“Justice System, Basic Rules” - KEEP ON PERSON-LEGAL DOCUMENT-
 (To take this away during arrest/jailing/etc. deprives the holder of ‘due process’, chance to defend[8], then ‘court is deprived of jurisdiction[9], and then 
to not dismiss ‘would be Treason’[9]. See other documents for reference:  “The Law, for Police Encounters”, and “Law Basics, Fundamental Principles…”.)
To force obedience/punish for disobeying only = enslavement (“Treason” for public servants[9])…
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
“A frequent recurrence to fundamental principles is essential to the security of individual rights and the perpetuity of free government.“ (Arizona Constitution,Art.2,Sec.1)
1) Release from Jail, Only Four Reasons to not give bail, as a matter of right:
a) For felony charges when already admitted to bail on separate felony; or
b) For serious felonies with illegal immigrants; or
c) Capital offenses (Possible Death Penalty. See Az. Const. Ar.22,Sec.22) and certain sex offenses; or
d) When accused is apparently a danger to a witness or the public; 
and in all four cases, only “when the proof is evident or the presumption is great as to the present offense”.
[Az Const., Art.2, Sec.22 ; http://www.azleg.gov/FormatDocument.asp?inDoc=/const/2/22.htm ]
  Release on own recognizance, is a right when bailable as a matter or right, unless it will not reasonably assure appearance in following court proceedings; except after a conviction, where neither bail or own recognizance is given when it is likely defendant will be sentenced to prison, unless the conviction appears likely to be over-turned in appeal, post-conviction relief, or other proceeding. 
[Az. Criminal procedure, rule 7.2 ; http://www.arizonacrimelaws.com/7_2.htm ]
2) The "Purpose of government" is ONLY 'to protect and maintain individual rights' [Az Const, Art.2,Sec.2]. Purpose of 'the supreme Law': "We the People...ordain and establish this Constitution for the United States of America", "in order to form a more perfect Union, establish Justice, insure domestic Tranquility, provide for the common defence, promote the general Welfare, and secure the Blessings of Liberty..." [US Const., Preamble].  "This Constitution, and the Laws of the United States which shall be made in Pursuance thereof... shall be the supreme Law of the Land; and the Judges in every State shall be bound thereby, any Thing in the Constitution or Laws of any State to the Contrary notwithstanding." [US Const., Art.6. See 3)]. Thus any order or legislation which punishes people only for disobeying hired servants or written legislation, without our proper consent or evidence of injury or harm/corpus delict, is not a 'law', but 'color of law abuse' to make or enforce, violating the Oath of Office, and causing loss of 'immunity'(See #7). 
3) "An unconstitutional act is not a law...it is...as inoperative as though it had never been passed", Norton v Shelby County (118 U.S. 425, 1886), US S.Ct.] ; 'an act of the Legislature repugnant to the Constitution is void', 'worse than solemn mockery'. [Marbury v Madison (5 U.S. 137, 1803), US S.Ct.]; 
4) Any Law is 'Void’ for ‘Vagueness' when people of avg. intelligence would differ on the meaning of it, its ‘uncertain’ or ‘vague’, and any which let non-legislative officers determine its meaning or application without specific guidelines set by legislators. [Connally v General Construction Co. (269 U.S. 385, 1926), Grayned v City of Rockford (408 U.S. 104, 1972), Sewell v Georgia (435 U.S. 982, 1978). All U.S. Supreme Court, aka ‘US S.Ct’] 
5) Without evidence of all three elements of a crime: Corpus Delicti/injury or harm, Mens Rea/Intent or inexcusable neglect as the cause, and Actus Reus/Violation of a written, valid, criminal, “Public Law” (Not ‘void for vagueness’ nor unconstitutional);  ‘even with a confession’ a ‘conviction cannot be sustained’ without evidence ‘injury or harm’ (Loss, Threat, Endangerment, etc.) actually occurred (Corpus Delicti);  [US Supreme Court, California vs San Pablo and Tulare Railroad Co., Allen v Wright, Tyler v Judges of Court of Registration, and others on 'Corpus Delicti' Doctrine].
6) The Crime 'Color of law abuse' includes 'failure to keep from harm' (www.FBI.gov definition), for which you can sue* for ‘deprivation of rights under color of law'. ‘Color of law’ means looks like law but is not, because it is contrary to the Constitution (See #s 2-5, ‘Blacks Law’ definitions of: 'color of', 'color of law', 'colorable law', US Codes 18-241 & 18-242 for criminal complaints, 42-1983 & 42-1986 for civil suits, and *=See ‘How To Administrate Public Servants’ for more ways to ‘establish Justice’. www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/18/241.html ; www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/42/1983.html ).
7) "Immunity" from personal liability DOES NOT apply when a public servant 'reasonably should have known' they were violating a 'clearly established law' like the Constitution and codes (See 6, and 2-5). [New Times vs. Maricopa/Arpaio, US District Ct., 2011; US Supreme Court, Hartman v Moore, Saucier v Katz, Burns v Reed, Ashcroft v Iqbal, Pearson v Callahan, Brigham v Stuart, etc.]
