc) JUCISTIC

'® lipecsons wiho,as such, ace \nbecently 76¢ in Xoly ordecs ,as

W required by an Eocleacasticel OVDmaJc\on Dol Trustees there-

20 For can do nething Wikh the nrooe,rh of Jnhueh, noc of the

22 szamh/ﬁoa( unleas her_MiMJLMi_g_%diL&_L—w

2% éﬁGa/arA)rofana CaLl Corporation (P)Aa’u) which_an feedesiastical

23 Cocpomhm Hole. of /Vlessth does no{ have .

24 |

25 No device of o seedlar Dtate , thecefer, can reach Yo

Zh expressly orﬂim@(zed/u” gain_n rerm \)b!’\‘od\(‘;ifmn ofer the peopecty

27 _lof_un immune ﬁawr‘ecan (ea yahu;e/b (erelu because s coucts

2% | knoty He cannet, or m\ll o’rherun%a poloin C@nscnf To_its jucisdietion

5’?)»
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. ’ 3
aler Wis DETSOR .

2
3 YeremyAn (Teremian) 19:19
H For who s Nike Me [Yahwer?
5 Who wil\ gar7eien. Me [Yahwer]?
e And who s that shepherd whs will withetand Me 2 femph. mine]
5
* % NELSON, Sovereipn Tmmunity as a Dectrine of Persend Jur'sdiction, 115
9 lifacy L.Rev. 1559 (2002)°
10 @ecoén'mz'\ng the protections affecded 40 ambassadocs and
U llothec public _ministers undec the law of nations, and providing
2 licriminal purishments foc suving {octh any Wret er process
'3 lleither Yo arrest dheir peraons of 7o czz(z‘anﬁ their aoar/ai)(u%ma
A Act of Anr 30,1790, ch: 9, 25—,?,6 4. stat, tz, 17~ m [f;mb\\cms Yripe |
| |
L COMMONWEALTH v, KoSLoFF, 5 Serg. & Rawle 545
V7 (Pa A Quer & Teceniner Phile, 1816)(Tilghman, .0 (noting thet
13 "by the modeen law of nations, Ambassadors, and ather public
11 Iministecs, ace, in genecal, exempt from a:'sm‘)_gal_p:.ogcgliiaagl___
20 |
2\ US. \. ORTEGA, 24 US, (1 Wheaﬂ%“) 413 n.a. (\%263(rcmr3rers note)
o (ot)%ewmq that an ambas’sado\- ar othec public minigder,
%2 llcannot_be proceeded against in any cwil case by compulsery
24 PIOLESS in any Couct whatever
A
26.
<7 A coucts in rem, oc ‘attachment. yucisdietion over g
28 | Severeigns Drooeﬁu/ Lhings (olaves o goods, e%c\\s a_Compu(sory

b?
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o

Or_MPES7E 'Zr’)?”ﬁ(‘éﬁ“) fov Chereing or O%harwvbc cmmzea’/a

i

2 _ligaining Hu: a@ammm& of such a ‘1—367’6@)’2 ks coor%
3 Thls conning dt\hca May mock aaams‘f Yhese assomcd to _be
4 "Dooular 50Vcrcmns and Common law SOVe\-amns bu¥ 1t fails 4o
5 reaa\r\ immune. Jaw of nations SO\Ierc\ans” and even \ess the
6 [ Supgeme Souercanr\/ of Ynhweh. |
7 \hus mhm a_couet _unlawful lu exercises (n_rem, or
8 | “attachment Jurisdiction ovec D(’O‘(:CSSFL( Church _members of
7 e Eﬁo(eacaszﬁca( Sole (‘ocoorahon of Measiah (3he Droacr-}u/
1o q’(/urza of Hahwch) it s also Sub\e&ma iteelf and the 5+a7lc
H |l4o prosecu-‘non foc a J\)d\cxa( Ack of \/\/ar agawnst an immune
12 || Supreme S overeign dod Erery of Vs State; becavse Yhe couct
5 \&wows That 3% can never ob+a\n ‘tn persenarm vxunsa’ar{wn
M liover Yahueh . TheceSoce, a_court coudd nevee enter a ma’g;m&zz%
13 agoinst )a}zweh or e\sc His, propecy /Yhe Church Because, ke
to dmbassadlers (\ Yecally, € Semfamﬁrh +he, womunity which they have
7 llextends to Thels vmmediate family members, persong! employces.
'8 land gttendants.
1 T s \Jnme,ri:ailu known thet the Head of the Church
20 ||(Messiah) 1o called the SeNanf (Ambassader) of Yahweh . T
21 e wikhoyt question, therefore, that Yhe members ¢f His Chucch
22 lace. protected by }(cs immonidy, as undoubedly being (s
A3 cmmea?m‘e jcm’fu/u menzbers, persona! CJ‘Y?iO/aZ/C@S or elee
atienaints, _
25 Mosceovee, 1% 18 a maH'ar of Re\rc(m‘mrz, ‘)th o) “}he, (lmlmo
26 |lof ¥hings, the “merchants_of the 6ar+h wauld Frage _the “bedies and
27 50uls of men like " merchandise . REVELATION 18.01-13
2%
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WENSRS Concise Jrustee Handbesk 2™ ed

2 Q‘Though all courts are familige wrth in perseram (agains#

3 nersoné) '+ 1s the getion iz rem (qaa\ntﬁ ‘H\"mos) which though
i practiced cmhl in Macidime Law, “ﬁea Hu]x/ ooeraJcc-s In_every

£ C,\\n\ cmd (‘,r\mma\ court. This princaple is one of the Jeast

6 llundecatood in it entirety.

1 Tn rem Wcisdiedion over a man or woman g¢an anly exist

% if +h&_MQLO_.ALL_aﬁ4ﬁ a S/ava 1(1 Drgggri\z OI_Z_Qé_EtD__Qb_mL:D

% lin which case his or hec d155051+\on at law 15 no dx{feren{-

10 J4+han i he ac Islhe were a4 harse or othes goods. See THE ZONG

H (Grgg.oﬁ;lﬁLthbui),ﬁi_E& 3233 (KB 1783) In nature, i rem
Z hucisdietion 1 eveceised alec men and women by their Creator,
'3 lexclosively. Governments can dheceface gain only o fictional

M llin rem Juoisdiction ovec men By creading Nactovs legal devices
5 ||(pecsonas) for those men Yo assume limited conteol of (e,

16 c‘\)t‘;zenﬁax;)aye‘r,ar"\vér; ede.) Since the device is leaal fiedian,

1 lla falsehood made true by ferce of law, this pecsong i in

' fact a legal oblect ar 772s... AMERICAN LAW & PROCE DURE, Vol X1,

9 lleh. V. g 65, pp. 156-157.

LAY “The woeds persong and pecsonae did not have the

£ llmeaning 1o the Roman which attaches To homo, the individual,
“% llor_a_man in the English; 14 had peculiar refecence to actificial
A2 llbeings, and the condition or status of indwiduals. [ouo-hng

il chus persoo " defined), L

<5 "When we speak of a person, We only consider the state
2% _llof the man, the pact he D\a\/s in_Sociedy, abfﬁracﬂ\/ Uuﬂ:hou%

27 llconsidering the ndwidval. 1 Bow st note 1, |
L%

54,
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—— I " . [ 1 .
Lhe only f[;)arf . thecefoce, Yhet one’s ;—)crsoﬂ’ con play in

[N

4 Stales seevlar g/ é@ciefg afier an)rar\ng into the Chureh
(a ﬁub[lc Eccle&’y@sﬂca\ Corpom%\on 60\&3,\5 that of o UEADI?ERSOJ

because. Gl Death e the conseguence, of sveh aet .I See ] BLACKSONI

.. N { P
supca, ot 235, Quch Civilly cead PErsens o longer owe a_commoners

Civil standacd of Duties to secular sotiety, but Civil society

o\ owes them fﬁahv‘s becovse they sl exist, And i goes

oﬂ\\G*'J\—-E-

lurdhout saying %hcﬁ no a’md ﬁcmen con commi a sccu\ur

-5

s*a&u&orxi Coune cgainst persons in a Gl %ocxelr\/ led

a\ene when s %ccu\ac cr\mma{ law \’ecauwes able pecsons

Yo not #ail o civil Duty owed +o others  as the standacd by

. 4 } )
whnee Urengs ofe wivasured,

This necessary applivodion of the exemptian of oivi¢ Duties

feom Yhe callly akad is mondfesy even by Nevada's awn acknow-

5 [lledgment of Yhe civi! death of o Parenz, when $he Parent-
16 C\m re\a‘nonshm has been seveved . b\ the State. See DRURY
7 iy, LANG, 105 Nev. %o (\ %‘?)(ho\dmo that severance of the parent—
¥ lchild celahionship is +an+amwn+ to impoesition of 4 uv\\
V9 lldeath penal +\I> Such g @er‘aons vole 15 dead with regacd to
20 e civi| Darexnt — f,\va\ C}u[a’ relafionship, bud not_with ceqacd
2} 4o s ¢l Citizen — cwil Stace rc\ahonshlo T hus, an
22 | oboake and Child «hi\ owe that PErs0n Cowl C\’nzcn\ R\ah+s
2% llaltheuah he 1o lonaar DWES c\\n\ Duties of a Zurent. And
2 becausa thot ° ﬁc?‘smn shill exists n a cwil Cidizer — i)
25 || State rclahonshm within_secular soelety, he can shill
26 llsve and be sued by Yhe State.
L Those ﬁtghfs,.-’rhemfor@ that secular ¢ivil society shill owes
2%

to_the Spiritual, or Religious who has entered into Yhe Chureh
&0-
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(a public £oclesiastical Corporation Sale of Yahshua Mess’cahl

Z llare Yhose Kigh‘t.s belonging 10 the Church.Berause the

5 1 Spiritual 15 nod mere,\x} severed from a oW\ Varent — o)
1 Child celotionship, but from the complete ciye! Oifizen —
5 licaril Stadte \Fdajf\onsh\o Lf those Rights were otherwise, a

& lisecular civil State wou\d be left with 4he absurd oroposition
7 ldhat 1Y can exack civil Gitizen Dwfccs/DabJrs from a_DEAD

8 ‘PersoN that can ng longer even '2ct in o Stede’s secular.

7 el soeiety, but vemawns dead and UNTESPORSIVE. o\monasA

9 licther H\mas |

H Mmo Yhe %%%e, fancies \%sa\-f as having Yhe albility 4o
< llrender czw//u dead” o person, \m’(h resDeo)( o e cm)acﬁw
12 llto g0t o6s aﬁarenf a1 5ome,+hma 1S donc that cavses a

M | forfedture of that rgnt. ihxs oocrc&\on of Yhe law has
'S ||secious inp] lications ‘Eor the ‘a%a{'e W \% tegard 1o yahwch
' lland the C)wrch Foc Yahweh is not rmld " ¥a%her Yo _Lsm\ﬂ
7 11 (YeremyAH 3 ), oot _alse ‘o father of Yhe fa%hcx\ess C?sALMS
8 1165.5), no*w\%hﬁ*andma one’s_physical lineage. Tn England
' lalse  Ahe King is said 45 be a “Foker o Yne people. And
20 | ¥ne UNITED STATES had all the Zights and éowmmfnw of
2{ |lvrs foemec kma fransfected +o “Che ﬂf’og&e See p.37,5upra.
2% As Sozféfaan Jrhe, ﬁcaa[e ace_not a fathee Y0 cvecyone N

22 | ¥he UNITED STATES _b.ui_g._fﬁﬁ er to the fatherless. A moaxim
29 ot law clacifies Yhis,

25

26 BOUNIER'S, Laur Dictionary (1356), MAXIM
27 "Cui patec est populys non habet ile pateem. _
23 He to whom fhe people s ’Fgﬂ;cr,ﬁhaa not a J?Qﬁrhar Ca Litt 123,
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T haue previously mentioned thot thece 15 a\wws o

remmant associated wikh Yne Church , becquse they are

mace )za/a (“ conseccated >1‘o Yahweh (cq he fcrsfaﬁorn mates,

EX0oDUS 13, H L), Notuwithstonding the fock that a sovevc:\cm

may ﬁosscss Slaves /f}unas the Law of Yahueh commanc\s

-Hrmir %he Finstborn males bc emanc\DaJred b\J rechem[maD

hem wihen bocn (Va3), BU‘\' T have 0&\‘)0 shown that ihe

Sake's: el Churches cannot,_”“ boq_m laves _with the
purpose of emancaﬂafma fﬁem ZOLLN\AN aupra, .54, The

Sjrajre,,, Thecefoce, 0o @ fa%hc,r Yo the fathecless 15 also necessarily

| eard [ ek otk by the Law of Jahweh, foc hWkewise {a\\'mg- the

Duiu ‘o FKecrem the ficrstborn males . The fathes hood, therefore,

-Fa\\a Yo Yahweh . AY Yois point, the State (o ewilly Dead Darenﬂ

engages \n colmiaal Ca//aﬁnm with cc\rz{/u dead h\o\omcal

Darents, for Yhe purpose of bm)mg/‘rvc»dm% those fxrr:%bown

males fov 226¢hing of aay intcinsic value to the signer, except fheis

Certified ceceipt (Birth Certificate). But Yhose $icst bocn males

be\om Yo Jahweh from whose ﬁ@éf)essmn nm%ha dead. Dar-\—\J

can prove they caq ral ouh of, let alane have o Rmm 1o saH

The 6cl(m9 m’ one’s childeen inte servifude s a ﬁarznta?

21 |Iright /privilege, which neithec d2ad party has any longer. And
22 \|because Yhose ficatboecn males were un la\mfu“\/ S0 d for

23 linathing, Yahweh has the Right 1o Redeem them for NOTHING !
24 ToAIA 523

z5 "For thus says Jahweh * You have sold yourselves for nething,
26 lland \ou shall be cedeemed urdhout hﬂrn')ey:l

27

2.8
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Decavee the Feople , 45 o father 4o ¥he fatherless, \s

>

incapable of, oc otherulise vefuses Yo Aedeem the Firstborn

AR

maoles, 14 Necess arily nﬁlbmc&mg or else Forfeits to ‘ﬁahweh

5 T I

the Supreme foreign Smferezgﬂ Father, title +o -/pacsf;eascan

0€ _those ficstborn males, And since 1% Yakes dhe supreme

ﬁ;\

seiereign powee of o State (he collective Wéﬁ/f)/ﬁ) 1o act as —

oc_rother, Yo become dead Yo acking as — o father Yo Yhe

t “ . .
fathecless, a dead SUpreme Sovereign can NeVer exercise

5orff‘cmn mufc‘r of forc\bw ’rakmo ffaafac/u ot those ficstbeen

maoles %ho& it re,ck.\esfaiu v‘}barzcénaa’ %hurch s clear \n His

rebuke of secular kmgs/sove,ra\gns for dheic nakes,

?SALMS 105, 13-15 *

"When they went from one natian to another Droo\c

He mmfi&d_&u 1o do them Wrong; Yes, He Wébu/tecf

Aings for Aneic sakes, saying, Do pot ouch My anpinted

0rcs, and da N\u mon\xa%a no hmm’

Wixh cegard Yo all the m&mbers Levsecrated Yo ine

Service eof Jahweh (Anom’md Oncs) a States r)osx‘r\cm \S

worsened bxl Yoe £act that the Courch (an Ecc/esaasﬁaa'

Dubha [ag/aarﬁ_c@;n_é_aéldms not have a fietitiovs corperate

NGme m‘munsﬂa lcaaf 7)67‘5072. by whith o secvlar Cm)r’c

¢an ch\n hcr cmﬂ//@r/ consent +o Ln_perssnam jurzsmcﬂm

OHAKA The Medern Ccmomhon Sole, 43 Dick. [ . Rev, 2> (\48@

"The [ol&.&mm_nj_gwl_w_q;omim_ﬁo e lacks +he usual

teappings of a_corpocation. T+ dees not Nave.. Ia) cocporate Dame,
' 63
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} c‘wee, N\‘\\TLAND S\pra, 0.5'5; nd MeDANIEL 2UR( Q,Pj&& AN\

nedWers Con a 560a(ar/ﬂ7’0fanc coucd consxc\ex mambcm of a

&

holy Fecleaiastieal FG(DO\‘O{\\OF\ Sole as ‘consolidated within

[SM]

4 Jrhe, 2ature of such o Common /-Brafanc Syale cerporation,

6 ZOLLN\AN Powess of Rahmous (ovpom-\\onﬁ 13 Alioh. L Rev. 66 (1914-19i5)

7 A—\' common law), CD\‘DOYQU\\(mS hod no power 1o consoli-

% lddte. ... Under modexn Corpocation ks, such power Yo consoli-

7 jdete 15 somedimes granted, subyect Yo cectain conditions....

0 iNoc_can such consolidetions be effecded unless dhe coc-

A\l

i Doroﬁnons ove of a similar 7z1ature.

13 Not only 1o theee the mcoms)ahb\a hature of a f)rﬂfanr’

| State and kody Chueeh, but alse o private Aaarcaa%c and

'S L public Hole c,orporahon; ref:pec)rwcl
e | Tt is cleac then, Yhat, since an Ecclesiastiea( Cor-

7 Dorcﬁr\or& Sole has no Corperate rame., thece \6 never gny

18 \\)r(shc @emor’ foc o courd 4o gain rma(mc/ 10 Dersenam

4 \un)d\chon ovec, bu the device of scczmg an Awused

A0 mambz’,r +herens, 1n htc Cabacﬁw as o '(/um Jres) FL,F‘\'hC('

21 moce, such g Forpomhon Scla 15 g\\rtn whatever non-\)m\fﬁw

A2 | spiritual name s foander only chooses W o be commendy
%3 |known by. Thus nae couck can arbitracily supplant 1¥s spirdual
———-——-—-—-——-——-—-———f- [

21 lpame foc tha¥ o an Accused membecs ]ma ,albeit, cm//u

25 | dead secular  Straw Man//‘ﬁmom{a name. Byt that has

%% | been preciscly whot coucks have beep dama Yo Arneown (\ud\cxa\lv

27 | paticeahie) professed membera of Said Clurch, A(_J}mn, W

. . . LN R »
28 llhas been comwnng the erime of sema(a{mg (egol Aracess
IO Q_)L‘n
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aga{ms% members of the ancient Church. And T should briefly

‘\fo'\cc‘)f h&rt’, Qrm‘ms% a0y claim that 1o such common._law

2
3 1%\ chorahon Sole exists, by the answer thot no coc-

4 Dorcﬁ\or} can ‘die unthout Dromc that it hes ceased o

S ha\:c official meedings, And the Se\}anrhvﬂay/Sa%ucday

L |Sabbaths of the Church are the official Days in_which

7 li4he _pecople of Yahweh meedt!