8) The first ‘essentials of due process of law':  Notice of legal duty and chance to defend ones self. [Simon v Craft, US v Tweel, Connally v General Construction Co., US S.Ct.]
9) "Jurisdiction can be challenged at any time", then 'Court cannot proceed until proven', 'when jurisdiction appears to be lacking', 'court may ONLY dismiss' [Hagans v Lavine, Maine v Thiboutot, US S.Ct.]. "Denial of due process deprives court of jurisdiction" [Merritt v Hunter, US S.Ct.], and to take jurisdiction not given 'would be Treason to the Constitution' [Cohens v Virginia, US S.Ct.], for which one ‘shall suffer death, or no less than’ 5 years prison and $10,000 fine [18usc2381]. Failure to report evidence of Treason is a crime as well [18usc2382].
10) Warrantless Search and Seizure/arrest is 'Lawful' ONLY when: there ARE 'exigent' circumstances like is an 'imminent' 'clear and present danger' to protect from, or when the time to get a warrant would likely cause loss of evidence or suspect [Huff v. City of Burbank, 2011, 9th Cir. US App.Ct.]
11) "One has an undoubted right to resist an unlawful arrest, and courts will uphold the right of resistance in proper cases." [US v DiRe, (1948), US S.Ct..  Over-rules all State courts/legislation. No 'trend' in State courts can 'abrogate' this 'undoubted right' declared by the highest court.]
12) Motions are deemed filed when handed to the Officer. … Notice to agent is notice to principle and Vice Versa [Source Needed].
13) "Since the revolution the people in every State are sovereign, and not subject to law, for they are the author and source of law...", "and have none to govern but themselves", unless they consent or there is evidence of a 'crime' (See 2, elements of a crime). [Yick Wo v Hopkins, Luther v Borden, Chisholm v Georgia, US S.Ct.]
14) Oaths, per 38-231 of Arizona Revised Statutes, and Art. 6, US Const., require one 'to support and defend' 'the Constitution for the United States and the State', 'against all enemies foreign and domestic', 'to the best of their ability'. One is in 'dishonor' if they violate this primary obligation or forget it, as its impossible to honor an obligation one cannot even remember. That 'vitiates'/dissolves the contract/agreement. Therefore, 'just following orders' (The 'Nuremberg Defense', used by the Nazis, who were hanged), is not a defense when violating the oath, and there is no protection of 'immunity' if acts were not 'in good faith' that they were in compliance with 'law', which they must perform 'due diligence' to be certain of, 'to the best of [ones] ability'.
15) The "right to free travel" is 'one of the most basic rights covered by the word Liberty in the Constitution', including travel in an automobile on public roads without a license, tag, permit, etc., UNLESS you use the roads for profit as a 'driver' (to transport people or property FOR HIRE: Blacks Law Dict.). [Slusher v Safety Coach, Shuttlesworth v Birmingham, Chicago v Chicago Motor Coach, Thompson v Smith, and 100 more].
16) Right "to solicit for donations for ones self" is a right of free speech. [Az Appeals Court, Az v Boehler, 2011; US Dist. Ct., Speet/Sims v Schuette, 2012]
17) "Trespass...means...except...when premises are open to the public", [ARS 13-1501, 13-1502] (See also #s 2-6).
18) An unrebutted affidavit stands as a fact in a court of law Data Disc Inc V. Systems Technology Associates Inc., US 9th Cir. Ct, 1977 ; "“Silence can only be equated with fraud where there is a legal or moral duty to speak, or where an inquiry left unanswered would be intentionally misleading. . .” U.S. v. Tweel, 550 F.2d 297, 299. See also U.S. v. Prudden, 424 F.2d 1021, 1032; Carmine v. Bowen, 64 A. 932., and Rule 8 of Civil Procedure, US and Az.. Unsworn statements like police reports, taking hearsay claims from another without signature under penalty of perjury (See 28usc1746), are not admissible as evidence, and cannot be considered a 'Fact' which a judge must consider before issuing an arrest warrant.
19) Names of all Govt. units and Humans must be "Proper Nouns" (only 1st Letters capitalized) by "Law" on all legal documents/official actions [US Govt. Printing Manual, Chap. 3 -Which over-rules all state laws and constitutions per art.6, US Const], [Also see Az Const., Art.28 on Official Actions in English, Art.22, Sec. 10 and 20 on Seals, Art.6, Sec. 25 on 'Style of Process' where names of parties are on court docs, and Art.1 which defines the boundaries of the State of Arizona]. And 'State' is defined in legal dictionaries as the land and 'the people, in their collective capacity...the public' [Blacks and Bouviers Law Dict.].
20) "Lawful" "Money"= ONLY 'gold and silver Coin' [US Const., Art.1, Sec. 8 and 10], at about one ounce pure silver or 1/50th ounce pure gold [Coinage Acts of 1792 and 1834], NOT "FEDERAL RESERVE NOTES" which are 'debt instruments', which we pay apparently 6% interest each year to use. Since there are 1.25 Trillion in circulation, thats $76 Billion a year we pay the private-owned Intl. banks, in Gold only. "They" are: Rothschild, Warburg, Isreal Moses Seaf, Lehman and Lazard Bros, Goldman and Sachs,  Kuhn and Loeb, Rockefeller and Morgan banks, etc..