L3 Aod_since the case ot bar accucced ot o private

7 p\m:a. for wership on g Sceventh- Day Sabbath of Yahweh,

0l the State must prrﬁcc} Yhe Accused b\{/ its Ministerial

W [ £xception, wheceby no secular standaed of conduet can

IZ i be Used against him dur’mg times pf officia) service,

1> | Tn faet, by countecelaim, the Acm*%ed demands The: cight
M 4o have all Zecessary Norties ? areﬁemi which woeuld mc\m’raeﬁr
15 e foct dhat this is o (mmmal COBe, \\\omca“u bruUnM by an

o cnemy Seeular State, against the C rP.u}mr Jahweh anad H\f’

M lCAhurch, Pux ancihes wadtin WS, law, a Pomfow (umeumanﬂ
1% 140 1{{7’1,)((&#(0;’ 19 done between \eoal ‘PC’,Y‘H(“QQ (‘rhc C))ralr,

' and n C 77}? of o ‘Qﬁu\{z’) but the C//?m”z,h 1S eNeT 4 ﬁ/’f’é{“ ?
20 bt o Fhi n/ Thus. as %a,r as it concerns the individual

<1 *?/?”("C’aa(% of irh»’ Chuteh, o Ma’rca cAaim of cmm ng_ G0

L2 fn“wﬂz/ CORSE r"/' uwf’(’c’ mrm‘) Jrcx f?t DL )”’“woﬂu"i”ﬂ )x cladiction
A3 lover them, i ‘(\fj/ﬂ/ ab : f%m and g \r,\r‘m connal et of

24 GIB(’M’(L{:"/:Z,?,LC‘}’ZQ leaal prove 5; ' The Sdates mﬁt/ olker native, Then,

25 s o make such o oembec seazed, as a 2uasi En rem

Ao ({?mroum mhxahmrnH whieh moke nc% e {fzm' !f)u% NYahueh
27 (4he ¢ ,Lwnrr" rhc /u)w.) the Dé’ '“55’*32 oVer wihem L?“ ‘@f’, OERAVT
2% || inpisdiction 15 @oned b in such o Per s¢al %m’*n seeking

< 5.
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payment of o debb, due Yo tojuey. By Yahwebh is 0o leaal

P ¢ Rl

& | perapn, and no defouly \UdC\m&ﬂT can e entered agalnst
3 lla “{ore,'\'c;].r\ LMNg %(‘m&?&\@ﬂ wikheut His Coo@qrmuc’ﬂm
41l coutt, Every ofiming) precess, thecefoce, 1T c:unM’ b-\J he Diate
5 c\o\mr\m% “*)v(‘,h MEMDETS, Can Camam)r to 0o more Jr}r\e,m a

4 ﬁ’m( f#a%mn YA Y o "fhin a, which penolhies de no¥

7 ltomport with JrhObC ©ought by ctiminal statutes. But

8 |l swmee the SYote dees oot know Yahweh and His f;"i-?i?"é'tua(
1 -i('{/zmga? a_maim of Jaw would fucther defeat o ‘Jhﬁrr 5

o position, |

4 . _

2 hcv\,’\ER% Law Dictienary (13563 MAN

‘35* Q\zor\ nullive esse potest, id ut Cx\{wujus fievet nullg

e ob\'\ea‘%io volet efficere. '

15 Theee Yhings wineh cannet be aequiced oo property,

b licannot be {he gbyeot of an agreement. Dig. 50,17,182 ) |

7

8 (hw‘m’c quod_rertn ces deoucatuc in \wa\um

H9 A thiag, *o be, ‘Dm\)o\w io u}domar\%’ must be cectain
<0 o definmite. Jenk., Cenh 24"

24

£ Scrptuce is eheac that dhe hU(u Chuceh s C»Gr‘,Jre.mPfaJr&d 4s
23 |\ the Ul#e of the One /w/u Son of Jc,;hul(’.h» EPHESIANS 5.22-23, He
29 leaud L_not, *}”hﬁrﬁ’?oi’& bhe (g agined 6 having ((?70(7[’@7‘/#&*3/0 %vmnhd
“5 la prafave m cson (State) freedom 4o ’fC;LC/) let alone acgil ;m-nf
26 Hza W{ﬁ., and theeby afferd 6 Sate c.\.aw\ thet W can ponish
27 o ctherwise, ender Sodgmm% agc ainst such fored g0 Propecty.
2%

6.
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1 I+ s alse clear that Us, mf“f f‘/u\/aw\ law_have
2 ncr noc Indeed can . Jmcx{, cefine /meke cefinite the. Chocch
3 (s puh w Ecclesiastical /C‘?‘;fo’az‘(ﬁn Sele of ﬂzZsz&h) her
q...f.bé’)i ndaries Prely ric )”3/ eto. States have mk{ Gone Do far. as
)H“ aefine v oun, /F)“!\fdf@ LW ¢ chucches bbt, net G
| (e_ 772&?7“./1)(:“'3 Cerperatiens, which Ecelesiastical ( Lerperations

T ‘)mas are, but mesely as pewate dusiness hand maids cre-

. % 4 ﬁ'.«d b\/ C)JYC\“KAS .. - . .-
9
£
R . ZOLLMAN Nodure of Amnene onfeligiovs Gerperations, 14 Mich, L Rev 370415 )
¢
H - To som. \,“3 h?’ mﬂdﬁx N. /A;W“tinron Fahmo\,f; coﬂwmﬁmcn L

2 _jfm s, raahup Yo "”\c State ’_i_. unlike its predecessors, [

13 ne Sense o public, mmm\ al b ody. but a mere pry ate

!

RN oucpo’ahom Created by, the state for the benefit of

50 Jr\r\f’ LOT POy cators, and_these conneeted wnth them, n

v . ) ~
..‘7 :,g.fési‘::é;c’;cctﬂt‘c_tfa of the chure h] 15 Net “s")xr\‘f\)al Gaency. with

N,

1 PLwem Yo weh the goopel and administer the Saccg-—

ments tm' ”\umblz: handmaid whese Functicns are.

~0 1 confined to. %hc ecearon..and (:“‘Forccn’\r:ﬂjr of _contracts
‘“:f w’id 'i”ﬂti L/{,C:C{‘U'\%H'\"‘f S Mmanacement .ond. dupwﬁmrs of

23 ecclesastioal fonetions poeing o mere buainess agent

H

24 it ~tr) a%\\/ Rr wate seevlar, POWLCS,
23

3 x . i N Py T ) §
<70 However “regspnpble .s‘r may Be Thavght of thot an

L&D Amernican chuceh st o ateNer ba.___.fmqmmtuiiy Made. o mere .
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_. ‘ﬁi-‘z'gépf@")@r‘ty The cospocation. Jm-u has pedber public ner .



D[?%h:r o5 a_o*ojrc: U( [

! _éunma 3 /mw\emed u'gw'lf"fmf

< ._'Acbxlmux Fhat such o shameful ‘t>’fa(u> c,\e\f*r‘u; Dromda%‘;
3 Ahe State uikh an agrdf’mﬁw Jand. henee \\Jn%dm Tien
3 0\,*&\ the 1 ro’puw (hmqs/aer\mn%s\/ of sueh o (\’\\*rch whieh
5 e Stade welld not chherwise Nave A5 dhe Chueeh were g

@_mxﬁarnfa”ﬁnf) ged . Eccleswastical chpchRonSﬁh,M»wwwu%’

7? Fu 1‘3 own Cun‘nmg,pi rposes, < Ta%e hau r“qg(,-\\\;f,\x{

3 _;_ //)J“*/a_LbLLc,L MaRRia g/MJ\L&Vg,@‘JEO e cecognition of ‘an )
T common law x\]/pc c And Hhod amounts do o Bl of Allaindes,
i0

A TMeTE - ce e
(7 / . - o . . . \ '
Now The Spink EXpresaly Says that in latter Himes

B some will depact from the faikh, gwing heed to di’a.t“'.-'i‘m"\,ﬂq

" spicts and dectcines of demons . &peaking lies in hypeerisy,
w‘;s_ZEh( \(\ﬂ }ﬁu—\f Cuin.. C/urj‘s(-\.u\’\ﬁ.ﬁ 56 fif@d U\/i\h & m“T \(‘CI;TC'TD\dd\(\Q
v |

1(‘3 e Snlie an Eec\esiastical Ceporation Sole \uh\bh B on]\j
’QCL ﬂiﬁlusrq\'i Mm 0He LD‘«TPGWHL nagme. /Amr’r\f‘am chore [xﬁ‘;} are

A ack®icial «f)ffémza whiehoas theie Fichwicos cocporate names,.
R Loell Aypocrisy U.S. courds says
gﬁéé..__./Liﬂﬁmﬂ‘wTﬁEFARMﬁﬁ;BAﬁ:N") wac 9 ved 160 (. )
f;hﬁxsons intaw, ace arnf\c\a{ as well as n sﬁum'

26 ipersons; and in the ack ¢ mqraﬂw there s nething which
A7 s not equall C&Dm\cabjf’ 1o both.

28
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R e From e a{or‘cmar\:\"\m&d it s obvious that 4
L ':)cc ¢ .8tate can have no 3\)f\6du%~on over . an £ecleshastipal
3 CO(PC&‘[A\@N C)(J!IL 0£ H’\T’ /V}(Z'i;‘am‘h Thc \J)\n)cD -..JIA'H"‘) more~
wa(, Must be said Yo be under 4. iveaﬂ with_whom 1y

}n
l\' 5 Che nation vadee God, 3 USES 8 Y, The ﬂ,unJm%

\q{

..‘5‘ De/\\c\ = 1e the obsolote. Sovereign (xm%r, S0ce. 1t soys
2

.

;xg_wforﬁc&h e clearly expressed that Ji\’\” putpose 0f fheic

j\’\mgd c\rar*ﬁ‘ LWas o @”‘:'\’L\’D(\‘)h chrstian Lo lenies |
1 in this countey. And | Chms)r\cmf ke y;-m\;\ U(\\\/CV"}O\\\(
30 I believe dhat Sahueh wode. o Cm’emm% meo%y; with all
AL ‘bel\auerm And becavse Yahweh has no e equal; | 45.@'fenanf

o ndiduals assent

J - Cr PM Q 1% qm(&fﬁnﬂ Y’E”'v\\ mn e

,_,_?f‘f” oc (73’229((8/(7 C(,fuar’m’ Whm hosﬁ 15 50ch a"imcﬁry, it
oo Trm%‘ “cm/mﬁut‘g MUsSt be “)W\u)ﬂ D} an ..
s mfﬂmx Stade, in order Ao execcise adiction. aver

.l@;;5f*sb"\n“Cmﬁnaxfﬁyiﬂaigmum%n';qhumhm

17|
1% N - BEALE, Junisdiction of Couels Ouec Focelgners, 2.6 Horv. LBev. 193 (1812-1013)
:( ,. . 4 S - . . g - . -
S0 o oL U ihe prinaple of wilsdctien [recipromtyy was
’9: Th principle of Wwisdiction [recipeocityd wa
preb baply Fitst invented by the compilecs of the French

~ 1

o sadf‘ A C/C,E,':\“f;:f\_raq“_ o3k s doctrine a court may

2% lexeccise \U\‘\%d} chon.of a fotelgner whereves the covrts

2 N N ! : !

27 ok e fo \qr\cr vould,; Under vhe Same. ciceumatances,
"714‘ ,. .. . N L -A ] b1 7
25 have exercis tisdiction evec s oitizens,

25 0 |

2

Gt A Il 13 c\wu . thecefoce, }h'\Jr nNno case. x}\\\,d bu }
2% bx‘m-{:;‘r:% Dy The, . government of ',,}.fi},/'zauc.»/"z.,, onder cvccumatantes
| 69,
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<5 %._h,c;x\,\dgm \s. Male bicihs are recorded. The ¢

' iwhere o morder suspeck \\\(\V %\*\ Ac,c,\fx,d hos only one.
2 witness. Goanst. nim in Yhe case at bar, and not the

3 Feguwed. Fwe or three Witnesses. DEUTERoNo 1.6, Tk

1 .imust alsp be ternembered tnatk Yhece s only. capital
,‘5"..,.5_5n“\'wrde,x ond mans ngh%cr in Riblical Law; fhek vs, Shece
m@nm} he penaliies of c(em{h cmc\ exile vespectively,

i

..7 o Metzoves, ynder the oovernmen Jahweh, o coucy veould

_;,_;f_..&c,.%'ua_.\.\\; be left wnth 220 u,fzz ness i fhe case at bar,
A since 1% does not aceept the ."hl-‘:ﬁ‘l monial evidence of

0 oomen. G‘» Jogng, 42%) e
b
..}f..g" ... Under the U Constiivtion, ffﬁ(/ 7CC(,L(_/'1 mld C}m’uf

}2 m\:‘« Le u\\/"’\'\’i e laws of o ”"c“)e on ‘56‘\&‘?“623’7’2‘ Aad no ;

_}}%'j» iﬂusur-ir wf(,\cm AGNOT ANce.. (‘)?, ner Y'ty’ CA’ H‘C ?“(UV“‘Z@
:' \\
o 7& '“Lccc (c_..._;).pb\xc focts That, Babhcal Law in no way.

s«u'

) :
ﬁ’, gunces 7ermal decamentation s () Yo make fic ﬁbuyn

St Simmunities of the Churehs ete. Trdeed, ) mpuiatiean.of
3 ;é‘{'h’m Koowledge 4o cvery. State is necessary. Today  due fo. . .
2 dhe fact Yhat computers stere s information about

3y

\“\u als of hap Sy

3\

.. _ 70-. o .
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.1@ - W][L\ ES Sant '\ \{ \\«C L lw"‘)‘} .LO g f‘ he (\ k‘z\ hz ex ‘{-}CJ“{’[{-U[( CL/E[Z-L//?. e

o pon pare nte whe abandon thew deties Yo drece childeen :

V_f?_ a:\_u@c-r\ Yhese whe \m‘w L\hzrmpm of a Stoke b/ dmcrmg
Mo, Chorehny (3) 40 xpaitiare or become Citizens of a__rm\gm
28 Bavereign; (Vo offeck "x? demption ,or Jreedom from bondage;
<l Sand ) Jrc _e"?%_cta,-‘)r._%i‘»._t .‘{)CO&%GJX\C&(\S of +he wfore..f\gr\,,ﬁ«:w'_fimigﬂ o

“% e e o ,
g :-r{prj official members cf a Chureh are recorded. UP n. D(O'&fﬁ\o‘ﬂg
g wy R .
D Coucts are r(fLC?rdcid as well as those made on Yhe \nternet,
fz%.,;‘:\m o Coucy intention 'u (zifz//w//;/ (gnere ) these facta? Ta ib.



|

51

LA

s

7

r\m o Fedecal crime for an ndiwidual fo tfufmizmﬁ(?g kb\]

;AZ{/LC/‘[C(Z ignera mz’) Carcy any un nlawsful szlé?’&g ALLOCHS.

_;3uY\¢d\u“\'\ 05, while intentienally (by witku! igneranc ﬂwmdmg

Jawaseness of Where anetier placed, foc %Y\e,. ndividual,.

;_;,me. volawful possession.of such a th (719 °

A few examples of rotters bu%&’\}fdu\iﬂﬁ, N maoans

lfwu« which. ave efFecter 33\( Meve. Aasent or mp(cu[(

.3» GCﬂ sent, Gught. 4o demenstrate the extent to which
5}

lo -

C/C‘\)F)(b (Jud nes, prosepuiors, and defense, aHu’ m’/s) mﬂm. iOQC\\\\}

14 REM. The. cb SECYONGE. mf th(, ammnfg Paﬁbfwt’i\ V\LUCM, .
20 s for the vecogmition of the “exodus. /dear%Wf* Chernee,

2 ;x/* riation).of. bel \ever, 0% pwv\c\pd by the J(,)D7(.}'n("

2% ﬂ?mgn Severeign whe is Yahweh. .
A S
A “L\ Pu 5. 7ight WLf“ (.xpmr\u’ﬂa 15 et dependent
25 upar\ (,QO‘r z'T,A government, A%, ex el WRONA v. KAMUTH,

A% 'U‘ 26, DC NY)Y W F Sy upp. 10 .

d
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(Dy wedttul aﬂwm"om@ carey over foreign Lhings ndo s
1 -l lawful }U“:’d ietien.. \)r\w 3 VeCs, 8 1431 (Ao ace
5?& ’vhc tollowing. admssiens |
9 ¥ A person perferms. an. &)\p\\mm\mg_u(,\ U\)\H
15 ‘mu “~'\-‘ra & Ao senooncehis eikiz zenship. whether or. o
% he knew ac% Was. c,,xmer\cdmg act, RICUARDS v, SECRETARY
7 {: STATE, DePT oF STATE (19%5,CA9 Cal) 752 Fad. 1413
g
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R

S
8 4&' ¢

s

‘}‘.)
LB

] . % Expadcioting conduct may be.sueh.as fp ndmc\}te i}
Sanotmplied renunciation of Zie. Tn re R (1958, mA)
SNEN. Dec T8,

éaf:, i é\\ . ,

| F\EN\ /’\thm\’\cc 15 Lh@ fac, of ligamen, which binds_.

T‘r\c: >\)‘D\CC,JT Yo the King, in ve%\)cn f‘mc Fhat profection
whieh Fhe. \‘\mg affecds the o\,_;b)r:t)f BLK. Comm. B8 359-5¢.

Am \\f’fj\cmf’ 15 effected bu. an .hﬁngmzd criavnal, and Vickual

? alleaiance.. &’\lft,cedtﬂjr T any exXDress Dmmw > and albhoush
v | T

-the sUblect Nevec swore any. faikh oc allegiance in form. i,

et §8Sse-sI.

® A person. whe Fakes q foreign. cath of a\\f>q‘\5eﬂCP |

..._+o Q. amq Cancan infocmal procee a,mq iea(;s his F@rm(, |
E ;g,&\"ﬁl,{iﬂfsh\_p.ﬁ_ REVEDIN v, ACLE\)OM (1952, CM NYJ 19 Fad Yz, i

o ) . Npo
Rem. Jahweh s obviovsly a Fereign kma W\\ hus S
pVD\{‘\de-C{ the. nw{f‘fc-‘){')ay'—\/ {7"%“@7")’)’5,{2{. f?’ﬁﬂ{z CE/ OFLJ 72{{/ {Ct’

C,; al (CQL anee. Yaro \@h His iﬂgﬁsm,fcr‘ r\ﬁua\ edc, Tt T}L,L,L"D:)Cu_\.ly

fo\\cvu that Ahe_members of CL.70)”C’(£,’71 th&’bdﬁl‘c&a(
(czp&/w/wn Sele of the Sen gf Hdzw eh ..,‘,anr\u be a .
if,,c_.umen of & stake,oc of the United States. _Sx:,e, ,,R\)f.v}, DLE
SuUpra, 49, o

. *@4 persen_may. rencunce his nat 10‘“{\‘*7’ with e
.3..,AJ\)\\‘%)J§ a claien of a \ﬁ-‘}kanw fo another.nafion. DAVIS v
I DISTRICT. DIRELTOR, TMMIGRATION & NATURALIZATICN. SERVICE
(1979 De Dist Col) 48] ESupp. 1S,

-y
9
e

1736



A ?\€M A% ’D\f%h, G pfif‘o@ s, under Us. Law; assvmed

z %o be.n allegiance as o C\)r\ zen of o State, by Mis. 693 nt
3 or (W?p(uﬁ(/ c@rzgera% Bt “ob \\o\a%\ons of m\kf’c\ sesent
M avﬁ dissoled by similar ’(\D\ﬁﬁ( nesent. BL\NIERI’E,,

5 W/chm 15, Supca, pp 298, A s¥ake vaust, Fhecefose, aceepy .
f"’c‘\‘v \/a\\d ‘Hi@ assent that effects Yne ‘Dmdmg tie &F.
7 Q({CDJL&'UCCF o Jahiweh and a professed member of
¥ sieh o %arccjr' Eee lemaahca( ff@@fifc@n Sace. of the.

T, Sen of Yahweh, when asserted in.a couct,oc Judicially
8 ?m{cu,b/& Dy some oXhec. record. .

3?” D\m h )\\Y‘ o{orcmeﬁhoned pum%a ‘H'\L, Acwscd

M 55(3'\\*“, *s attention 40 the attached AFFIDAVIT bommmm

!

3 Jua/uzd/u neticeble facts, ond assertions mac\c to CLC'TCﬂoL

b chme_\/« and_Nevada's, d\‘s*ﬂd couet; that the Accused
T belongs to sueh o Choreh,

TR
xS

AN RS T
H H .

?(t) _Z;
'“7’
;21‘@ g

o -
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I R R

- Froe the perspective of the (iw¢ aapeck of the Supreme.

1 Biblical Low of Yadweh, fhe UNITED STATES 15 an infecior prwate,
LB ‘gégogpom%\oo Yha¥ \s cividly dead, due Yo abandoning and foreaking the

"P,E;;fﬂcc.ncsec( as a firsthern male and Fatherless child who, a¥herwise, |

7 would noturally shace the supreme soveregn immonidies of he Tople,

7

)

8 s a father do the father(ess, Sueh mmumdies include dhe. pre-

8

d o
2.
1

1

i
e i

existent Chureh’s immunidy from o States seevlar coiming] prose .
cution, called Benefir of Clesy, which was expressly obolished
by statutes foc ‘persons’ as_ciizens, but does not include, dhe

}2. ,C\})\’EO}Y@Y Supreme 6Dv¢r¢.\gn‘ @‘H\ﬁ PQ,C_P!_E“),,ﬁ,-\hLﬁ_"H’.‘-ﬁ\l ,mUﬁ be .
:'gexp‘rcﬁﬁ\\f named. Becayse of Yhe ¢ivil death of fve Yeople, Yhe

Forhernood falls fo Yahugh, which necessarily places the Aeoused
in s pre-exiatent. Church. And becavse the Supreme soveregnty
¥ ; ) 4 . /4

b Lof the UN(TED <sTATES (Fhe Ptop\c’)._ho\.\‘.c_._d\\loso.&d..’rhﬁmﬁ.@l%@ From

the Unien of Church and Stake, and are now cwvilly dead, thece

m longer remains a supreme. Sovereign power, Wilch 1s \’cczv'w&d.. .
to olse be in actia!l. PGS.S@SSJ\% of a ‘fo‘ce.‘ign supreme, 50‘{&?6'\905 .
prop c.\—._irj of 'H_Lh'ing”/ res, befose a_courk can exercise Junisdichion
Lover I, Furthermore, 1% 15 undecstoed in secular |aw Yhat the

res” s ones PETSOTE . of. Shvaw man, oles which a. court adins

£ >

t‘:,.

e

s f \etional yurisdiction, And Vike other incorporeal Property .

i

Hhot one_muy be the owner of o0 hold +itle Yo, the. State, eg, .

(oreated birth certificates as the nstrument o hold Yitle
,é;}o_gngf,gggrggnqmpr_6ﬁrauﬁﬁqan,IE,houXNCQﬁMﬁRndﬁhdua\354MMM
L foreign-loorn cizen under bhe protection of a wfom'\gn-.
é?fDO\/C_‘FC‘\gﬂ/ os his 4 l’\‘\r\é(/s\a\f&, the SYate of Ne\faclav,ng,/_CQﬂ

. .74,
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A3
=

only obtan yunsdichion. if 3 can show that dhe 4t 4o
such propecty hos a sikus or location witiin fre contrel
of. power of Yhe court, Npeally, that s aox o problem,
é,%mca bicth cerhificodes are cveaded aground Fhe world and
have. oo locat\on. where they are. reachoble in coses of hmﬁ or.._

seizuce, foo example.

The Kingdem of Ua}wufc}v a\so \'cc/ovdb and ‘no\ds W(\&

)n, ol of s cWizens' Spivival births, The situs or \occ\ﬂtm
whece dhe names of His c\rizens ace accounted for In Boo%o.,..
\s heoven selfe AY ¥nis poiat 3% should be p\am\g oNIous
ek no_man_en earth con Tind, led alone seize, control,
OT EXEXCASE pouwes olex, these. C\’ea%cd recotds o books, in
% eeder to Qaln IN 7'M, oF guasi i Tem (foreign murachmmD
é__d\)mgd\c)r\on over GNY .. (,\)ﬁ’\7en oE ‘Hﬁe Klngum of )Q)"Wcih Uuhxd" .
Imembers of +he_Chuceh gee. Sueh o pereon _must bein
altual possession. of such documents oc vecords, wmc\r\ no
state, Coart, or other Gafjrh\y power con do. .

- Nevoda's puaitien does not reach this tar, howe\!cr becqusc

when a cwi \\/ dead supreme soqcvugn cf a covntry has lost s
Jb?\bd\t‘\\on oNex g matter, i1 cannet use e inferior State
leourts | sovereignty (e People’ of Nevada) to cicesmyent that deficiency,

The cwil death of the UnTeD STATES, and. its apo-state statys

,E,(‘sapara'%\on) from the. Church of yahauch at the Federal level includes
the State level.

These. matters are oJr Jrhz: C(V’/Z ospec)r of \aw omd Jrhc

UN TED STATES rust give “Foll. \m’(h and cvediy 4o Ahe laws of o

W

g_{cxrg.on povere\gn poules. And Juc\\c\a process, ond other processes
of Jaw are derived. from the Cvil anpect of \aw, and its civil

.78
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I G o)

| principles. I the Biblical Law of Yahwen, His government
Hdoes not gie yurisdickion over any individual accused of a
coprtal offense when the Accuser has, on?q one eye witness,
nor when the wWHness is o woman. DeEVTERINOMY 7.6;. and.p. Jomg

42° vespechwely. T tne case ot bar, the Aecused is 1n exclusie
0. allegiance Yo he "foceign Goveroment of Jahweh. And_under the

Liptneiple of jurisdiction called ,{(chzpmazf Y, 00 court of the

;UNITED STATES can exesc\se ‘\uc wdicdion of 4 fove\qmr unless

“Yhe courts of dhe wfore,\cmer would, under the Same c\rcumfﬁances

hwc exercised yucisdietion over s citizens. BEALE Juniadiction
of Courts Ovex. Toreigners, 26 Hary. Lo Rev. 193 (1912-19/3),

3 '\ \a the Pos\’f\om of Jche \40@[(56(/ thcﬁ ‘H’)t’, Supreme. Cour+
mus% hear such a_matter, whereby the decused asserts Mis
excluswe allegance Yo, and. fo<e\9n sonereagn Tramunity. of, the
6 ipre- ax_m%m’n public. Corporatien Sele called Yhe Church of Yahueh;
i becavse the Cccumetances, hecein, Yhat nas rendered the
Execyiive branch civilly dead, \ogwa\x; preclude 1% feem bamo
goughl for a. 4g>({ggffé(on of (mmzmzz‘) Furthermore, i+ _cannot
bt: 6. matrer for the. Lﬁgis ative_branch because not on)\/
s ik xesponsible. for. wrng the lqaw which eﬁcc%\\/c\\/

2 caused. the civi{_ death of. Jr}v UNTTED STATES, but 1t Forcxgn

,é._f)o\fave\qn _meunﬁ\cs Act adc\reo 565 nf,r\her heod of-state

.‘....ﬁi-WUNIT..E.D_.J’/-.\T.Eb N NomseA,n’z _F.,ad 1208, lez (H“‘c\_r,, 9?7). CF\_ also
& ISAMANTAR. V. YOUSUF, 120 5.Ct. 2278,2291 (2010), Put anofher way

¢ 1% 15 the express will of the Legislature thot the UNITED STATES

' no+ only be.an offender against the divarce faws of Yehueh, by .. ...

76
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o JC'DC\VGJMQ htr but H\m‘ she a\sc bﬁ madc cm//) C(cad b\)
"H\s Law for abawmmm and forsaking the Firstborn males
fmd the Jatherless. Thus, the Hecused alone, who s q fcm‘b@m
Tf’ﬂ?e and father(ess, cannct Iogxm\l\ be expected 1o oppeal

;d

e

[

EIR A

R 1‘0 let alone be. faicly heard by, the very branch responsible
b for savd_civi{ death, since that would necessari) y..involve. Jrhfz
7 g_unrcasonab\c belief that 1hat Legislature could weite a law

} .%,é__m‘mch Would e effectively reverse its will for. a\l, at the. Petifion .

C’of oene Mman, . C e C e e

. )() - But the Supreme. Gourt, s the Judicaal branc) h,can anaul

----’3-~---§-.th1 laws of the Lﬁgh»\a)wrc, if for an individval Gase. only; but.

Y)Olr Decavse i ys not. ljf"a(’,\‘f C\\l\\\/ dead (6\00@ it e Ob\f\()\)%\\/

3 mdudsd in the two-thicda majority rule thet constibutes
-Hu: UNITED STATES), But cother, becavse i can Speak fo the

SR Jfru‘c‘n that he laws of the Legislature, which are the exprms

Ll UU\\ I of the hzop\e of the UNITED 9TATES, on)\/ extend o +he one~

7 hicd minocity by alegal fiction. Such an aggregation of wills

At by adworHieds maiority vule, neces ssarily disvegards and

2 jovertules +he wills of one-thicd of the population,

Rl( - . Decavse of Yhe Firstbern muale Stafvs, and ﬁafhcr(c;s

. ii, a-hd ve of Ahe Acevsed ot the age of 9, Yohweh has he exclusive

- .2%..@.'r\9h+ o fatherheed 1o Yoe &cca«ed as c:Xp}mm,d in ARGUMENT;

.25 L Fucthesmore, alleguance Yo the K)N TED STATES is obtained

.24 by an (7787 mal “implied orsgma[ oath,.or noked assent, from.

2% ﬂf\t time of a Persons bicth, which means 14 government has

26 ne,\faf obtawned or demanded a Fermel oath of all equance from .
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M having no other fo. be subjeed 4o, could only owe Yahweh
12 Halleghance. L e
13 The Government of the UNITED STATES has no Jurisdiction,
M iover 4he Hecused, whe 1 known as ..v[f!_iy[,. a spititval parson..
5 | Simulating legal process is a eriminal offense_againet o
1 sovereign, and an det of War and Hostility, whieh \s imputed fo
7 4he entire notion of the UNITED STATES, 65 its own willful
8 Aok, | o
R . Ariyl s legitimately foreknown and foreocdained as.
20_an official representative. Gentile converd Fo the ne-newed
| 3\§tfsragﬁfa Kingdom of Yahweh, undec His Son Yahshaa the
22 essiah (+he Ansiated Ooe). As such, the ecased should be.
- 23 declaxed immune, and released. To do ofherwise, is toboldly
4 fimagine. that this nation cannat only commit an Act of War against
the Kingdom of Yahweh, but can stop Him From destroying it for doing 0.
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Las Vegas, Nevada, Thursday, June 11, 2015

[Hearing began at 9:37 a.m.]

THE COURT: Robert Brown, C299234-1. The record should
reflect the presence of the Defendant. This is a status check resetting of
trial and status check file review. Counsel will you state your
appearances.

MS. BAHARAYV: Colleen Baharav, B-a-h-a-r-a-v for the State.

MS. LUEM: Andrea Luem and Amanda Gregory on behalf of
Mr. Brown, Judge. He's present in custody.

THE COURT: I'm looking for my Marshal. |just remanded
somebody, so he's in there.

MS. LUEM: Judge can we approach?

THE COURT: Sure. You know it's not going to be recorded
right? It's not that | don’t want to; it's just that the quality is so bad that
she can't type it.

[Bench Conference]

THE COURT: Okay. Sir, due to the nature of the charge and
the nature of the potential penalty, your lawyer advises me that she has
significant mitigation work left to be done in addition to everything related
to what we call the liability portion of the trial, and she has to be
prepared for the potential for a penalty portion of the trial because she
doesn't know what's going to happen.

So, the lawyers looked at my schedule and they are -- rather

than set a trial early in 2016 and then have to move it, they chose
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August 29, 2016. | would be setting status checks probably every 60 to
90 days on ftrial readiness because if we're going to put it out that far,
then | really want it to go. So, you've discussed these things with your
lawyers yes?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes.

THE COURT: And you understand they need more time to
get ready, yes?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes.

THE COURT: So, you understand why I'm setting it out so
far, basically due to the nature of the offense and the penalty that you
face?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes.

THE COURT: Okay. The matter is set for -- do you have any
question?

THE DEFENDANT: No.

THE COURT: The matter is set for trial August 29, 2016 at
10:30, with a calendar call August 18, 2016 at 9 a.m., with the
understanding that I'm going to have a status check trial readiness on
November 10™ at § o’clock.

MS. LUEM: Thank you.

[Hearing concluded at 8:42 a.m.]

* k k k% k %
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ATTEST: I do hereby certify that I have truly and correctly transcribed the
audio/video proceedings in the above-entitled case to the best of my ability.
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Yydtte G. Sison
urt Recorder/Transcriber
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Las Vegas, Nevada, Thursday, July 21, 2016

[Hearing began at 9:20 a.m.]

THE COURT: Robert Brown, Jr., C299234-1. The record
should reflect the presence of the Defendant. Are you aware of his
August 2™ motion that | haven't looked at and won't address until August
2M7

MS. GREGORY: Yes, Your Honor, so what we were
suggesting, we're not going to be ready for trial on this. We have a lot of
witnesses that we're still locating and documents that subpoenaed, so
what we - we did talk to the State; they're okay with vacating the trial
date, so what we were suggesting is setting it for that August 2" date to
reset trial after you hear Mr. Brown’s motion.

THE COURT: Okay, well let me save you a couple weeks. |
will require a meeting between Counsel and the Defendant to address,
outside the presence of the Court, prior to hearing the motion. | will also

MS. GREGORY: Your Honor, really quick, regarding that,
we've tried several times to meet with him, and he refuses our visits.

THE COURT: You gotta meet with her, otherwise -- you know
-- you have to have a meeting.

MS. GREGORY: | think we've gone over maybe five or six
times, our investigator, our mitigation specialist --

THE COURT: [ require the attorneys to tell you the legal

ramifications of representing yourself, including the impact on post-
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conviction writs of habeas corpus. If you represent yourself -- there's an
entire level of appeal related to attorney mistakes, that you won't be able
to -- so | require this meeting. You have to meet with them.

THE DEFENDANT: Yes ma'am.

THE COURT: | mean representing yourself isn't going
anywhere, right? So, could you have the meeting, otherwise, you know,
it's going to be more difficult for you.

THE DEFENDANT: Okay.

THE COURT: Okay, thank you very much. So, I'm going to
continue the status check jury questionnaire to Jury Commissioner, to
August 2",

There is a lengthy list of motions set for August 18" that we
can address on August 2" Part of the meeting that you are supposed
to have, should address -- they are the Defendant's motion for individual
sequestered voir dire; the Defendant's motion to bar the admission of
cumulative victim impact evidence in violation of due process clause,
motion to preclude the Court from participating in rehabilitation of
potential jurors; the Defendant's motion for the Court to allow
presentation of evidence of the disproportionality and arbitrariness and
unfairness of the death sentence; the Defendant's motion to prohibit
evidence and argument concerning mitigating circumstances not raised
by the Defendant; the Defendant’s motion for an order permitting
discovery of records pertaining to family life of victim; the Defendant’s
motion for the Court to disclose its views, that one’s interesting, can't

wait to hear it, and it goes on. Those have all been filed by your lawyer.
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If you're going to represent yourself, you better start jumping in to the
meat of those babies.

THE DEFENDANT: Yes.

THE COURT: Okay.

THE DEFENDANT: Yes.

MS. GREGORY: Okay. August2™7?

THE COURT: Yes.

MS. GREGORY: And his trial date still stands for right now, or
is it going to be vacated.

THE COURT: I'm not doing anything with the trial date until
August 2",

MS. GREGORY: Okay, thank you.

THE COURT: But, | appreciate you letting me know that you
don't anticipate that it's going. | assume if you choose to represent
yourself, you're going to be ready by August 29™? Oh, you want to go?

THE DEFENDANT: | hope so, yeah.

THE COURT: Oh, ckay. Well, if he’s going to represent
himself, he might be going. So | can't vacate the trial date until | decide
what I'm doing on August 2™,

MS. GREGORY: All right, Your Honor, that's fine.

THE COURT: Okay, but you -- but | need you to meet with
them before then to discuss the motions, impact on post-conviction, a
Faretta Canvas Canvas and what that means.

MS. GREGORY: Myself and Ms. Luem will meet with him.

THE COURT: Thank you.
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[Hearing concluded at 9:24 a.m.]

R R OR R R

ATTEST: I do hereby certify that I have truly and correctly transcribed the
audio/video proceedings in the above-entitled case to the best of my ability.

W%zﬁm

Yy dtte G. Sison
urt Recorder/Transcriber
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Las Vegas, Nevada, Tuesday, August 2, 2016

[Hearing began at 8:35 a.m.]

THE COURT: Who's handling page 4 for the State, you or
someone else on State of Nevada versus Robert Brown?

MS. BAHARAV: | am, Your Honor.

MS. GREGORY: We're all here, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Okay, normally because of the pro per motions
that are pending, | would do this at the end outside the presence of the
District Attorney. So, | suggest, if you want to come back at 9:30, |
should be ready. Can you do that?

MS. GREGORY: Ummm, let me -- hold on one second. |
apologize, Your Honor.

MS. BAHARAYV: | start trial at 10:30, so as long as we're --

MS. GREGORY: | have a civil --

THE COURT: | don't really need you for the outside the
presence of the District Attorney part.

MS. GREGORY: -- | have a civil status check on a case at
9:00 that I'm going to be in, and you know, sometimes those take a little
longer, but | will try my best to get out of there and get back here by
9:30.

THE COURT: Okay, where is that?

MS. GREGORY: It's in Department 28; and | can leave my
cell phone number with your clerks as well, so if we start getting close.

THE COURT: Okay. Thank you.
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MS. BAHARAYV: Your Honor, the State noticed that there's
some motions on calendar for the 18", are you leaving those on
calendar at this point? We should have oppositions this week.

THE COURT: | don't know yet.

MS. BAHARAYV: Okay, thank you.

THE COURT: Okay.

[Case trailed at 8:36 a.m.]
[Case recalled at 10:38 a.m.]

THE COURT: State versus Robert Brown, Jr., where are
you? The record should reflect Mr. Brown is present in custody. He's
filed several motions.

Mr. Brown, | have to go through a Faretfta Canvas and | have

to talk to you outside the presence of the District Attorney, and
unfortunately because | have a trial that's supposed to start six minutes
ago, and a jury sitting outside, I'm going to continue this case until
Friday.

If after the Faretta Canvas, | think -- you know, some of the

things we need to talk about -- | read your motion and the way you wrote
it, | don't know if that was a stock motion that you got from somebody
else. Standby counsel isn’t going to write motions for you and file and
make arguments. You represent yourself, you represent yourself.
Standby counsel helps you overcome the phrasing of a question, if
objections keep getting sustained because people like yourself are --
have not had a trial procedure class and have difficulty asking questions

in an appropriate way, and | keep sustaining the objections. They can
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help you rephrase a question. They might be able to do some, at the
request of the Court, ministerial tasks, but they're not going to file and
argue motions for you. You know, that's just you sticking your hand in
some attorney’s back and telling them what to do; that doesn't work that
way. You either represent yourself or you don't. You handle your own
motions or you don't, that kind of thing. So, we have to -- you have to be
prepared to discuss that on Friday.