21) All govt., cities, states, police, courts, etc., are 'corporations' registered on Dunn and Bradstreet (dnb.com) as 'Traded' (Through govt. bonds presumably, so you can profit from the money taken by force from people for taxes, fees, fines, etc.). Thats likely why so many people o to jail for harmless offenses, why those in legislature and highest offices try their best to increase taxes and expenses and budgets, why they take on more debt when they could be paying it off but dont, and why the Private Prison Company TMC sued (settled actually, out of court), the State of Arizona for $3 Million because the legislators failed to keep the Prison 97% full per contract (Which should never have been granted, and is unenforceable because it is a serious conflict of interest and thus unconstitutional, acting against the purpose thereof). This is also likely WHY people are arrested for not paying tax on their property (which is a rent, and you are registered as 'Tenant', until you change that at the County/Republic Recorder). We are all made into 'chattel' (Moveable) property as collateral for the national debt, through our Birth Certificates (Which create a trust, a corporation in the all caps names), and the social security number (EIN, Federal Employee Identification Number?), so we tacitly consent (by not objecting), to this...until we learn to claim the name and account, reserve all rights when signing anything or speaking in court, and re-establish our 'sovereignty'.
22) Our Constitutional republic was lost in 1861, when the 1st State seceded, and congress was dissolved, because the US Govt. was exceeding its 'Lawful' authority [See Amend. 10]. Slaver was already ending naturally [See 'Causes of Secession' from each state].  The 'Reconstruction Acts' around 1865-67 made the states into corporations, and they redrafted their constitutions. The 'Missing 13th Amendment' on 'Titles of Nobility' (i.e. Sir, Esquire, Duke, etc.), was ratified in Dec. of 1812, which says: Any person who accepts or retains such a title is no longer a citizen and is incapable of holding any office of profit or trust. This was to stop foreign agents from meddling in our govt., which has happened, because those reconstruction acts took this amendment out of publishing [Google: Missing 13th Amendment images, from constitutionalconcepts.org]. The anti-Slavery Amendment (1865) was 14 for a year or two, until this redrafting happened. Then the 1868 Amendment on Equal rights (Now #14) was passed, allegedly not voluntarily, as the US Govt. used military to coerce states. 1871, Organic Act to incorporate D.C. was passed (See 28usc3002: "United States" means a 'federal corporation'). 1913, Federal Reserve Act gives all US property to intl. banks and the power to print paper money not backed with anything of real 'intrinsic value' (See #20). Then came the Income Tax (16th Amend.), ACS/AMA (Cancer societies), Rothschild and Rockefeller foundations (To manipulate public and medical educations), and more. Courts have clearly ruled (Re: 16th Amend.) that 'Congress has taxed income, not compensation', and that compensation for labor cannot be taxed as it is a 'fair exchange', but 'income' can only mean 'profit or gain'.. 1933, Emergency Banking act dissolves US Govt. in bankruptcy, HJR 192 eliminates gold backing to Dollar/Bank note, and provides ability to 'discharge debt' onto the Birth Certificate Account (need to find origin of those and Labor Taxes, beyond what’s already here). Then come Gold Confiscation acts, and suddenly the Nazis mysteriously have an enormous amount of Gold! That’s likely OURS. 1938, Erie Railroad Case, where Courts stop obeying 'Public law' (Those written by congress in compliance with Constitution), and start enforcing "Public Policy" (Statutes, ordinances, rules, regulations, codes, policies, etc.), which are 'colorable law', not necessarily 'Law' (See 2-6, Unconstitutional act not law). We are now under 'martial'/'military'/'admiralty' law, as shown in courts by the Yellow Fringe flag per Military Regulation 840-10, not in compliance with US Code Title 4 for Flag Design. Also see 1973 Senate Report on War Powers. The President is the Top CEO of a Corporation now, that is owned by the intl. banking corporations, which is how they justify him doing so many things outside the authority given by the US Const. [See 10th Amend.], and we are all property and/or employees, bound to obey, unless/until we learn how to sever this relationship, much like our forefathers did with the Declaration of Independence. That is what I am working on. Others have done it, so we can combine what they have done and improve upon it.
------------------------------------------------------ By Harley Davidson Borgais,  www.Facebook.com/HarleyBorgais ------------------------------------------------------
 [*=KEEP ON PERSON-LEGAL DOCUMENT: To take this away during arrest/jailing/etc. deprives the holder of ‘due process’, then ‘court is deprived of jurisdiction’[Merritt v. Hunter], then to not dismiss ‘would be Treason’[Cohens v. Virginia]. See other ‘LawDocs’ for more.  Get Copies of these ‘LawDocs’ with Clickable Links FREE @:  www.GovernPublicServants.com & www.Facebook.com/GovernPublicServants (@Top, ‘Pinned Post’)]

… STILL TO ADD:  Add Rules of Evidence, hearsay not admissible, etc., along with affidavits fact if not disputed... Levels of standards of proof and where each applies (preponderance, clear and convincing, beyond reasonable doubt)…
Three jurisdictions of courts and requirements: Criminal, Civil Tort (injury, not criminal) and other Civil Disputes (Contract, Probate, etc., dispute arbitration only).… Add exigent circumstances cites for warrantless arrests... Add Grounds for arrest warrants, and exceptions...   THESE QUOTES ARE NOT ALL VERIFIED YET…. WORK IN PROGRESS… Probable Cause to arrest vs reasonable suspicion to stop and question, and Terry Search requirements (Reasonable Suspicion of crime and possession of firearm to pat down for weapons and hold them. See US Supreme Court: Az. V. Serna www.facebook.com/harleyborgais/posts/10204087901597935:25)  … Add Right to privacy limits, ‘reasonable expectation of privacy’, ‘The right of the people to be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and effects’. … Add HTML links to sources for everything, on a separate page, with #’d references, and encode them as clickable links in this .docx document. …  Add types of bond, secured, unsecured, cash only, and how you can do a ‘promise to pay’/’promissory note’ (Refer to examples for this, to be done in the future), instead of going to a bondsman, and make a contract to give collateral to the promisor if you fail to appear and the promise comes due. Otherwise if you show up it costs no one anything but the time and effort. … Suits against States (11th Amend., Art.2, Sec.18 Az Const)