Also, if you are going to represent yourself, do you anticipate
being ready for August 29"?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes.

THE COURT: Without an investigator or anything? You're just
going to go for it?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes ma'am.

THE COURT: Okay, well that's a very long conversation that
we're going to have, because when you go to trial, if you lose and the
District Attorney is successful and convicts you of these 15 counts,
including murder with use of a deadly weapon, and let’s say the jury
imposes a sentence of death, then you have a right to an appeal,
assuming you represent yourself on appeal, or you could ask for an
attorney at that time, and the -- and I'm affirmed, if I'm affirmed, which |
take great pride in my record in that | -- | have a pretty good record of
making good decisions, not perfect, because no one’s perfect but very
good; so if I'm affirmed, then you lose an entire layer of appellate relief.
You cannot claim post-conviction relief if you force the self-

representation. If, however, you were to go to trial and lose, and the
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conviction were affirmed on appeal, then there’s an entire body of law
and level of review associated with attacking your client -- your
attorney’s deficient performances that you can't do if it's you. Your
deficient performance is not grounds for ineffective assistance of
counsel, only their deficient performance. Do you understand that?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, | am aware, and | saw that as well.

THE COURT: Okay, so we're going to have to go through this
on Friday, and so your motions will be continued until Friday morning at
9a.m.

MR. ROWLES: Your Honor, would you like a District Attorney
present for that?

THE COURT: | think, you know, I'm not sure, | think | have
something else. If she wants to send the file or -- we are going to have
to address the motions and things. If she wants to know, she should be
here.

MR. ROWLES: I'll let Ms. Baharav know, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Because | do think that the District Attorney

should be present during the Faretta Canvas, there’s just a pre-Faretia

conversation that I'm not going to have in the presence of the District
Attorney.
MR. ROWLES: Yes, Your Honor.
[Colloguy - The Court and the Court Clerk]
THE COURT: It needs to be on at 10, 10 a.m., thank you.
MS. GREGORY: So is this one at 9 a.m. or 10 a.m.?
THE COURT: It's 10 a.m., 10 a.m., 10 a.m., sorry | have

1762 Page 5




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

competency at 9. Thank you.

[Hearing concluded at 10:43 a.m.]
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Las Vegas, Nevada, Friday, August 19, 2016

[Hearing began at 9:03 a.m.]

THE COURT: State versus Robert Brown, C299234-1. The
record should reflect Mr. Brown is present in custody; Ms. Luem for the
Defendant. Drs. Perlotto and Lenkeit found the Defendant met the
criteria to be considered competent to proceed. | reviewed the reports, |
would suggest | found Dr. Lenkeit’s report less helpful. It kind of
suggested to me that he didn't go through any of the other information
other than a meeting with the Defendant, but | don't know that to be true.
You gave him the information right?

MS. LUEM: Well Judge, what happened was | emailed
Christina Green. She sent the names of the doctors. | contacted both
doctors, and Dr. Perlot --

THE COURT: Perlotto.

MS. LUEM: -- she reached out to me and | emailed her all of
those records. | got an email back from his assistant, and | gave her my
cell phone and asked that he call me so we can coordinate a time to
discuss the case, and he never did.

S0, | was - | guess | was not -- | suppose | should’ve just sent

the records to the assistant, but | -- | was expecting him to call me and
so -- | -- | don't know exactly what happened but he -- he never read
them.

THE COURT: Yeah, | mean that wasn't the deal. So, I'm

going to send it -- he has to get -- he has to read everything and, you
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know, and -- it's not -- sometimes things aren’t as simple as they first
appear.

Okay, so could you give him the records, send them to the,
you know -- if Christina is going to communicate, then | need an update
to his report that involves a conversation with you and a review of
records.

MS. LUEM: Okay. | can email them today.

THE COURT: And possibly a review of Perlotto’s evaluation.

MS. LUEM: And maybe | can just --

THE COURT: Her lengthy, detailed, very specific, with a lot of
information evaluation.

MS. LUEM: -- | can just send the records.

THE COURT: Okay, Mr. Brown, we're almost done with this
part of it. Okay, we're going to pass it two weeks to see if he has the
ability to get it updated at that time, and then presuming they're
competent, we'll go forward.

MS. LUEM: Judge, there's a status check on Tuesday. Do
we want to trail that --

THE COURT: I'm going to move the status check just to
competency -- I'm going to vacate the status check for Tuesday and just
leave the competency date that I'm going to give right now, which is two
weeks.

THE COURT CLERK: September 2™ at 9 a.m.

THE COURT: Can you vacate Department 9's Tuesday status

check?
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THE COURT CLERK: Yes.

THE COURT: Okay, Mr. Brown, thank you.

MS. LUEM: Judge, there's also still a trial date, August 29, |
assume we're going to vacate that or --

THE COURT: Yes, that's going to be vacated because of this.

MS. BAHARAYV: Thank you.

MS. LUEM: Thank you.

[Hearing concluded at 10:43 a.m.]
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Las Vegas, Nevada, Thursday, February 23, 2017
[Hearing began at 9:25 a.m.]

THE COURT: Mr. Brown, if you have a lot of oral argument on
your case, I'm going to trail it. If you're going toc submit it on the briefs,
I’'m going to call it, or if you have hominal argument, I'm going to call it.
Where's Robert Brown?

THE DEFENDANT: Yeah, the argument will be extensive,
Judge --

THE COURT: Oh, extensive?

THE DEFENDANT: Yeah.

THE COURT: Okay, have a seat. You can come back in
about, | would say -- if you could come back at 9:50.

THE CORRECTIONS OFFICER: At 9:507

THE COURT: Sorry.

THE CORRECTIONS OFFICER: That's okay. Thanks, Judge.

THE COURT: Thank you.

[Case trailed at 9:25 a.m ]
[Case recalled at 9:34 a.m.]

THE COURT: State versus Robert Brown, C299234-1.

MS. WALDO: Good Morning, Your Honor, Jennifer Waldo
standing in for Amanda Gregory as Standby Counsel for Mr. Brown.
Your Honor, we asked to have this matter recalled because in speaking
with Mr. Brown, he did receive a copy of the State’s opposition, but he
would like time to file a written reply. | spoke with Mr. Scow regarding

that matter, and it's my understanding that he's not going to oppose that.
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Additionally --

THE COURT: How do you need Mr. Brown to file a reply?

THE DEFENDANT: A couple weeks.

THE COURT: | can't hear you.

THE DEFENDANT: A couple weeks -- couple weeks should
be fine.

THE COURT: Okay, you have until March 9" at 4 p.m. to mail
your reply to -- | mean, we're cutting it a little close here for the trial, so
March 9" is your calendar call, so --

MS. WALDO: Well, Your Honor, | can speak to that. | believe
we do need to address Mr. Brown's trial date. It's my understanding that
during the time that Mr. Brown has been in custody, a large portion of his
file has gone missing. He was, | believe in the hospital for a brief period
of time, and when he came back, most of the file was missing;
information that he had been working on and so forth. So, | believe he
intends to address the trial date with Your Honor this morning.

THE COURT: You need to putitin writing. So, I'm on notice
that you're going to move to continue the trial | guess. You'll need to put
that in writing.

MS. WALDO: Understood.

THE COURT: So, I'm sure you could do that by March 9™,
right? It's pretty simple; | need a continuance because of whatever.
Okay, so March 9" at 4 o’clock. State you're on notice he’s going to
make this request, and if you're going to oppose it, you'll have to oppose

it in writing.
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MR. SCOW: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: And I'll have to continue it for that to happen.
So -- actually what I'm going to do is I'm going to give you until March 8"
at 4 o'clock to mail it in; that’s plenty of time to file a reply, so that | could
have it by the 9" at your calendar call; that gives you 13 days to file a
reply that the rules allow 10 days for, and I'm giving you a couple extra
days because you have to send it over.

THE DEFENDANT: At that time do | need to address the fact
that | need to have the discovery re -- re-issued to me, the entire
discovery? So much of it is missing.

THE COURT: Whatever you file your motion, asking for
whatever you want to ask for, for the trial date and anything else you
want to ask for, then | will address it. So, | would suggest you file that
contemporaneously or as quickly as possible, if you could file it earlier
than your reply. Anything else?

THE DEFENDANT: No that's it.

THE COURT: All right; then the matters -- the pro per motion
is set for March 9" at 9 a.m., and any other motion that he files will be --
even if it's given a different date by the Clerk’s Office because he mails it
in, State you should be looking on Odyssey and trying to pull it so that
you can respond.

MR. SCOW: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Okay, thanks.

MR. SCOW: Thank you.

MS. WALDO: Thank you, Your Honor.
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[Hearing concluded at 9:37 a.m.]
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Las Vegas, Nevada, Thursday, June 15, 2017
[Hearing began at 9:57 a.m.]

THE COURT: Robert Brown, C299234-1. This is a status
check appointment of counsel. Counsel can you state your
appearances for the record; and you were sent by the Office of Indigent
Counsel, yes?

MS. MANINGO: Ivette Maningo and Patricia Palm on behalf
of Mr. Brown.

THE COURT: Okay, Mr. Brown, this is who -- these are the
attorneys that Mr. Christensen sent over. | just want to confirm that you
want me to appoint them.

THE DEFENDANT: Yes.

THE COURT: All right. They're appointed to represent you.
We have -- here’s our dates right now: January 8, 2018 for jury trial,
status check trial readiness -- I'm sorry, calendar call December 21,
status check trial readiness, September.

| don't know if you're in a position to address that now, but |
would prefer if we could address it at another time.

MS. MANINGO: That's fine --

THE COURT: Don't you need time to --

MS. MANINGO: -- yes, and for the record -- | mean |
mentioned this last week when we were here, that was one of the things,
obviously. This is a death case; we cannot be ready in January. Mr.
Brown understands that.

THE COURT: Can we just address it in September?
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MS. MANINGO: I'm sorry.
THE COURT: Can we just address it in September at your

status check, about moving that trial. | mean, you're putting the DA on

notice; hey, we're going to ask for more time than January. | understand

you're asking for more time than January, but | don't want to set a date

right now because ['ve got a jury in the hallway and --

MS. MANINGO: That's fine.
THE COURT: -- you have -- we have time --
Ms. MANINGO: And for the record, Mr. Scow said last time

he wasn't opposed to a continuance; and then we can address it at that

time.

THE COURT: Okay?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes ma'am.
THE COURT: Thanks.

MS. MANINGO: Thank you.

[Hearing concluded at 9:59 a.m.]
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Las Vegas, Nevada, Tuesday, October 25, 2016
[Hearing began at 9:32 a.m.]

THE COURT: Page 5 for Ms. Gregory. This is one of those --
where is -- | have to trail it and have to do it at the end, and | don't know
why it's on at 9 and not 10:30. Do | have an investigator here on this
case?

THE INVESTIGATOR: Yes.

THE COURT: Yes, | just need a couple minutes to get
through some of the other cases. | appreciate your patience.

THE INVESTIGATOR: Thank you.

THE COURT: Thank you.

[Case trailed at 9:32 a.m.]
[Case recalled at 11:08 a.m.]

THE COURT: | need Mr. Brown, Cowart and Stewart to stay.
Okay, starting with Brown. |s there a way that we could put Cowart and
Stewart in the back just for a couple minutes while | talk to Mr. Brown
and his investigator privately? | mean, you're coming back, | just -- | can
only do one at a time.

Okay, so | need everybody that's not present for the Brown
matter to step out for a minute while | have a hearing outside the
presence of the District Attorney, related to investigation to be
undertaken for the Defense of Mr. Brown, on page 5.

State versus Robert Brown, ©C299234-1. We're going to have
a sealed hearing outside the presence of everybody. Is that -- that’s not

recording right?
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MEDIA: No, it's not. | shut it off. | can take it out with me if
you'd like.

THE COURT: | would prefer that, thank you.

MEDIA: Absolutely.

MS. GREGORY: And Your Honor, that's my paralegal in the
hall that works in my office.

THE COURT: Do you have any objection to her paralegal
being here?

THE DEFENDANT: No.

THE COURT: I'm sorry.

THE DEFENDANT: No.

THE COURT: Okay.

[The portions of this hearing from 11:09:51 a.m. to 11:24:06 is
sealed per order of the Court, and was held outside the presence of
the District Attorney]

THE COURT: So, the record should reflect that we are no
longer conducting a sealed hearing, that the conversation between --
and for the record, Ms. Gregory is not standby counsel.

MR. SCOW: Okay.

THE COURT: She is standby-standby counsel, in case the
Defendant changes his mind. And so the record should reflect that Mr. -
- because this part isn’t private or related to the Defendant's defense,
and you're entitled to know this, that the Defendant objects to Ms.
Gregory being the standby counsel, and he wants the Court to appoint

somebody else, not one of the -- how many lawyers -- which lawyer are
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you?

MS. GREGORY: | believe we were seven and eight.

THE COURT: Yeah, he doesn't want one, two, three, four,
five, six, seven, or eight to be standby counsel, he wants a completely
different ninth attorney, and | said its Ms. Gregory or her partner, or no
one at all. And so, I'm -- | think the record is sufficiently clear that the
Court has done everything it can to find a lawyer that he can agree with
for five minutes, five months, a trial, and that’s just not going to happen
no matter how many | choose. So, she will be there if he changes his
mind during the trial or at any time before, and that’s -- so I'm making a
record he wanted somebody else, and the record shall so reflect the
Court declined to appoint a ninth attorney as standby counsel,

MR. SCOW: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Okay, now, the Defendant, and the Court, and
you are now going to discuss a trial date. | had advised the Defendant --
the Defendant has investigative work to do that doesn't involve you and
is of no -- you know not going to be discussed with you, but what is
appropriate to discuss with you is his intention to file written motions,
whatever those will be and having, in my view, a reasonable time for him
to do the investigation in this case and any reasonable motions would be
anywhere from -- and | told the Defendant; look, if you can't, for
whatever reason, your written motion work can't be done by the trial date
that | give you, then you can file a written motion telling me reasons why
you need more time, but honestly if | set this trial in June or August of

2017, that’s plenty of time to file motions.
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MR. SCOW.: | agree, Your Honor.

THE COURT: So, what is your preference?

THE DEFENDANT: As far as the date?

THE COURT: June or August.

THE DEFENDANT: I'm not going to set a date. | set a date
three years ago for a speedy trial, which this Court just trampled upon.
So as far as date --

THE COURT: So, | can set it in January if you like --

THE DEFENDANT: -- I'm not going to sign -- I'm not going to
just -

THE COURT: Do you want it in January?

THE DEFENDANT: -- like | said -- the Court is obviously doing
what it wants to do --

THE COURT: Can you be ready in January?

THE DEFENDANT: -- can | be ready? That's possible, that's
all | can say to that. For the record --

MS. GREGORY: Your Honor --

THE DEFENDANT: -- for the record again, my objection to
Ms. Gregory being standby counsel was due to the fact that you granted
my pro se motion, in which that motion stated | wanted new counsel as
standby counsel. You said you granted it.

THE COURT: Can you be ready in January?

THE DEFENDANT: Possibly.

THE COURT: February 6™?

THE DEFENDANT: Possibly.
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THE COURT: Could you be ready February 6"?

MR. SCOW: Yes, Judge.

THE COURT: Could you have the investigation done
February 6"?

MR. FUENTES - INVESTIGATOR: Your Honor, that'd be
pushing it. | wouldn’t want to be -- | mean, as far as I'm concerned, |
wouldn't want to - | don't know what’s going to come up as far as when |
do my investigation --

THE COURT: What about March 27""? Could you be ready
March 27"

MR. FUENTES - INVESTIGATOR: Sure, that's fine.

THE COURT: Okay.

MS. GREGORY: And, Your Honor, | apologize, as standby --

THE COURT: Standby-standby counsel.

MS. GREGORY: -- standby, | assume | need to be at the trial.
March 27" is not good for my office.

THE COURT: Whatis good for your office? March 20?2

MS. GREGORY: Probably in -- March 20" would be much
better.

THE COURT: The matter is set for trial March 20" at 10:30,
with a calendar call March 9™ at @ a.m. Anything else you wish to say?

THE DEFENDANT: No ma'am.

THE COURT: Okay. Thank you.

MR. SCOW: Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: By the way, we've set up a process for the
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investigator to advise court staff of special requests that may not be part
of today’s hearing that come up for investigation. The District Attorney
should not be privy to any of those emails and/or communications and
what the Court’s plan would be is to left-side file them under seal so that
you don't have anything to do with it. But, | do have a process in place.
| can't make them come here every time you want to issue a subpoena,
s0 we have kind of set a parameter for what they would have to come
here for and what they wouldn't, that doesn't really involve the State, but
that's -- | need to make a record that we have a process in place.

MR. SCOW: That's fine, Your Honor. And if | could put one
thing on the record as far as like the notice of withesses and current
contact information, if we can provide those addresses --

THE COURT: Yes.

MR. SCOW: directly to the investigator?

THE COURT: Yes. If you would provide whatever address
you have to the investigator that he requests, any updates --

MR. SCOW: And he’s made a request --

THE COURT: -- or anything like that, that needs to be done
too -- you know, it's my understanding that Mr. Brown isn't particularly
interested in addresses, he’s interested in investigation results, correct?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes.

MR. SCOW: And then, they've asked for all jail calls. We
have provided some, but we'll go back and -

THE COURT: See when -- when -- | -- okay.

MR. SCOW: And we’ll do that as well.
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THE COURT: Okay.

MR. FUENTES - INVESTIGATOR: Your Honor, can | just
have one second to ask Mr. Brown a question before we finish up --

THE COURT: Sure.

MR. FUENTES - INVESTIGATOR: -- s0 that -- there may be
another issue that | wanted to talk to him about.

MS. GREGORY: Your Honor, if -- while he’s doing that, if | can
approach on something unrelated to the case, but related to my
appointment?

THE COURT: It's what?

MS. GREGORY: Can | approach? It's unrelated to this case
but related to my appointment.

THE COURT: Unrelated to this case?

MS. GREGORY: It's not related to anything that --

THE COURT: Your schedule or something else?

MS. GREGORY: It affects Mr. Christensen’s Office and how
this works.

THE COURT: Oh, okay.

MS. GREGORY: Thank you.

[Bench Conference]

MR. FUENTES - INVESTIGATOR: Okay, Your Honor, there's
no need to do anything else this morning.

THE COURT: Okay. So, that's the trial date. | don't know
what your schedule is, but many times things come in trial at the last

minute that might need to be investigated or something like that, so |
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think you're going to have to be in the courtroom.

MR. FUENTES - INVESTIGATOR: That's fine.

THE COURT: Okay, great.

MR. FUENTES - INVESTIGATOR: That's fine, Your Honor.
That's why I'm here.

THE COURT: Thanks. Thank you.

MR. FUENTES - INVESTIGATOR: What | do need though is
the email that | am to --

THE COURT: Yes, my Marshal will give it to you on the way
out. He needs Diane’s email.

THE MARSHAL: Okay.

THE COURT: Thank you.

[Hearing concluded at 11:33 a.m.]
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
THE STATE OF NEVADA,
Plaintiff,

-Vs- CASE NO:  (-14-299234-]

ROBERT BROWN, JR., _
aka, Ariyl #6006120 DEPTNQ: VI

Defendant.

STATE’S OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT’S MOTION FOR COURT TO TAKE
JUDICIAL NOTICE OF ACCUSED TO RAISE CLAIMS OF CORPORATION
SOLE ("ARIYL") BY MOTION OR PLEA

DATE OF HEARING: APRIL 26, 2022
TIME OF HEARING: 9:30 AM

COMES NOW, the State of Nevada, by STEVEN B. WOLFSON, Clark County
District Attorney, through KAREN MISHLER, Chief Deputy District Attorney, and hereby
submits the attached Points and Authorities in Opposition to Defendant’s Motion For Court
To Take Judicial Notice Of Accused To Raise Claims Of Corporation Sole ("Ariyl") By
Motion Or Plea.

This Opposition is made and based upon all the papers and pleadings on file herein, the
attached points and authorities in support hereof, and oral argument at the time of hearing, if
deemed necessary by this Honorable Court.

i
i
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POINTS AND AUTHORITIES
STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On July 17, 2014, the State filed an Information charging Defendant Robert Brown
with the following: Count | — Invasion of the Home While in Possession of a Deadly Weapon
(Category B Felony — NRS 205.067); Count 2 — Burglary While in Possession of a Firearm
{Category B Felony — NRS 205.060); Count 3 — Murder With Use of a Deadly Weapon
{Category A Felony — NRS 193.165, 200.010, 200.030); Counts 4 & 5 — Attempt Murder With
Use of a Deadly Weapon (Category B Felony — NRS 193.165, 193.330, 200.010, 200.030);
Count 6 — Possession of Firearm by Ex-Felon (Category B Felony — NRS 202.360); Counts 7-
14 — Discharge of Firearm From or Within a Structure (Category B Felony — NRS 202.287);
Count 15 — Child Abuse, Neglect, or Endangerment With Use of a Deadly Weapon (Category
B Felony — NRS 193.165, 200.508(1)). Defendant was arraigned on July 21, 2014, at which
time he entered a plea of not guilty and waived his right to a speedy trial. On August 8, 2014,
the State filed a Notice of Intent to Seek the Death Penalty. Trial dates have been set and
vacated numerous times in this case, and trial is currently pending.

On April 2, 2022, Defendant filed the instant Motion for Court to Take Judicial Notice
of Accused to Raise Claims of Corporation Sole ("Ariyl") By Motion or Plea. The State
opposes as follows.

ARGUMENT

Detendant appears to be requesting that this Court take judicial notice that Defendant
is a corporation. Specifically, he contends he has “expatriated and entered the Church as a
foreign corporation sole” Motion, at 3. Defendant seems under the impression that this Court
must recognize him as a corporation in the name of “Ariyl”.

Defendant has provided no factual support for his contention that he is a corporation,
and thus he is not enfitled to judicial notice. A judicially noticed fact must be generally known
within this Court’s jurisdiction or “[c]apable of accurate and ready determination by resort to

sources whose accuracy cannot reasonably be questioned, so that the fact is not subject to

2
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reasonable dispute.” NRS 47.130(2). The State disputes the contention that Defendant is a
corporation, and also maintains that such a contention is not a defense to criminal liability.

The State agrees with Defendant’s statement that a number of witnesses in this case
know him as “Ariyl” and are expected to identify him as such. However, this is merely a
nickname, not a corporate identity. For this reason, on March 15, 2022, the State filed an
Amended Information containing the aka of “Ariyl”.

The State notes that Defendant’s complaints about his racial and/or ethnic classification
in custody has nothing to do with his prosecution in this case. While the Clark County
Detention Center may have given Defendant a racial classification with which he disagrees,
this designation is used by CCDC, not the Clark County District Attorney’s Office, and is in
no way a basis for prosecution in this case.

Defendant is incorrect in his belief that by declaring himself a corporation he can escape
criminal liability in this matter. Defendant, as a person, is subject to the jurisdiction of this
court. “Every person, whether an inhabitant of this state, or any other state, or of a territory or
district of the United States, is liable to punishment by the laws of this state for a public offense
committed therein, except where it is by law cognizable exclusively in the courts of the United
States.” NRS 171.010. Defendant even refers to himself as a legal person in the instant Motion.
To the extent that Defendant complains about the fact that he is referred to as “Robert Brown”
in this case, this is his true legal name and inclusion of it on the charging document in this case
is appropriate. Ironically, Defendant used the name “Robert Brown” in the instant Motion.

Detendant has failed to present this Court with any support for his contention that he is
a corporation, and thus 1s not entitled to judicial notice regarding this claim. The State in no
way intends to interfere with Defendant’s right to raise a particular defense at trial, but merely
takes the position that his chosen defense does not warrant judicial notice.

/
/
/
/
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CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, the State respectfully requests that Defendant’s Motion for
Court to Take Judicial Notice of Accused to Raise Claims of Corporation Sole ("Ariyl") By
Motion or Plea be denied.

DATED this 22™ day of April, 2022.

Respectfully submitted,

STEVEN B. WOLFSON
Clark County District Attorney
Nevada Bar #001565

BY s/ Karen Mishler
KAREN MISHLER
Chief Deputy District Attorney
Nevada Bar #013730

CERTIFICATE OF ELECTRONIC TRANSMISSION

I hereby certify that service of the above and foregoing was made this 22™ day of April,

2022, by electronic transmission to:

CLARK PATRICK, ESQ.
CWPATRICKLAW@GMAIL.COM

ROBERT BROWN AKA ARIYL #6006120
330 S. CASINO CENTER BLVD.
LAS VEGAS, NV 89101

BY  /s/ Corelle Bellamy

Corelle Bellamy
Secretary for the District Attorney’s Office

KM/km/Appeals
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Tuesday, March 29, 2022, Las Vegas, Nevada

[Proceedings began at 11:17 a.m.]
CORRECTION OFFICER: He refused, Your Honor.
THE COURT: The defendant is present where? Where is he?
MR. RAMAN: He's a refusal.
CORRECTION OFFICER: Refusal.
UNKNOWN MALE: He's refused court, Judge.
THE COURT: This is his pro per motion.
MR. RAMAN: No, it's my motion Your Honor.
THE COURT: No it's - he's just pro per, it's the State’s motion to

amend. Got a trial date -- calendar call April 5 trial date April 18™,

And this guy doesn’t have counsel?

MR. RAMAN: He has stand-by Mr. Clark.

MR. CLARK: Mr. Clark, sorry [indiscernible].

THE COURT: Have you talked to him?

MR. CLARK: Excuse me Your Honor?

THE COURT: Have you had any conversations with him?
MR. CLARK: I've had a few.

THE COURT: Is this guy, in your opinion, is he gonna be able to

represent himself?

MR. RAMAN: Your Honor, he’s been through two Faretfa canvas,

including a very lengthy one by Judge Leavitt. | believe so.

THE COURT: Really?

MR. CLARK: And | have no representations to make other than that,
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Judge. He knows Faretta and --

THE COURT: Well --

MR. CLARK: -- he says he’s more comfortable representing himself,
you know, it's a murder trial | don’t know.

THE COURT: | wished that he was here, because | think it's important
drill that somebody in this spot to understand that | have never seen a pro per
defendant prevail on anything. This is a murder charge. What in the world.

Well the State’s motion to amend is granted. And | guess leave the
dates the way they are.

MR. RAMAN: Okay.

THE COURT: We've got just for the record we have status check on
trial readiness April 1% along with the -- said calendar call is April 5™ and the trial
date is April 18™.

I'll just say Judge Bluth has been in trial more than anybody | know --
of ever. She is constantly in trial. She's in her third week in the murder trial she's
in right now.

Well there you go. Thank you.

MR. CLARK: Thank you, Your Honor.

[Proceedings concluded at 11:20 a.m.]

ok ok ok ok ok
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Friday, April 1, 2022, Las Vegas, Nevada

[Proceedings began at 10:04 a.m.]

THE COURT: All right, let’'s go to page 8, State of Nevada versus
Robert Brown, Jr., C299234-1. Mr. Brown --

MR. RAMAN: Your Honor, Jay P. Raman for the State.

THE COURT: Jay P. Raman for the State. Mr. Brown is not present;
he is in custody in the Clark County Detention Center, he is a refusal this morning.
He has jury trial of 4/18. He represents himself in pro per status. Mr. Raman
present via -- on behalf of the State via Bluejeans.

[Colloquy between The Court and The Court Staff]

THE COURT: And Mr. Clark Patrick is on Blugjeans via -- as stand-by
counsel.

All right guys where are we at in regards to Mr. Brown?

MR. RAMAN: Your Honor, Mr. Brown he was absent earlier this week
we had a State’s motion to amend information. The problem we have is because
he's representing himself, the decision to not appear at his court appearances is
problematic. So we have two in a row where he’s refused. We have a calendar
call next week. | [indiscernible] this point he be brought to court my any means
necessary.

| did receive a call from Mr. Brown’s mother yesterday claiming that
Mr. Brown is refusing because he has some pain in his neck. So that's all | know
about that. But as far as the State is concerned we’ve been waiting to try this man
for over 8 years, and we are going to be ready to go on the trial in question.

And Mr. Brown was canvas extensively by Judge Leavitt probably
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more than 20 minutes, and he said he would be ready to go on this trial setting
because this vacillated between him having counsel, him firing counsel, him
representing himself, him getting counsel again, then him deciding to representing
himself, now with stand-by, it's just gone for nearly a decade for no reason.

THE COURT: Okay. Mr. Patrick have you had the opportunity to
speak with Mr. Brown?

MR. CLARK: I've talked to him a couple times, Your Honor. He's
difficult to chat with.

THE COURT: All right, so we will bring him on April 5" by any means
necessary. We'll have to send an order over to the jail, but he'll be brought over
my any means necessary. And then we'll iron this out.

MR. RAMAN: Does Your Honor need the State to prepare that order
or is chambers going to prepare it?

[Colloguy between The Court and The Judicial Executive Assistant]

THE COURT: We'lldo it.

MR. RAMAN: Okay. | greatly appreciate it.

MR. CLARK: And Judge did you say the 6™?
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THE COURT: No it's on for the 5",
MR. CLARK: 5" correct, thank you.
THE COURT: All right.

[Proceedings concluded at 10:07 a.m.]
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Tuesday, April 5, 2022, Las Vegas, Nevada

[Proceedings began at 11:13 a.m.]

THE COURT: -- Robert Brown Jr., C299234-1. Mr. Brown is present
in custody via BlueJeans, he represents himself. Mr. Clark Patrick is present on
his behalf as purely stand-by counsel. Mr. Raman is present on behalf of the
State.

All right, good morning everybody this is time and date for calendar
call for our trial starting on April 18"™. Mr. Brown are you ready to go to trial, sir?

THE DEFENDANT: | think | could answer that questions if you could
provide with some questions first. | don’t think | can reasonable answer that
question right now.

THE COURT: Go for it.

THE DEFENDANT: First, let's see, one issue | have, I'd like to know if
the State can force me to go to trial knowing they have not delivered to me my
discovery in the first place?

THE COURT: Mr. Raman -- well so the State doesn’t control whether
or not we go to trial, sir, that’s ultimately my decision.

Mr. Raman what would you like to place on the record in regards to
discovery that has been given over to Mr. Brown considering it's a 2014 case?

MR. RAMAN: So discovery has been provided numerous times to
numerous counsel throughout the history of him having counsel, not having
counsel. He's not making any specific requests or curiosities about any given
piece. So his blanket, | don’t have discovery | don't think hold much value given

the timeline of this case and the lack of specificity.
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THE COURT: And what is it you believe you're missing Mr. Brown?

THE DEFENDANT: I'm missing virtually everything. There’s 4 boxes
that were sent by the last attorneys to this jail. | informed this court twice that the
jail refused to give me all 4 of those boxes. So | don’t know how 4 boxes can be
deemed by the State as me not having my discovery. That's my entire discovery. |
don’t have 4 boxes of discovery here with me.

THE COURT: Okay. What do you have access to?

THE DEFENDANT: As far as my discovery?

THE COURT: Yes. So the 4 boxes are you saying -- the jail has never
given you the 4 boxes?

THE DEFENDANT: The jail refuses to give me my discovery because
they are saying 4 boxes of all of my discovery, which amounts to 4 banker boxes,
is not permissible to be given to me, ‘cause it's a fire hazard.

THE COURT: Okay, | will make sure you have access to those 4
boxes by the end of today.

THE DEFENDANT: All right.

THE COURT: What's your next question?

THE DEFENDANT: Next question is | have a concern about what
happened recently with me having to -- miss a court date. | notified the court that |
have a pinched nerve, pain going down my left arm. So it would’ve been brutal for
me to be shackled in a fixed position. However you, Judge, ordered on the last
court date for me to be brought to court forcible to make that court date. | don’t
understand how you could’ve done that when I've given notice to the court what
was going on with me.

THE COURT: Right, sir, your case is one of the oldest cases on my
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docket. It is a death penalty case from 2014. This is utterly ridiculous. I'm sorry
that you're having neck pain, but we're moving forward.

THE DEFENDANT: But why didn’t you -- why did you forcible move it
forward all this time? It's been my position to -- have even a speedy trial at the
beginning of my case.

THE COURT: Okay. Well then let's go, let’s do it. I've only been the
Judge in this department for 4 months, so know -- you and | are on the same
page. So we're good.

THE DEFENDANT: Well if you can forcible bring me in to a basic
hearing then why haven't the State been doing this -- they've been given 8 years.
Why haven'’t you been doing the greater? You've been doing the lessor. You
haven't been doing the greater. Force me in to trial I've been asking to go to trial
for 8 years.

THE COURT: Okay.

THE DEFENDANT: I'm not stalling. I'm not stalling trial.

THE COURT: Okay great, sir, that's great. So now we have trial setin
a few weeks so let's keep it moving. We're on the same page. What’s your next
question?

THE DEFENDANT: My next question is, can you clarify for the record
that stand-by counsel is ready for trial, and what defenses -- | don’t even have a
clue as to what defense stand-by counsel is even preparing for in the event that |
give up my right to precede pro se in the middle of trial. So that hasn’t been
clarified.

THE COURT: So that's not how that works, sir. You chose to

represent yourself. Mr. Patrick —
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THE DEFENDANT: So he doesn'’t have --

THE COURT: Mr. Patrick is not here and is --he is here, but he’s not
here diligently preparing your defense. When you chose to represent yourself,
that's something that you do, those are the pros and cons of bring a pro se litigant.

THE DEFENDANT: All right.

THE COURT: So he’s not doing anything. He's there to sit by you. If
you need legal complex issues come up he will be there to aid you.

THE DEFENDANT: And he’s there to prepare for my defense in the
event that | give up my right to precede pro se; is he not?

THE COURT: Incorrect, he is not.

THE DEFENDANT: Okay. Thank you.

THE COURT: Anything else?

THE DEFENDANT: That's it for now.

THE COURT: Mr. Raman, are you ready to go to trial?

MR. RAMAN: We are Your Honor.

THE COURT: Mr. Patrick, are you ready to go to trial as stand-by
counsel?

MR. PATRICK: Of course Your Honor.

THE COURT: Okay. Mr. Raman, how many witnesses and how many
days?

MR. RAMAN: 14 to 18 case in-chief; 4 to 6 penalty. | believe -- it really
depends on the jury selection this could take 2-3 weeks.

THE COURT: The jury selection?

MR. RAMAN: Well just the trial itself.

THE COURT: Oh, oh yes. So even with capital we have been able to
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get our jury’s in 3 to 4 days because they are full days.

MR. RAMAN: Okay. That would be perfect. And how big is the panel,
1207

THE COURT: Right now, under jury services, they're only giving us
55 at a time. However, | can -- because it's capital | can ask for some special
circumstances. But we're still under somewhat Covid regulations in regards to
people in buildings. So I'll work with them as much as | can, but | have yet to get
more then 55 to 60 in the room.

MR. RAMAN: Okay. We're starting on the 18", Your Honor?

THE COURT: We actually will be starting on the 19" --

MR. RAMAN: 19".

THE COURT: --at9am.

MR. RAMAN: Mr. Patrick, even though he’s stand-by is going to
coordinate for wardrobe for Mr. Brown.

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. PATRICK: That's correct, Your Honor.

THE COURT: And there are some new rules I'll be sending you guys
in an email in regards to wardrobe. So | just want to make sure you guys are all on
the same page.

MR. PATRICK: | believe Mr. Christiansen sent out that email --

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. PATRICK: -- Judge.

THE COURT: All right, perfect. And yeah that'll be it. So | will see you
guys on the 19",

Mr. Brown | will make sure you have access to your 4 boxes as soon
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as | get out of court, I'll make a call over to the jail.

MR. RAMAN: And just for the record since he's representing himself,
there is no offers available for Mr. Brown to plead at this time.

THE COURT: Okay. All right I'll see everybody on the 19™. Thank
you.

MR. PATRICK: Very good.

MR. RAMAN: Thank you.

MR. PATRICK: Thank you, Your Honor.

[Colloquy between The Court and The Court Staff]

THE COURT: All right, thanks everybody.

[Colloquy between The Court and The Court Staff]

THE COURT: Hey J.P. and Clark, | forgot, it still does -- | apologize, it
does still have to go to central and so | will give you guys date.

[Colloquy between The Court and Court Staff]

THE COURT: So we do have to send you guys to central calendar
call, and | forgot that we're still in that process. Judge Jones will get you the start
time, but | will let her know I'm requesting Tuesday at 9.

[Colloguy between The Court and Court Staff]

THE CLERK: So that will be April 13" at 2:00.

MR. RAMAN: Does the any means necessary order still stand?

THE COURT: Yeah, soit's a continuance any means necessary

unless the defendant waives his right to trial.
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MR. RAMAN: Okay.
THE COURT: Okay.
MR. RAMAN: Great.

[Proceedings concluded at 11:21 a.m.]
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Tuesday, April 12, 2022, Las Vegas, Nevada

[Proceedings began at 11:24 a.m.]

THE COURT: All right.

MR. RAMAN: We don’t have stand-by, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Did you say -- | thought you said Clark Peterson my
head kind of just spun around.

All right State of Nevada versus Robert Brown, C-14-299234. Mr.
Brown can you hear me okay?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes.

THE COURT: Thank you very much, sir, it's my understanding that
you have a trial set for April 18", is that accurate?

THE DEFENDANT: That's correct.

THE COURT: All right. Are there any issues that the Court needs to
know in order to go forward?

THE DEFENDANT: Well | just received my discovery on the 7™, which
obviously isn’'t ample time to prepare for a defense or anything.

THE COURT: Okay.

THE DEFENDANT: And also even though it was a delivered just on
the 7" the Sargent, named Floyd, actually took out some of my discovery that he
deems was inappropriate for me to have. What that was | don't know because he
did it outside my presence so that’s an issue.

Secondly, there are hand-written documents in the discovery that |
have that have not been copied and thus the stand-by counsel doesn'’t even

complete discovery of those.
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THE COURT: Okay, so you're aware of some hand-written
documents is that what you're telling me, but you didn’t get them?