["it is a court's obligation to dismiss a case whenever it becomes convinced that it has no proper jurisdiction, no matter how late that wisdom may arrive. See Fed. Rule Civ. Proc. 12(h)(3) ("Whenever it appears ... that the court lacks jurisdiction of the subject matter, the court shall dismiss the action") (emphasis added). See also Jenkins v. McKeithen, 395 U. S. 411, 421 (1969).” [Wyoming v. Oklahoma  502 U.S. 437 (1992)  " https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/502/437/case.html ]

… STILL TO ADD:  Add Rules of Evidence, hearsay not admissible, etc., along with affidavits fact if not disputed... Levels of standards of proof and where each applies (preponderance, clear and convincing, beyond reasonable doubt)…
Three areas of jurisdiction of courts and 3 requirements: Areas…Criminal, Civil Tort (injury, not criminal) and other Civil Disputes (Contract, Probate, etc., dispute arbitration only).… Requirements to prove are Personal (Do you have consent of all parties or a legit claim that one harmed/endangered another –corpus delicti?), Territorial (Correct Court where crime was committed under whose laws were violated?) and Subject Matter (Is this court authorized to hear this type of issue?). Along with three elements to a crime (Corpus Delicti, Mens Rea, and Actus Reus)…

Add exigent circumstances cites for warrantless arrests... Add Grounds for arrest warrants, and exceptions...   THESE QUOTES ARE NOT ALL VERIFIED YET…. WORK IN PROGRESS… Probable Cause to arrest vs reasonable suspicion to stop and question, and Terry Search requirements (Reasonable Suspicion of crime and possession of firearm to pat down for weapons and hold them. See US Supreme Court: Az. V. Serna www.facebook.com/harleyborgais/posts/10204087901597935:25)  … Add Right to privacy limits, ‘reasonable expectation of privacy’, ‘The right of the people to be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and effects’. … Add HTML links to sources for everything, on a separate page, with #’d references, and encode them as clickable links in this .docx document. …  Add types of bond, secured, unsecured, cash only, and how you can do a ‘promise to pay’/’promissory note’ (Refer to examples for this, to be done in the future), instead of going to a bondsman, and make a contract to give collateral to the promisor if you fail to appear and the promise comes due. Otherwise if you show up it costs no one anything but the time and effort. … Suits against States (11th Amend., Art.2, Sec.18 Az Const)




Re: Defamation: Maybe, since you are being so dishonorable, I should take advantage of the fact you are trying to cause me harm, because what I am saying contradicts your beliefs and you must assume that you know better (Though you clearly are not checking facts, committing Logical Fallacies)...

In this case, I am sure its the 'Appeal to Popularity'...well, everyone else agrees with me, so I must be right. NOPE. Through most of history, most people have been wrong about most things. Its only by CHECKING FACTS That we Gradually become less and less wrong. 

...
In Arizona, the elements of a defamation claim are: 
1. a false statement concerning the plaintiff; 

2. the statement was defamatory; 

3. the statement was published to a third party; 

4. the requisite fault on the part of the defendant; and 

5. the plaintiff was damaged as a result of the statement. 
Morris v. Warner, 160 Ariz. 55, 62 (Ariz. Ct. App. 1988). 

To be “defamatory,” a statement must be false and bring the defamed person into disrepute, contempt, or ridicule, or impeach her honesty, integrity, virtue, or reputation. Godbehere v. Phoenix Newspapers, Inc., 162 Ariz. 335, 341 (Ariz. 1989). 

http://www.dmlp.org/legal-guide/arizona-defamation-law
Also see 'Slander' and 'Libel' (Spoken and written slander).

Defamation in US Codes (For if you are not in Az)...  https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/28/4101
Add: 
Where a court has jurisdiction, it has a right to decide any question which occurs in the cause, and whether its decision be correct or otherwise, its judgments, until reversed, are regarded as binding in every other court. But if it act without authority, its judgments and orders are regarded as nullities. They are not voidable, but simply void, and form no bar to a remedy sought in opposition to them, even prior to a reversal. They constitute no justification, and all persons concerned in executing such judgments or sentences are considered in law as trespassers.
Elliott v. Lessee of Piersol, 26 U.S. 1 Pet. 328 328 (1828)
https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/26/328/case.html
It is most true that this Court will not take jurisdiction if it should not; but it is equally true that it must take jurisdiction if it should. The judiciary cannot, as the legislature may, avoid a measure because it approaches the confines of the Constitution. We cannot pass it by because it is doubtful. With whatever doubts, with whatever difficulties, a case may be attended, we must decide it if it be brought before us. We have no more right to decline the exercise of jurisdiction which is given than to usurp that which is not given. The one or the other would be treason to the Constitution. 
Cohens v. Virginia, 19 U.S. 6 Wheat. 264 264 (1821)

https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/19/264/case.html

Every person who, having knowledge that any of the wrongs conspired to be done, and mentioned in section 1985 of this title, are about to be committed, and having power to prevent or aid in preventing the commission of the same, neglects or refuses so to do, if such wrongful act be committed, shall be liable to the party injured, or his legal representatives, for all damages caused by such wrongful act, which such person by reasonable diligence could have prevented; and such damages may be recovered in an action on the case; and any number of persons guilty of such wrongful neglect or refusal may be joined as defendants in the action; and if the death of any party be caused by any such wrongful act and neglect, the legal representatives of the deceased shall have such action therefor, and may recover not exceeding $5,000 damages therein, for the benefit of the widow of the deceased, if there be one, and if there be no widow, then for the benefit of the next of kin of the deceased. But no action under the provisions of this section shall be sustained which is not commenced within one year after the cause of action has accrued.
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/42/1986
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"These last few things on that site look promising...