THE DEFENDANT: No there's some hand-written documents in the
discovery that | have now that were not copied by former state appointed counsel.
So | just have the originals in my discovery. In other words, stand-by counsel
cannot possible have those, and they're material evidence of this case --

THE COURT: Okay.

THE DEFENDANT: -- so he doesn’t even have full discovery at this
point.

THE COURT: All right. Mr. Raman are you aware of these hand-
written documents?

MR. RAMAN: No. He comes-up with something new every time. So --

THE COURT: So the answers just no?

MR. RAMAN: No.

THE COURT: Okay.

THE DEFENDANT: | object. What other things did | come up with?

THE COURT: Mr. Brown don’t engage.

All right who is stand-by?

MR. RAMAN: Clark Patrick.

THE COURT: Clark Patrick. All right, Clark’s not here; right?

MR. RAMAN: He's stuck in justice court; I've been corresponding with
him.

THE COURT: Okay.

All right I'm gonna share that information with Mr. Patrick and let him

know. He may have to come over and get them and then go copy them and them
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bring them back to you. But it sounds like you're requesting to continue your trial,
is that what I'm hearing? The -- Judge Bluth had indicated --

THE DEFENDANT: No.

THE COURT: --that --

THE DEFENDANT: No. No I'm not requesting anything Judge. Judge
Jacqueline Bluth already said she’s forcing me in to trial. So whatever | do at this
point is obviously irrelevant. I'm just making a record clear that on top of her
forcing me to go to trial --

THE COURT: Okay.

THE DEFENDANT: -- that --

THE COURT: Mr. Brown —

THE DEFENDANT: -- | can -- neither does --

THE COURT: Mr. Brown --

THE DEFENDANT: -- counsel --

THE COURT: Mr. Brown --

THE DEFENDANT: -- all of --

THE COURT: Mr. Brown?

THE DEFENDANT: -- discovery.

THE COURT: Mr. Brown, hang on. I'm telling you right now she’s not
forcing you to go to trial. She left me a note and said if you're not prepared and
you needed more time to go over your discovery, she had no objection to a
continuance. If that's what you need to do in order to be prepared say it now.

THE DEFENDANT: | have objected to a continuance. I'm not going to
let the Court turn this around on me and put it on me --

THE COURT: I'm asking you --
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THE DEFENDANT: -- for a continuance.

THE COURT: -- what you want to do. Do you want to go forward with
the discovery as it stands now or do you -- would you like a continuance in order
to be prepared?

THE DEFENDANT: As | explained to Judge Bluth if she deems it
proper for me to go to trial with the discovery that | have --

THE COURT: It's your decision --

THE DEFENDANT: -- then so be it.

THE COURT: -- Mr. Brown it's not hers. It's your decision. Are you
prepared enough to go to trial? If you are, you go. If you're not prepared, then I'm
happy to get you a continuance so that you can get prepared.

THE DEFENDANT: Well | --

THE COURT: What do you want to do?

THE DEFENDANT: Can | ask you Judge, do you think it's lawful and
proper for me to be prepared under the fact that --

THE COURT: I'm --

THE DEFENDANT: -- the Court --

THE COURT: -- giving you --

THE DEFENDANT: -- has denied --

THE COURT: --the choice. It's totally up to you. You can either go
forward or | can give you more time to prepare. What do you want to do?

THE DEFENDANT: I'm not gonna turn the question around. That's —
I’'m not gonna do that. The Judge already said she’s -- demanding me to go trial.

THE COURT: I'm telling --

THE DEFENDANT: And I'm gonna --
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THE COURT: --you --

THE DEFENDANT: -- stick with it.

THE COURT: -- she’s not. She's indicated to me that if --

THE DEFENDANT: | don’t --

THE COURT: -- you need time to get ready, she would grant that. So
just tell me what you want.

THE DEFENDANT: I'm not asking for any delays in my case.

THE COURT: All right. No --

THE DEFENDANT: | said --

THE COURT: -- delays.

THE DEFENDANT: -- I'll stick with it.

THE COURT: All right so it looks like you're set for trial on April 18" is
that accurate Mr. Raman?

MR. RAMAN: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: All right. So this will go to central calendar call on
Wednesday; right, at 27

THE CLERK: That is April 13" at 2 p.m.

THE COURT: All right sir you'll be in central calendar call to get your
date and time that you start. And good luck to you.

MR. RAMAN: And, Your Honor, you said April 18" | thought it was
originally scheduled for the 19™ but that could’ve been --

THE JUDICIAL EXECUTE ASSISTANT: It is the 19"

MR. RAMAN: -- left over from when Judge Leavitt had it?

THE COURT: My notes indicate -- from Judge Bluth, said the 18", but

you tell me --
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THE JUDICIAL EXECUTE ASSISTANT:. We have an Atkins hearing
set for the 18" so --

THE COURT: Okay.

THE JUDICIAL EXECUTE ASSISTANT: -- we're gonna start the 19™,

THE COURT: She must just put it on the wrong date, so April 19", but
you're still going to central calendar call where you'll get the final date and time.

MR. RAMAN: Okay, great, thank you.

THE COURT: All right. Thank you very much.

Mr. Patrick, hey, | just called Mr. Brown he's indicated that he's got
some documents that are originals that he needs to come over and get, make
copies of, so you have them as well.

MR. PATRICK: Okay.

THE COURT: And he's going to central calendar call on Wednesday.

MR. PATRICK: Okay.

THE COURT: All right?

MR. PATRICK: And he understands that he has everything that Ms.
Maningo sent him?

THE COURT: | didn’t ask him that question.

MR. RAMAN: It wasn’t his complaint today.

MR. PATRICK: Oh, okay.

THE COURT: All right?

MR. PATRICK: Okay.

THE COURT: Thank you.

MR. PATRICK: Very good.

THE COURT: Appreciate it.
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MR. PATRICK: Thank you.

[Proceedings concluded at 11:30 a.m.]
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LAS VEGAS, NEVADA; WEDNESDAY, APRIL 13, 2022
[Hearing commenced at 1:59 p.m.]

THE COURT: All right guys, let's call page 1, Nevada versus Robert
Brown, C-299234-1. Mr. Brown is present, in custody. Appearance for himself.
Mr. Raman is present in court as well as Mr. Clark Patrick who is stand-by
counsel for Mr. Brown.

All right, guys. So Mr. Brown, | want you to have the opportunity to
speak with you because | — the last time you were in my courtroom and | was
there, | told you that | was going to contact CCDC and make sure you had
access to all of your boxes or they told me that there were three boxes. And the
lieutenant stated that you could have access to those boxes. So how has that
been going?

THE DEFENDANT: | explained yesterday that Sergeant Floyd
brought my discovery on April 7" about 12:45 p.m. in unit 2L.

THE COURT: Okay.

THE DEFENDANT: Prior to him bringing it up to me though, he had
went through all of my discovery and, and decided upon himself without, without
my knowledge and observation, that | couldn’t have certain materials out of that
discovery. So he took materials out of there, and | don’t know what they are. So
that’s, that’s the first issue. Okay.

THE COURT: Okay.

THE DEFENDANT: Second issue was, the discovery that | actually
received it, it is missing all of my transcripts from court — from most — from most

court proceedings. | don't have those. Then there is the handwritten documents
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that | spoke of that | brought with me to, to give to stand-by counsel, which he
cannot possibly have because they’re handwritten. So, in other words, prior
state appointed counsel never copied those documents and kept them on for
themselves.

So Mr. Clark Patrick cannot possibly have those documents, and
they’re material to my case as well. There’s also —

THE COURT: Okay. Let me ask you a few guestions though, just
one second, because | want to make sure | fully understand. So you, you don't’
know which items were taken out by the lieutenant; is that right?

THE DEFENDANT: By the sergeant, Sergeant Floyd; that's correct.

THE COURT: By Sergeant Floyd, okay. So we're not sure about
those. And then when you stated the transcripts from the previous proceedings,
do you remember those being there and now they're not? Or you're not sure if
they were ever there?

THE DEFENDANT: I've, I've never had full discovery in the first
place, Ms. Maningo can attest to that fact. There are grievances and all sorts of
stuff that | filed through CCDC, because | have never had all of my discovery, so
that’s — there’s also two motions that |, | had copied by Maningo and State
appointed counsel before that team, which were not in my discovery, but |
brought with me here to give to stand-by counsel.

| don’t know why it was removed from, from Maningo’s discovery that
she handed over to me or delivered up to CCD, | should say, 1o be given to me.

THE COURT: These motions?

THE DEFENDANT: Yeah, there are two, two motions that | had

prepared since I've been Pro Se, the first time and this time.
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THE COURT: What — can you tell me the names of them?

THE DEFENDANT: One of them is a Writ of Prohibition. One actually
has a title, one doesn’t. And | can’t read the title but one, one is [indiscernible]. |
can’t open all this up with being handcuffed. One is, | believe the title is a Writ of
Mandamus or a Writ of Prohibition, something, something to that effect.

The other one is just —

THE COURT: And what's —

THE DEFENDANT: The other motion doesn’t have a motion format
on the —

THE COURT: What's it about?

THE DEFENDANT: It challenges the, the statutes themselves on
different grounds under Article 4 of — 4 of Section 20 under Nevada's
Constitution, and | believe it's Article 4 Section 12 of Nevada’s Constitution.

THE COURT: Have you — have you previously filed those?

THE DEFENDANT: No, they were given to prior attorneys to, to
preserve those issues either by motion or by their own motion, which they never
did. They refused to do so, so that's why and part of the reason why | ended up
going Pro Se is to make sure | can preserve those issues, which they refused to
do.

THE COURT: But why didn’t you file them before today?

THE DEFENDANT: Why didn't | file them? Because they — my
understanding, | have to arrive at a certain — a certain position within the Court to
be acknowledged first and foremost as being a foreign sovereign, at least at the
factual level, not at the immunity level, just at the factual level. So those, those

motions relate to that -- to those rights under foreign sovereignty.
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THE COURT: Okay. So if you have a motion that you want to file,
you need to make sure and mail that to me so | can get those filed.

THE DEFENDANT: Okay.

THE COURT: And | — | mean, excuse me, so that they can be filed
and | can get those looked up on and decided. But | guess what I'm confused at
is, you told me that you were ready and you wanted to go to trial and here we are
on calendar call day and there’s all sorts of issues.

THE DEFENDANT: [I've never told you | was ready Judge. All | said
was that Judge — all | — all | mentioned was Bluth basically forced me into trial.
She said, “Whether I'm ready or not she is forcing me into trial.” And | mentioned
the fact | didn’t have my discovery or anything and she said, “It didn't matter.” So
| took --

THE COURT: Okay. So —

THE DEFENDANT: I'm taking her word as —

THE COURT.: -- hold on. Mr. Brown, | am Judge Bluth.

THE DEFENDANT: Yeah, okay. Well, you should remember that
then clearly then.

THE COURT: | - you should remember exactly what happened,
because clearly you don’t remember.

THE DEFENDANT: Well -

THE COURT: You told me multiple times I'll give you to the last judge
because | watched your JAVS where you said that you would [audio distortion].

THE DEFENDANT: | can't — I'm sorry, you're breaking up. | can't
hear anything you’re saying right now.

THE COURT: Excuse me —it's my -- her phone because it's causing
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a lot of — if your case isn’t going forward right now, please mute your
microphone. Okay. So if you remember, you told me multiple times that your
speedy rights have been violated, and that you needed to go to trial and that |
was the only judge who's actually forced your appearance, because you've been
refusing to come to court.

THE DEFENDANT: |-

THE COURT: And so - hold on. When Judge Craig was here a
couple of days ago, on Tuesday, actually it was yesterday. She again offered
you to continue the trial, because it sounded like you weren't ready. And you
said, your direct words were: “These courts aren’t going to turn this on me.”

5o | just need you to understand something. | don't play games in my
department. You're either ready to go to trial or you're not. And if you're not, we
are going to pick a day that you will be ready for trial. Because the fact that this
is, case is from 2014 and it has not moved, is offensive. So you tell me what you
need to do and we'll pick a date that you can be ready.

And in a moment I'm going to hear from Mr. Raman who has been
preparing for this case to go forward, because you've been telling everybody you
want to go to trial.

THE DEFENDANT: That's, that's not true.

THE COURT: So what is the --

THE DEFENDANT: That is not completely not true. | don’t — | need
to have those transcripts from, from the date that you're arguing about, because
you're misstating the record. Secondly, it is — if it's an offense to you, then you
need to impute that offense to the attorneys. Because I've had several attorneys

as you know of, and they took about, over six years of, of the time involved in this
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case, and none of them had, had taken me to trial. So you need to impute that to
them, not me.

THE COURT: Mr. Raman, go ahead, Sir.

MR. RAMAN: So this is the second time that Mr. Brown has been Pro
Se. And during the extremely lengthy and detailed colloquy of Faretta that Judge
Leavitt went through with him; he made it undeniably clear that he would be
ready for this trial day, under no certain terms with his constant firing and rehiring
and -

THE DEFENDANT: That's not true.

MR. RAMAN: -- Pro Se, that he would be doing this as a delay tactic.
We've had a lot of time since that Faretta, and now he’s never in that time made
any complaints about his discovery. That only came —

THE DEFENDANT: That's not true.

MR. RAMAN: -- after all the central trial — I'm sorry, the trial readiness
status check of last week. And then on the calendar call yesterday with Judge
Craig, Judge Craig pushed him multiple times: Do you not have your things? Do
you want to ready — to be ready to go? And he constantly deflected. He
constantly said,

“You're not going to put any kind of continuances on me. | can
be ready.”

It was a minutes long exchange between Judge Craig and him.

And essentially, there’s a new gripe every single day we come in and
it's just being spun in a totally new vein. | don't think there’s ever going to be a
circumstance where we’re able to take this man to trial without him complaining

about something in the process. Be it the C-O took something that he thinks he
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shouldn’t have, or there’s this motion to be filed. Whatever file — motions he had
in his possession, he can file them today. We’'ll respond to them by the start of
trial.

We are ready. We have whittled down our witnesses to about 10 per
case in chief and about 3 to 4 for penalty. We can get this case entirely tried
provided that this is expediently done by Mr. Brown within a two week period
even with a Tuesday start. We can get it done. And this — even though it’s a
2014 case; the murder’'s from 2012. This is almost a decade old.

THE DEFENDANT: If | can say something here Judge.

THE COURT: Yeah.

THE DEFENDANT: When | proceeded Pro Se this time, | probably
had about 8 months until this trial date to come, so with that said, that is the time
frame that | — that | figured | would have enough time to, to, to proceed in this
case. However, the record is very clear that | told this Court several times that |
do not have my discovery, and | said this very early. | said it probably only a
week after | was assigned or granted Pro Se status.

| made the record very clear that | did not have my discovery, so it's
the State’s fault that never gave me my discovery. It's not my fault. The record’s
very clear of that.

THE COURT: Butl-okay. Time out. |just need to understand
besides the transcript of the proceedings, which is not something the State would
give you. What is it that you believe you're missing? Because —

THE DEFENDANT: How --

THE COURT: --in my interactions with the jail, they’re telling me that

you have three full boxes.
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THE DEFENDANT: Right. How could | know what | have missing
when, when the sergeant took them out of my presence as |'ve been telling you
on the record. You've taken these things out of my presence, so | don’t know
what he’s taken. He just told me he’s —

THE COURT: | know that.

THE DEFENDANT: -- he’s taken property out that he deemed that |
cannot have in here.

THE COURT: Okay. But that was before. This is before the sergeant
ever got involved, Sir. That — I'm talking before that, you said you were missing
your discovery.

THE DEFENDANT: Yeah, | didn't —

THE COURT: Since then the sergeant has gotten involved, but
before that, did you believe you were missing your discovery?

THE DEFENDANT: | absolutely didn’'t have most of my discovery.
Let me explain something also. The, the discovery that was sent to me by
Maningo, the former appointed counsel. She had three banker's boxes full of
discovery, and at the time, about a week later, like | said after she sent it, | made
clear on the record that the jail said,

“I cannot have it because three banker boxes is a fire hazard.”

Now if you or the DA wants to assume that | had - | already had my
discovery which is an uncertainty, because I'm telling you that it's a fire hazard,
so | could not possibly have had three banker’s boxes full of discovery. Is that
understood, what I'm saying?

THE COURT: Yeah, coming through real clear. It's not really that

complex.
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THE DEFENDANT: Okay, so the delusion that the DA has that I've
had my discovery on long and I'm playing games and now stuff is missing, that's
outrageous to me.

THE COURT: Okay. So Mr. Raman, first let me say, |, | can’t even
imagine how frustrating this is. | understand how old this case is. The problem
is, is I've only been a judge on it for — this is my first time. And so, | am trying to
grapple with a record on a death penalty case with a Pro Per Defendant who's
claiming discovery in fractions.

And I'm sure that you can understand why | have grave concerns in
regards to the record that is being made. | can see where you're coming from,
that it's not going to matter at what time this case goes to calendar call or trial,
that there's always going to be a gripe.

But | do believe that there are certain safeguards that | can put in
place that will clear up this record. That being a full discovery review, a complete
copy of everything from your file, which, by the way, three boxes. How much is
your discovery?

MR. RAMAN: Mine is —

THE COURT: How much would you say?

MR. RAMAN: | have one banker’'s box; that's it.

THE COURT: One banker's box, ckay. So some of the documents
that | believe Ms. Maningo probably gave were probably in regards to their
mitigation investigation that | imagine they did on Mr. Brown'’s behalf. So that
being said, this matter -- | do not feel comfortable going forward to trial, however,
we are going to put it back on my calendar and we are going to pick a date and

that date is going to be firm, Mr. Brown.
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So, | am going to get you a complete copy of your discovery, Sir.
Right now, if you have those motions, | am going to ask you to hand them to the
marshal. The marshal is going to hand them to the marshal in the courtroom.
The corrections officer is going to hand them to the marshall in the courtroom,
and they are going to be filed in open court. When | see you next time we are
picking a date.

And you need to think long and hard about how much time you need
to be ready, because | will not capital W-1-L-L N-O-T, continue this case again.
So | want this matter set on my calendar in two weeks for status check trial
setting.

Mr. Raman, if you could please make a complete copy of that file,
we'll get it delivered over. I'll have a conversation with the jail in regards to what
documents are being kept from Mr. Brown. I'm sure there's some reasons in
regards to that and I'll get to the bottom of that. And we’ll have this matter
figured out in two weeks on my —it'll be my 9:30 calendar at that point in time.

MR. RAMAN: Okay, all paper documents or anything that can be
produced on paper will be produced on paper. Anything that cannot be such as
a video will be given to Mr. Patrick.

THE COURT: Yeah, would you mind just making a list of anything
that that can’t be done via paper, and I'll talk to the jail about the review of those
materials?

MR. RAMAN: Sure.

THE CLERK: April 27" at 9:30.

THE COURT: And then if the C-Os can grab that motion for me, |

would really appreciate it. Thank you.
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MR. RAMAN: All right. Sounds good. I'm getting a form that's not —
CC6-.

THE CLERK: ltis.

MR. RAMAN: It's a Wednesday?

THE CLERK: Yeah.

MR. RAMAN: Okay.

THE CLERK: It just got moved from Friday to Wednesday.

THE COURT: All right. Let's go to the Fernandez matter on page 14.

THE CLERK: Hold —

THE COURT: State of Nevada versus Angel Fernandez.

THE CLERK: Hold on Judge.

THE COURT: C-345 —

THE CLERK: Hold on Judge.

THE COURT: --dash 1.

THE CLERK: We got moved from Fridays to now Wednesdays.
That's our first Wednesday homicide case date on the 25™. Does that make
sense?

MR. RAMAN: Yes.

[Proceedings concluded at 2:15 p.m.]
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IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dated this 26th day of April, 2022

JACQUE BLUTH DISTRICT JUDGE

10A AAC ADGA 1A67
Jacqueline M. Bluth
District Court Judge
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State of Nevada
Vs

Robert Brown, Jr.

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

CASE NO: C-14-299234-1

DEPT. NO. Department 6

AUTOMATED CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This automated certificate ot service was generated by the Eighth Judicial Dastrict
Court. The foregoing Order was served via the court’s electronic ¢File system to all
recipients registered for e-Service on the above entitled case as listed below:

Service Date: 4/26/2022
Jonathan Crain .
Keely Perdue .
Kendelee Works .
Peter S. Christiansen .
Whitney Barrett .
Ivette Maningo
William Rowles
Abel Yanez
DA Motions
Richard Scow

Heather Ungermann

jeram(@christiansenlaw.com
keely(@christiansenlaw.com
kworks{@christiansenlaw.com
pete@christiansenlaw.com
whbarrett{@christiansenlaw.com
lamaningo{iamlawnv.com
Willham.rowles(@clarkcountyda.com
ayanez(@noblesyanezlaw.com
PDMotions(@clarkcountyda.com
richard.scow(gclarkcountyda.com

ungermannh(@clarkcountycourts.us

1825




20

21

22

23

24

26

27

28

Jay Raman
Takas De'Awna
Villani Gina
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jJay.raman{@clarkcountyda.com
takasd@clarkcountycourts.us
villanigi@clarkcountycourts.us

sisony@clarkcountycourts.us
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THE STATE OF NEVADA, ) CASE NO. C-14-299234-1
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ROBERT BROWN, JR., ;
Defendant. ;

BEFORE THE HONORABLE JACQUELINE M. BLUTH, DISTRICT COURT JUDGE

WEDNESDAY, APRIL 27, 2022
RECORDER’S TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS:
STATUS CHECK: RESET TRIAL DATE

APPEARANCES:
For the State: KAREN L. MISHLER, ESQ.
Chief Deputy District Attorney
For the Defendant: CLARK W. PATRICK, ESQ.

Standby Counsel

RECORDED BY: DE'AWNA TAKAS, COURT RECORDER
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Wednesday, April 27, 2022, Las Vegas, Nevada
[Proceedings began at 9:35 a.m.]

THE COURT: All right. And next on my sign in sheet is Mr.
Patrick on page 9. State of Nevada versus Robert Brown, Junior,
C299234-1. However, | do not believe --

MR. PATRICK: Yeah. We have -- we have the State here,
Your Honor.

THE COURT: Oh, we do?

MR. PATRICK: Yes.

MS. MISHLER: Sorry.

THE COURT: Oh, Ms. Mishler.

MS. MISHLER: Sorry, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Oh, okay. Sorry, | didn't see you. Ms. --

MS. MISHLER: Karen Mishler on behalf of the State.

THE COURT: -- Karen Mishler present on behalf of the State.
All right, guys, this is the time and date set for a status check of reset
trial date. Mr. Brown, last time you were here -- | should put on the
record that Mr. Brown is present, in custody representing himself. Mr.
Clark Patrick is present on his behalf as standby counsel. Ms. Mishler
present on behalf of the state.

All right. Mr. Brown, last time | saw you | asked you to be able
to evaluate how long you felt like you would need to prepare for trial, so
that | can get you on the books. You also had discussed the fact that

you heeded transcripts of all the court hearings, so my Court Recorder
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was nice enough to be able to - she has made you a copy of every
single court appearance that has happened. And those have all been
transcribed and those are being delivered to the corrections officer at
this point and time.

All right. So what are we looking at in regards to trial
readiness, time needed?

THE DEFENDANT: Well, two things. One, apparently, | don’t
have a -- an investigator because no -- none has come (o see me, so
apparently | don’t have one. Obviously, | need one because Mr. Clark
Patrick cannot assist me in getting | guess subpoenas, requests for
expert witnesses and so forth.

And other than the fact that | obviously object to a continuance
in the first place. I'll just leave it in the Court's hands to set a date
because there’s also new discovery issues with Sergeant Floyd, |
mentioned to you —

THE COURT: Right.

THE DEFENDANT: -- took — took this discovery out — some
discovery out. | don’t know what that is.

THE COURT: Sure. So I'm going --

THE DEFENDANT: So | would —

THE COURT: -- I'm going to have a conversation with
Sergeant Floyd so | can understand the rules and the regulations and
what was taken and what was not taken. As far as what was given to
you, is that still in your cell? Is that stuff in your cell?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes.
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THE COURT: Okay. Allright. Okay. So we'll handle that.

And then in regards to an investigator, you want an
investigator like you stated to serve subpoenas; is there any
investigation work you want that person to do or just help with the
processing and serving of subpoenas”?

THE DEFENDANT: No. There's investigation work | need
him to do.

THE COURT: Okay. And then what were you were saying
about this Mr. Patrick was unable to do. | missed that part.

THE DEFENDANT: Well apparently, he doesn’t have to do
anything for me according to -- is what he’s telling me, so.

THE COURT: So, | mean, look, standby counsel really is
there to aid you in regards to legal issues, complex legal issues, kind
give you, you know, lean you in the right direction. But yeah, he's not --
one thing that individuals who represent themselves are — are usually a
little off base on is that he's there to do your work for you; right?

And if you remember when your canvassed those are kind of
the things we talk to you about. So an investigator maybe the individual
that you need to go do investigation for you.

THE DEFENDANT: Well | understand that's the default
assignment that standby counsel has is to be passive, but according to
case law, the Judge has discretion to appoint him as either advisory
counsel or — ¢r even as hybrid counsel. Apparently, you don’t want to
exercise discretion on either of those, but | put them in -- in a motion that

| first filed with the Court about those two options. | didn’t get a
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response from you on that. Advisory counsel would be helpful
especially with the complexity of the case.

THE COURT: Sure. | mean in my department, standby
counsel is standby counsel. And if you want to represent yourself, then
the attorney is standby counsel. If you do not want to represent yourself
and you want an attorney appointed, then they become your counsel.
But my understanding is that you at this point in time would like to
represent yourself.

THE DEFENDANT: Right.

THE COURT: Okay. Allright. So, we will -- | will have a
conversation with the Office of Appointed Counsel or actually | will just
send an email requesting that an investigator be appointed and be in to
see you within a week time period. | will have a conversation with -- tell
me the Sergeant’'s name again?

THE DEFENDANT: Sergeant Floyd.

THE COURT: Sergeant Floyd. Okay. In regards to what
discovery you can and can’t have, if there's certain discovery you can't
have within your cell, what I've done on multiple occasions with pro per
defendants is | just set out some time for them to come over and view
the discovery in court and have time to do that. Because sometimes
that just things that you're not allowed to do or you can't view in -- in
court like let’'s say audio video type things.

THE DEFENDANT: Right.

THE COURT: So we provide you a laptop and then you're
able to go through that. So let me just find out --
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THE DEFENDANT: Right.

THE COURT: -- what it was that was taken and | will talk to
him about that and we’'ll get on with the right page.

THE DEFENDANT: Okay.

THE COURT: Yes.

THE DEFENDANT: Your Honor, you mentioned also last time
about a comparison with my discovery and | guess the discovery that -- |
mean standby counsel has, so | can at least compare what's -- what |
have against what he has.

THE COURT: So what | actually asked was the State, and |
know Mr. Raman was working on it, was him to make a complete copy
of everything that they have. Because what's most important to me is
you have what the State has; right?

THE DEFENDANT: Okay.

THE COURT: And so Mr. Raman said that he was going to
do that and | asked him if there was anything that was electronic in
nature to provide it to me. And that way like | said, then you can come
into my courtroom because they don’t allow you to look through that stuff
at the jail.

So, Ms. Mishler, Mr. Raman was going to do that for me; do
you know if that was done?

MS. MISHLER: Yes. | have representations regarding that.
The State has reproduced all of the discovery that could be reduced to
paper that's -- that's what's in that box that | provided to standby
counsel. It's now bate stamped DAO00CG1 through DA02338. And to be
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clear, it's not new. This is the same discovery that's been provided.

THE COURT: Yeah.

MS. MISHLER: All that's new was the bate stamping.

THE COURT: Right.

MS. MISHLER: The -- the State was not able to -- to make
copies of other things that could not be reduced to paper like the
recordings and things like that. The State will be doing that next week
and we'll -- and then we'll provide that. If you want that provided to -- to
Your Honor, that’s fine or we can provide that to -- to standby counsel.

THE COURT: Either way is fine. | just -- I'll talk to Sergeant
Floyd, but my experience in the past is that they don't allow that at the
jail with a pro per that they have to come here and doit. So I'm -- I'm
fine either way.

MS. MISHLER: Okay, Your Honor. The State would request
a status check date in approximately two weeks, so the defendant can
state on the record that he has received and reviewed the -- the
discovery.

THE COURT: Okay. Mr. Patrick, anything on your behalf
today?

MR. PATRICK: Yeah, Judge. This is ridiculous. They -- she
just brings this big old box and drops it off to me in the middle of court
when | have several courts to go to today.

Now unless -- you know, and with the history of discovery and
Mr. Brown, | think you should have them take it to -- with him right now

because otherwise I'm going to have to leave it here and come back and
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get it at some point and then | can see that causing problems with
what's in here and what's not in here.

But it's ridiculous to bring a full banker’'s box and just give it to
somebody -- they could’ve brought it to my office, they could’ve called
me and said hey, we're going to bring this. This is just totally
unacceptable for in the middle of court to surprise somebody like this.

So if the CO’s want to take it back so Mr. Brown has it, fine.
Otherwise, maybe Chris can hang on to it for me for, you know, until |
have a chance to come back and get it.

THE COURT: Sure.

MR. PATRICK: But this is ridiculous.

MS. MISHLER: Your Honor, the State wasn't trying to
inconvenience anyone. I'm just filling in for Mr. Raman. Just there have
been so many issues with the defendant --

THE COURT: | understand.

MS. MISHLER: -- creating discovery issues, so.

THE COURT: It's not a problem.

Officer, | don’t know. Is it okay to turn that over to you right
now? Would you prefer it to go in through the attorney check in? You
tell me your preference.

THE OFFICER: Discovery attorney check in if he can’t hold it
himself.

THE COURT: Oh, | don’t --

THE OFFICER: If he can hold it himself.

THE COURT: Is he -- is it heavy, Mr. Patrick? | don’t know. |
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can't see.

MS. MISHLER: ltis.

MR. PATRICK: Yeah. There's -- | don't know, two thousand
pages.

THE COURT: Okay. Mr. Brown, do you want to see if you
can carry it or --

THE DEFENDANT: No. | don't think so.

THE COURT: Okay.

THE DEFENDANT: | think [indiscernible — multiple speakers]

THE COURT: Allright. So we’'ll do this. So we will -- are you
okay, Mr. Brown, with me keeping it over here in a protected area and
then Mr. Patrick can come in to get it when he is able to do so?

THE DEFENDANT: Sure.

THE COURT: Okay.

THE DEFENDANT: With regards to the comparison notes,
the other issue was that | needed to compare what he has because like -
- like | mentioned last time there were two motions that were not in the
discovery that | have and | gave it to Yvette Maningo and they weren't in
my present discovery that Mr. Floyd bought me, but | had copies of it
already.

So with that said, there’s two huge motions that were -- that
are missing from my discovery and other -- other documents that |
handed over. There were 35 pages. | gave them manila folders and it

was four folders total - totaling -- total that | gave to him the last court
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date. So those things were not in -- in my discovery that Floyd gave me.
So the comparison is important for me to know what else is missing from
Mr. Patrick’s discovery not just on the State -- State’s discovery that
they're handing over, but what | handed over to all the present -- all the -
- excuse me -- all the previous counsels that | had --

THE COURT: Okay.

THE DEFENDANT: -- and | gave [indiscernible] important
documents that some of them go to what I've been relating and arguing
about are -- are conflicts of interest or stuff like that. So | need those to
be preserved in this discovery as well.

THE COURT: Allright. So | mean that's something you two |
guess -

MR. PATRICK: | have some of that. | don’t have nearly
everything he’s talking about because, you know, when | got the file
from Ms. Maningo it -- it's | don’t know several -- several banker boxes.
| got the stuff that | needed to be familiar with the case not, you know,
motions from five or ten years ago.

THE COURT: Right. Yeah. | mean, it's my understanding
because looking at the amount of discovery that State has compared to
what you're talking about, | believe a lot of the boxes that Ms. Maningo
had were in regards to mitigation and information that they had received,
do you think that that’s a fair analysis, Mr. Patrick?

MR. PATRICK: | think that's probably a fair analysis.

THE COURT: Okay. So if there were motions that -- you're

telling me they’re motions that you wrote?

10
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THE DEFENDANT: Mm-hmm.

THE COURT: All right.

THE DEFENDANT: Motions, letters, confidential letters to
them discussing all kinds of places, stuff like that. And obviously those
were with the motions that | filed to dismiss them, so | want those
preserved. | want to know that he has them as well and they weren't
just thrown away.

THE COURT: | don’t -- | think he’s saying that he doesn’t
them.

MR. PATRICK: | don’t have any of that. That would still be --
Ms. Maningo or previous counsel before her would have all that kind of
stuff.

THE COURT: | mean so if there are motions or legal issues
that you want brought up, then just file them because | don’t think that
motions from years ago have -- | don't think anyone has kept them.

THE DEFENDANT: Well it's just not the motions. It's the
letters as well. And if the --

THE COURT: But what letter --

THE DEFENDANT: [indiscernible — multiple speakers]

THE COURT: -- what do you mean letters?

THE DEFENDANT: Letters I've sent to the previous counsel
about conflicts and discussing strategy and stuff like that. So those
letters | sent to the attorneys personally and some of them are missing.

THE COURT: But see the -- the thing about that is we’re not

going to be able to replicate those. So | mean that stuffs all up here;

11
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right? So, you're going to need to -- in the preparation of trial, you're
going to need to be doing that.

THE DEFENDANT: | don’t have a good memory like that.

THE COURT: No.

THE DEFENDANT: You know, | don’t have a good memory.

THE COURT: All right. Okay. So what is our -- I'm going to
do a status check in two weeks and then a calendar call and trial date
please?

THE JUDICIAL EXECUTIVE ASSISTANT: The status check
will be May 11" at 9:30 and then July 25" --

[Colloguy between The Court and the Clerk]

THE JUDICIAL EXECUTIVE ASSISTANT: -- for the trial date
and then -- at 10:00 a.m. and that's July 19" for the calendar call at
9:30.

MR. PATRICK: Your Honor, the only thing | can say is if this
lasts longer than three weeks, | will not be in the jurisdiction the third
week, the week of August 8™,

THE COURT: This won't be lasting longer than three weeks.

MR. PATRICK: Well no. | mean that -- if it lasts longer than
two weeks, | will not be here the third week.

i
i
i
i
i

12
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THE COURT: So the third week you're is the week that you're

MR. PATRICK: Correct.
THE COURT: Okay. Allright. Got it.

[Proceedings concluded at 9:47 a.m.]

R K KRR

ATTEST: | do hereby certify that | have truly and correctly transcribed
the audio/video proceedings in the above-entitled case to the best of my
ability.

Cricoask Bk
Charisse Ward
Court Recorder/Transcriber
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15 STATE’S NOTICE DISCOVERY PRODUCTION
16
17 The State of Nevada has reproduced all of the following discovery for the defendant
3 based upon complaints made at the April 13, 2022 Ceniral Trial Readiness Date:
9 April 25,2022 - BATES DAQ0001 — DA 02338 — All of the documents and reports in this
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;5 Yanez & Maningo, June 25, 2022)
p DA 02341 - DNA Case file, previously provided June 25, 2015
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) DA 02343 — Robert Brown Jail Calls 4/11/14 to present, previously provided August 3, 2015
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OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY
. CLARK COUNTY,NEVADA

DISCOVERY RECEIPT AND REQUEST FOR RECIPROCAL DISCOVERY

CLARK COUNTY
District Attorney

Defendant; EO &r T gbwﬁ JK Co ~2- 72
Case No: C - | L" 2"?@ Z 5 L/ - } Dept: ﬁ By: Qrp QMM

Date:

Discovery Provided in this Disbursement: G
Number of Pages: Number of CD’s;
Number of USB Flash Drives: Bates Numbered: fo -
Other: Medio orly DiFcowry
D RY PROVIDED B ATE

The State has provided any: (a) written or recorded statements made by a witness; (b) results or reports of physical or mental exarmninations, scientific
tests or scientific experiments; and (c) books, papers, documents or tangible objects, any and all of which is within the possession, custody or control
of the District Attorney which the prosecuting attomey intends to introduce in the case-in-chief of the State. Additional discovery will be provided as
it becomes availahle pursuant to NRS 174.205. The State agrees to comply with the discovery statutes contained within the Nevada Revised Statutes
as well as those legal opinians interpreting the State’s discovery obligations. The State further agrees to provide all material consistent with Brady v.
Maryland, 373 US. 83 (1963), Giglio v. United States, 405 U.S. 10 (1972), end their progenies. Discovery beyond what is statutorily and
constitutionally required may not be provided.

STATE'S RE T FOR DISCOVER

Defendant agrees to accept this document as constituting a sufficient request for discovery under NRS 174245 in compliance with NRS 174,285,
Pursuant to NRS 174,245, the State hereby requests that the Defendant provide to the Office of the District Attorney to inspect and copy or photograph
any: (a) written or recorded statements made by a witness; (b) results ot reports of physical or mental examinations, scientific 165ts or scientific
experiments; and {c) books, papers, documents or tangible objects, any and all of which is within the possession, custody or control of the Defendant
or Defendant’s counsel, the existence of which is known, or by the exercise of due diligence may become known, to the Defendant or Defendant’s
counsel which Defendant or Defendant’s counsel intends to introduce in evidence during the case-in-chief of the Dcfendant. The Defendant agrees to
provide such documents within 30 days of receiving the attached documents or 30 days prior to trial (whichever is seoner) and provide additional
discovery as it becomes availablc pursnant to NRS 174.295.

Recipient Information:
Name: Cé"‘( A #o d—?’an( Bar #;

[ Retained [0 Public Defender {3 Special Public Defender }(Appoimed Counsel [ Pro Per

In executing this Discovery Receipt and R t for Reciprocil Discovery, I acknowledge recej the discovery provided by the
ﬁ and ¥

State and the State’ ’/disco i ply with all the requiremen S 4.@(1 174.295.
Signature M// Date:
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1 ISTATE OF NEVADA .