"...

Identify And Publicly Expose Biased, Prejudiced And Corrupt Judges!

Early identification of a Bad Judge may be the single most important factor in your litigation. Once one notices a Judge is bad, you can practically guarantee it is only going to get worse. If it is too late to help in your own case, exposure helps prevent similar judicial abuse for subsequent litigants. Consider publicity, picketing and formal complaints like this info from Alaska Judicial Commission and these examples: Gembala Complaint, Caught.net and see this report on the Judicial Disciplinary Process. Judicial Disciplinary Process

Impeachment, Recall

See Petition For Impeachment

Legislative & Citizen Action To Limit Judicial Power And Discretion

See Jail4Judges

Suing A Judge Personally For Money Damages

Overcoming Judicial Immunity and Judicial Immunity Case Law

Federal 42 USC 1983 Civil Rights Lawsuits

** NEW ** Mitchell v. City of Henderson. See the Sample Title 42 Suit and the Instructions For Title 42 Suit

Suing A Judge For A Declaratory Judgment

See Article

..."

http://caught.net/prose/immunity.htm 

caught.net/prose/suejcase.htm

"

https://www.facebook.com/harleyborgais/posts/10205074513182608?comment_id=10205075797694720&comment_tracking=%7B%22tn%22%3A%22R0%22%7D

--------------------------------------------------
--------------------------------------------------


"And I'll need some cases to cite when I use the quote 'make a reasonable and prudent person believe'...

http://law.justia.com/.../supreme-court/1968/8832-pr-0.html

law.justia.com/cases/arizona/supreme-court/1963/6763-0.html

law.justia.com/cases/arizona/supreme-court/1963/7035-0.html

..."

https://www.facebook.com/harleyborgais/posts/10205074233695621?comment_id=10205074491462065&comment_tracking=%7B%22tn%22%3A%22R0%22%7D


--------------------------------------------------
--------------------------------------------------


COURT CASES, QUOTES AND URLs TO SOURCES
Alright, so I am trying real quick to just confirm the quotes on the Law Basics doc, so here are the links to those...
1.) >Az Const., Art.2, Sec.22 ; http://www.azleg.gov/FormatDocument.asp?inDoc=/const/2/22.htm
2.) >Az. Criminal procedure, rule 7.2 ; http://www.arizonacrimelaws.com/7_2.htm
3.) >California v. San Pablo & Tulare R. Co., 149 U.S. 308 (1893) https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/149/308/case.html
4.) >Allen v. Wright, 468 U.S. 737 (1984) https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/468/737/case.html
5.) >Tyler v. Judges of Court of Registration, 179 U.S. 405 (1900) https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/179/405/case.html
6.) >www.leagle.com/decision/1991680567NE2d113_1672/JORGENSEN v. STATE (Vonda Jorgensen, 567 N.E. 2d 113, 1991, Indiana Appeals Ct.)

7.) >www.leagle.com/decision/19951131653NE2d478_11117/JOHNSON v. STATE (Andre Johnson, 653 N.E. 2d 478, 1995, Indiana Supreme Ct.)

8.) >https://casetext.com/case/johnson-v-state-6598 (Larry Johnson, 785 N.E. 2d 1134, Ind. Ct. App. 2003)

9.) >www.plainsite.org/dockets/1za0hymrv/indiana-supreme-court/jones-v-state/ (Morris Jones, 252 N.E. 2d 572, 1969; 253 Ind. 235, 1969, Indiana Supreme Ct.)