) Cuse Noot C-14-299234 |
’ .~ Planhiff

g s i e

—

.. b (a S,DLT‘L'MC‘L( Covp{)mhcn Sol )

oz Deph No.w AV _
L ]
3 ,?f\rs»_‘ S g -3
: h)
¥ ROBERT BROWN (q L,Uu 'PL.K'.‘:-DH-) aceysed, ) .
}
5 b\; Yahshug Ar\\ Hu\\ohen s
) ]
3.
b}
}
EN

-1 PR ?ro tcr‘boﬂa )
- 3 el
g A MOTIEN TR DISMISSAL 1 A SUGGESTION OF IMMUNITY
BTN A WRIT of ?mmbmw OR MARDAMYS
L _COMES NOW, Jrhc ACLQ%Ed EOBCRT BROWM bx{ Aru/\ G {0(3190

L p\,b\w Eeclesiasdical Cprpormf_tcn Sole of the Son of Jabwch
L nand heseby moves this tovrt foria Suggestion of _meum%y,
N +or Wik of Trobibition. NRAP 2| (@) and 17 (@)1, (\07 Low .

i (‘,Rcw;\! POINT MINING C0.,2 Nev. 75 (1866); G 4M PROPERTIES W
o Sccu\)D JUDICVAL DIST. COURT, 95 }\Jev et () 97?7 NRS %4 340,
9. Avm\a L, 84 of The Newada_ Coostriution; SAMANTAR v.Yousur,
_go 150 S. c+ 2271%,2241 (z,mrJ CCMMDNWE:‘EL‘FH v ROSLOEF, 5 Sevg.&
] a2 iRAWLE 545,545 (Pa. (4 O\;crcg'ﬂirmma Phila. 3\&) UNITED
oL .zzwsmaa N, NORVEBA, 117 F 34, 1206, 1242 (1" Car, 1497); and THe
TSLHODMCR EXCHANGE, I U5 (7 Cranch) 16 (1812),

T

- 2..4_. .- —— e e L .
: : 28 _ i 1h\5 MD“OY‘I 1% Made cmf( babad upon all. papecs,
\ .P tqdmgs and assecked facts on file, o otherwiae recorded,
, \'\'Or o the pches sien of. the courd (deou, presecutor, and,
ey

$ ﬁt’.fc‘_ns& a++orn&y5) e o ] /
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5 . Dn Jcm A LO\‘\ "f\’\t’, ADCA)BE:CL MWGs ‘For{,\b\} St’,\}'_ec\
3
410, C&hfom\a by warcaot Vvssved from the State of

_Tff\’ﬂvada for o charge of capital rouddec, inter alig, A+
:;Q'ﬂd bL’FCJT'ﬁ “}hﬁlj( )f\m{?z +hf, 5+a+f, G‘f }\L\/qu 11[716?,1_/ '}h(}‘l' _

_I.F
o
T ;’Jrhe, Accused 1o an \mmune, f@r‘ecgn p\,blw Cccicamsﬂca(“, )

B Cdrpﬁmfcen Sale. 6f the Seon of yahmh Known 4s \747“‘19_3._ .
‘)e,r: cﬁ*achad AFEIDAVIT; and . A?\GUN\CNT i

o o R

| m o GCQQC({UC!'IT Jy %hc Awuacd c:chxeo‘;\) \"f’-}_CJ_(ﬁd Mwms

izl jumamr,*aon by vefusing Jo. 3R 4 Walver 4o exicadite,

3 iland demanded. o Governar's Warrant. S
Lo AL ar?"atgplmcnf, the ALLLlSt’d_\ALCLS f&adyma‘a (imL_cr o
L1 j‘.q plca and asked the court i he could do so. Judge Seiscentq

1o refused. the vequest by insisting that an _a,Homq be praemw+
g Hor him, Thos, Nevada. denied and. manipulated The on\/ legal
1% Joppsﬁumw when an Accuaed LO\Ad roeet s lawd demand
anat @ plea. against s coucts n peragnam jamacz’zcﬁm
. 20‘ on_the. 9round of wcefe,ggn ApvereAgn_ymmvnity, Can DnN be

2 ,made, Without an atterney, ot arraignroent. An &ccuscd
2z {cannet make sych o D\f:aLJ jhr;ugh_m_gﬂommq This _

23] implies. (eave of court, which acknowledges, ﬁs_mnsdmhon

2_4! See WILLIAM WYCHE.,. v4 Jreatise on the Practice_of the.
_2,_';5_;_ wp, UL ef Jaa’ac:&z‘wc of the. State 6f Wewr Jork_in civid

| _&@'Q:.'V’%ot{ﬁns (New \/ork Suineds. Wﬁ"{) at. (69 See glao BLACKS,

.Qf?_j_éqw }Jccfcméru (g™ Ed) Jurisdichion in _personam,. e
. 2% ; \ha_c_our%__:Iof,rponcd__’r.h_t__@.z_“z“mg.nmc_:.zz‘_fo_r an_.aﬂamf.y._pref
. e
1849
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. _;flif)’mua then| the Acoused Nas. fived several attocneys for
2 Hnair refusal ds hear_his arguments_and put on 4 defense
3 idhat Nevadas. nsolient statutes cannot reach an immyne
|membec of the Church, Every. attorney,in collusion wih
the couct, has gone fucther in vsur ping. s _positian. over.
the Accused, by denying.o defense that amounts to.a right
to o Aniol by Juryi See COLL.SAV. BANK v, FLA PREBAID TosT—
|SECONDARY . €DVL. EXTENSE BD., 520,05, b 82 (\a‘]m (speoking ..
Hof sodeseign \mmvady as o "constilufional right . akin to the
.;r‘r_ighi_ia. RATANDYY ju_rg.._in___&rl_m'i_‘m.a.\__ Lase 5 Cided Dy? NELSON,
(Oovereign Imunity as o Doctrine of Personal Jurisdiction,
115 Hace, L Rev. 1559 (2002), ok 1566,n.25, . . |

)

e xd,

I
— .

M The secend adtec ney appainted by the couck wgs

s |[Uoshva Tomobheck. AY preliminary, the Acevacd: repeated v

T .?rold__jy_a?r'\c,f,_.cmzig\sdg_c,___s.uié_c_@n_’ro that be dees “nee under-

1| 1otand " dpe ctharges. Tn o “meeting. aftecwards with, o

181 Momaheek, the Accvsed began to exp lain _his position .

9 i against. the laws of the Sote of Nevada havn 9. |
2ognedietion odec Dim. The Accused alse informed
21 [[Tomsheck that he wss_gelng to invoke _his_tight 1o 4

- L2 Sptedy Trial ot district Court arraign _m_zz-n_ﬁ,_ﬁa}sh__aak_

- 23l|atrempted. Fo discourage and insist that the Aceveed
SAner do so. e L
Czsil ..,._________/fqt%r__ﬁjrﬁkg.nmcn-h;}_&_i)iid.g.&r..&.qrz.a’s district court,_ .
. 26_|the: Accused, again, vepeatedly told the judge dhat he

| does. 76t anderstand” the charaes. Aftec the judge

[expressed Ner frustratien with that answer, Tomsheck

! ’ =Y

{} 1850




= =

R TP DR I

!
!
+

L ;'_f,.'m_lr.,ti.t")@&)r ed with Ahe lie Ahak Yhe Accused had in.
_ z_.f.ideip_-}_h} distussed the chocges with him. Jomsheck did,
3 lthoweNe, ge.on do nform the covet Fhat

sef some of our laws.,

iz2-i,

! '.d_'x.‘Ef_f,_tcm.m,_g_od_ for. Usuc

ONES o yeac,

1851

.. Jomoheck and_corehair Peder.S. Christia
isequently filed a motion to Withdraw, aftes the Accoecd
ed 4. Wation fo. Dismiss Counsels. for veeeconcilable

ping..his Speedy Trial cight .
by £iling a_Motion foc a Wek of Habeas, Cotpus, . __ .

Ao ‘”A’,\_\;._.&\_l_m%j_ hao often conveved to me his diffioulty.

;| with the Awmerican leaal system gnd the inferpretation
" ARRMENMENT, Tuly 2, zel, at pudins

nsen sub- .

- The hied et of courd - appainted atforneys
were. Andrea Luem and co-chaic Amanda Oregory. Foc.
Ahe Actused gained 0o progeess, oc agreement
(hat incduded. consideration of the Accvseds siatus n
@ an wmune foreiga Chyreh,
- Ihe Actimed subsequently £iled o Motion o .
| Bismiss sald covnsels, and a Metion to Proceed In. Pre. ..
___;_._P_r?v_r_é_o.oa,._.jfzi_mL.JlJr_@_rlc;@L_Js.!yl.A{%g.r___c_t co.mp;_%t_,n,ay_hcgr,_‘m_g -
“ipassed, disdeict court. yvdge. Togliatti_ ranted the .
Mﬁj_oﬂ_s_._. However, unt eknownst Yo the Accused. To@ Latti re-.
joppoinded Amanda Gregory, the non-250. qualified dismissed
Lattorney,. a5 the. Aceyseds . stand- by counsel of "choice.”

4-To. no avail, the. Accused repeated| J obiected to Gregerys_.

)
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|appont mend by Judge Toghald¥y, aod her presence a¥
iihe_court dates; espetially since. she wos not even 4

z50~ qualified _attocney, Tnese objections, were vesponded 4o,

| by Togliatti's claim. that. she “Yoougnt the Accused
1ddnt want Stand-by. counse) aod that Gregory was

merely ii_fa_nd:,,by._m{o_c-_‘siamd:_by_ _counse).” Byt dhe Motions

1 Toghadti “granted cleacly cequest new Stand-by wounsel

of . chovee.
N0)(uqﬂhffra.ndi'ng____t:’_uQi.d.....&tb'j{:,dr\onb to _G.Y_agcr\)%_.

eonfinved presence at. courd _hearings, a Motion fora. .
Bl of Pacticvlars was £iled for toe Accused ROBERT. .

_BBot\,w,_.by._VﬁLz?ELi (, a splritual .Cfprpora*ian__éol-&. See . .

Jlotkached Motipn. The Motion. demanded. that the State

Helans ¥ whe. the HAotor. 19,40 e Murder staty fe,
ibecavse its "definiion. does not literally name one. .
T4 only names the Victim as a.“human Delng. "Distacd

otormey Richard Scow said. dne elemend of tne deder . .

. ct Al . . . If
His a persen, byt mements later said that s o "human.

h

ibeing. The Arcused objected that the DA was con-
.:E,l.ii')_ﬁ;flg:’ The, el ements, Decavse, a "human b f_,fmé s notl L
la legal fiction, but o “person 1s. The DA, thes pointed
Athe Accused 2t0t to. any_part.of the otatute’s definition_
Hof murdec which might suppert. his claim that Yhe .
Hetor is ‘. human_being, byt fo.a Aenalty seetion

s 11of murder (MRS 200.030 GY), Which i5 a mece statement
Athat: A person conviched of murder of the ficat degree  _ .

vilty of.a category A felony and shall be. p_umsh_edf‘._”‘

- Nevertneless, with the States ambiguous.
| .

1%
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Vilanswer on, rccord ﬁr)d demal_of 6md motien: by Judgfi

|
J
i
-l
i

"Taglt attl, ine Accusﬁd Aed out to draft an evtensive |
: Motion based partially on the remgek 1o t h_t_.._ii_tﬂ_k_%a_§___, .
OPPoSITION Ho_said denied motion. On page 9, Lives .

Z.
3
4.
. 3 HIe- 1% an d-.-Z,..E‘?_f_Z..S of s '_.D_?EOQJ,TJ_DN;;___J_f_b_a._...§Jf.a’fa Sadd.t
S | .
-
&
9

To. H’\L &Xj(anr #ha% D&-Ermdanjr =3 C,\mmmq erﬂ)r +h&

S%Q%c mus;’r address e Dq s chesen name of Yqhsgiq
;'Arw\ Hac\ﬁohen the Stake. is net in the business of

__ jaddrﬁfﬁmq dg_'f:&ﬂdaﬁjfb by othex than theic. legal names.
‘ll-.., ——— . - - |

C\ﬂar \/‘, had DafcndanJc m%endad his. | egq‘ Nawe.

f_r;+o be “Yahshua Ar“? Ha- kohzh Defendant. should have

l” legally changed his name. Ualess and undil that ham&n@,
1S {1 he. State wx\\ Lontinve rafarrmg o Dafcndcm%_by hs
”ﬁ_] legal. name. oo
T - i
1% Hooe o S
190 Tha S%cd(a p a\r\y wfaulad Jra chprahand dhe.

Y

thelel nJrcd,_‘oqu_j:a the. Dtate that 4 will un auo_xdabw__ﬂd. _—

__;;poﬁmon of. the Acevsed, beeavse Nowhere does his
Motion claim that Jrha 6%@4@ PPUST address dim by

1his chosen. ﬂamc _of. Art\/ The Acensed mecely

bring. Ariyl indo ﬁ“\al because the Strates coihcal
Noluatary Stotements, of Jmosc that. 'ﬁﬂQuL‘J'hﬁ‘A_CQUtlﬁd

o] Kaow nim exclusiely. ot primacily. by /Fmgg his

corporate. spmz‘m? name, which cannct be used. Jro
jcorsect s inaccurate, TNFORMATION that nowhere names

| ) .
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:4?”@2 u\,hmh A 72{93? L JLLT‘LbfLC, pﬁr‘aan, 1\\& BOE’BERT
BROWN 15, Moceoves, %e, Dtate’s. f*’fnar}\;_"aU’PEQ,J ’p\ﬁmlx/
gontrary fo. whak a ﬁga name 13, m\-‘fh\r\ NRS 4L270290.

. A&.Lexb (\ﬁlﬁﬂ Thf;fc 'S No. \anquaqu CDrﬁamed

Huodhin NRs Y1270 dheough - 290 makmafrh%c Drevisiens
dthe exclosive methed for e ffecting name. chanqca 0.

[Nevada. Undec ihe pancples of commen. law o man

7
ey change his name ad. will, by vsage, and may

_._?_6\*& oc. e, sved in any. Name bu u}hxc‘n he is Jﬁnowm
and tecognized. Dee Emery v ]f\\pp{ 47 717,19 (Cal, \Cros)

'\Js v MeRAY, 2 F2d 2500z

Ilname .mL __W.).l.\__}....P_Y-O\*ldﬂd_.li__l_\')_DQ{'__d BT \A.,_z.lrh & frau_dhu_\_mi_..__

jipurpese; he. may sve and. be sued by such adopted.

{iname, and will be bound by. AN contract into which
he . 6n+cr6 in._ s adop_ﬁ_@d nama ,T‘ms Asdruein the
labsence of a restrictive = atvie, and is not abroaa‘rcd

by the Tack that a procedoce is proided by statute

Hfor the. chaﬂac of opes _name. 20 b%qmdard Eney, 250, _
410N ve ZV\(:U Jfa (D.c) 18a F:xi_z.‘f:t_b,_LlQJ(on v Bank, (e ﬂ

i 10 Fﬁd %‘jq e e e e

_ .S, v Mo CORMICK,72.F.2d. o4 (1495)°
. the common. law allows o person o frﬁal
'Cl

c)nqma hl"‘a name withovt \maL PrOLESDED .

———— e T LT

7
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il The Tocd That ‘Ariyl” is the knpwn, daws vily changed

name. of the Accused, by wmeh e ey be sued in, makes
1k vnduly bucdensome fo guess whesher She etor clement

i Nevada's murdes statute is dne DAS ombi AVLISESI

¢ Vi o i L . )
_.Jf peeson ot human_belog, The Accused could net

possibly.be expected. do intelligently or adequately .

Alprepare a defense under such ciccomatances.

.- For example if She Aeter element foc Nevadss .

imu f_d er sYatute Vs doken o be Ca numan _bc'm_gﬂ('ugb‘mh .

Can nexes e an achficial :_p.,avi_s,o_nib,_. hen Yhe Accuvsed

jeeuld Spend.many months of gathecing case law_and
lacgoments Yo show. that the Stote cannot prove. .
Uhat element, Becavse RoBERT BROWN is & member
Hof a Shate” _(Q__&41_5/_ggﬂ?"_cga_f;:__C_@_rm_?zz_ﬁeiqn_l,,__wfh}_c s st iekly_

ey

) . i . . .
an. actificral persen” whe musy \ikewise conform to

i

Lithe strierly ohjeetive achificial “reasonable person. .

Standard of ceondued, Pyt anginer way - the Accused

_'_&Quld'__ar__gua_Jf_hgnL,,. becavse the State foiled 4o formally
Lmoake Arigl the. subjeet of Arial ~while. Knowng e, .

2 e =N .. . N
1o a professed _ﬁzma;:z_-__gf_ﬂﬁmm‘ﬁr-, of _an cclesigatical

!

i Coran Sele (eoch of which ace strich v 6 human bein (-
din contemplation of. law) it failed 1o prove_that element,

See otrached ARGUMENT for proot that. Hr?;?:‘i_g Cis.

ton Eecleslastical Cerporatien Sol, that is necessarily
Hin_construedie Judicial Anewledge of Yne Stote.

~—‘he danger, thesefoce, in. assum ng_Yhe.  human_ _

| being elenent, lics 10 the fact that the Aecused .
Jieould be SURPRISED by the D.AS Q\_ai_m__-+_.h.a%,__ah%hpu.g.h__ -
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rjﬁ _7”'{9 (' was vnavoideb Wy Drought indo ¥oig), vk was.

[ Yhe \‘)uriﬂlcfﬂpﬁrson" RCBERT _BRowN_that was the
|svbyect of Yhe Stale's case. . . B

On +he oiher. hand \f Jr\'\a ambzgoous ﬂcfof‘

L ﬁ,\fimm% of. dear 1 a‘ssum&d Yo be the stvietly .
Ljucistic. ;{)cv"sm ReBERT BROWN, then the Accused.
licovld spend. months of preparation to argue. That,.
libecovse (‘Eﬂg was unavoidably beovght dnke trial
Loffer the S¥ate exconcously refused 4o recognize cmd
isve the Accused in that. legally. changed name, 3%

i

_ﬂcccssam)x; Follows Yhat, %ht o4, o;t:; aAvd. not Pfam
2 1 thak V??"tgl 15 o JUnste p&rson This s _because..
‘ ﬁﬂ)( 'S, an Ec;c(csaabrfr,caz Ccrpamﬂon Qe Whieh s

steictly a_human. bamg}_m condevplation of taw.

[ Bt agavy The Accosed covld be EUK\,R\6.,@.1‘2__.b_x)____thg___.__,,_____.
HDAS cdaim. Yhat Wﬂg | was oa\tc\'cd n_the Stake’s
icase, becavse the. hz,rm ;96}”5@:’1, n contemplation
llaf law, also means “human bamo B

_ A{Jraf the Motion foc o Bl of Pachiculars was

Hunustly denied, Yoe Accused sed ouk o draft an..

extensive Motien for o Weik o Prohioydi an,; based

.23 p&\“ha\l\/ on_the denied Motion. Just waats jater, hmmg
24

25

. AL

27

the Accvsed was rushed. o a eiky Nospital foran
Cmergency sergesy. Npon tetuon Yo the. (.;L‘c\; Jan, the |

Accosed wios Yold Dby staff thar i ot ol of s

peoperty, which included Discovery, dozens. of. Jaw bocks,.....
thasands of pages.of legal achieles, said Wlotion draft_ .

9.
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]
Lond notes, ereo Such o loss. was yrredrieyable, monedarily,.
and_by. atfempt Yo recompile Yhe same makerial h cough_
Irandom searches. The Accvsed mmediately notified -
Jvdge Toghash, whe mevely asked. an officer i coury
thow_the jai. coold lose tis propery; Oy thok offices
HAdomok keowns L

. The Aceused. nad, up unhi) this_poind