10.) >Norton v. Shelby County, 118 U.S. 425 (1886) https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/118/425/case.html
11.) >Marbury v. Madison, 5 U.S. 1 Cranch 137 137 (1803) https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/5/137/case.html
12.) >Connally v. General Construction Co., 269 U.S. 385 (1926) https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/269/385/case.html
13.) > SEWELL v. GEORGIA. , 435 U.S. 982 (1978) https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/435/982/case.html
14.) >Grayned v. City of Rockford, 408 U.S. 104 (1972) https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/408/104/case.html
15.) >Declaration of Independence http://usconstitution.net/declar.html 

16.) >US Constitution http://usconstitution.net/const.html
17.) >18 U.S. Code § 241 - Conspiracy against rights https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/18/241
18.) >18 U.S. Code § 242 - Deprivation of rights under color of law https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/18/242
19.) >42 U.S. Code § 1983 - Civil action for deprivation of rights https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/42/1983
20.) >42 U.S. Code § 1985 - Conspiracy to interfere with civil rights https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/42/1985
21.) >42 U.S. Code § 1986 - Action for neglect to prevent https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/42/1986
22.) >https://www.fbi.gov/about-us/investigate/civilrights/color_of_law
23.) >www.thelawdictionary.org/color-of-law/
24.) >Hartman v. Moore547 U.S. 250 (2006) https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/547/250/opinion.html
25.) >William Moore, Jr. v. Michael Hartman, No. 10-5334 (D.C. Cir. 2013) www.law.justia.com/cases/federal/appellate-courts/cadc/10-5334/10-5334-2013-01-15.html
26.) >Ashcroft v. Iqbal556 U.S. 662 (2009) https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/556/662/
27.) >Pearson v. Callahan555 U.S. 223 (2009) https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/555/223/opinion.html
28.) >Brigham City v. Stuart547 U.S. 398 (2006) https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/547/398/
29.) >Burns v. Reed, No.500 U.S. 478 (1991) https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/500/478/case.html
30.) >Saucier v. Katz533 U.S. 194 (2001) https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/533/194/
31.) >http://openjurist.org/550/f2d/297/united-states-v-j-tweel ; United States of America, Plaintiff-appellee, v. Nicholas J. Tweel, Defendant-appellant, 550 F.2d 297 (5th Cir. 1977), U.S. Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit - 550 F.2d 297 (5th Cir. 1977), April 8, 1977 ; http://law.justia.com/cases/federal/appellate-courts/F2/550/297/309366/
32.) >Hagans v. Lavine, 415 U.S. 528 (1974) https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/415/528/case.html
33.) >Maine v. Thiboutot, 448 U.S. 1 (1980) https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/448/1/case.html
34.) >MERRITT v. HUNTER, 1978 OK 18, 575 P.2d 623, Case Number: 51844. Decided: 02/14/1978. Supreme Court of Oklahoma www.law.justia.com/cases/oklahoma/supreme-court/1978/47691.html
35.) >Cohens v. Virginia, 19 U.S. 6 Wheat. 264 264 (1821) https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/19/264/case.html
36.) >18 U.S. Code § 2381 - Treason https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/18/2381
37.) >18 U.S. Code § 2382 - Misprision of treason https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/18/2382
38.) >https://casetext.com/case/huff-v-city-of-burbank-3 caselaw.findlaw.com/us-9th-circuit/1552005.html

39.) Joe Arpaio (Sheriff) cases: https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Joe_Arpaio ; Phoenix New Times, LLC v. Arpaio, 177 P.3d 275 (Ariz. Ct. App. 2008) https://www.courtlistener.com/opinion/2561780/phoenix-new-times-llc-v-arpaio/authorities/ ;  http://frontera.psstudiosdev.com/doj-v-arpaio/ ;  Phoenix New Times, LLC v. Arpaio, 177 P.3d 275 (Ariz. Ct. App. 2008) This opinion cites 0 opinions ; https://www.courtlistener.com/opinion/2561780/phoenix-new-times-llc-v-arpaio/authorities/ 

40.) >United States v. Di Re, 332 U.S. 581 (1948) https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/332/581/case.html 

41.) >Chisholm v. Georgia, 2 U.S. 2 Dall. 419 419 (1793) https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/2/419/case.html 

42.) >Yick Wo v. Hopkins, 118 U.S. 356 (1886) https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/118/356/case.html 

43.) >Luther v. Borden, 48 U.S. 7 How. 1 1 (1849) https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/48/1/case.html 

44.) >ARS 38-231. Officers and employees required to take loyalty oath; form; classification; definition www.azleg.gov/ars/38/00231.htm 

45.) >www.adversity.net/Terms_Definitions/TERMS/Nuremberg_Defense.htm 

46.) >Blacks Law define 'driver', 'drive'... http://thelawdictionary.org/driver/ ; Blacks, 4th Ed: http://www.nationallibertyalliance.org/files/docs/Books/Black's%20Law%204th%20edition,%201891.pdf 
Right to Travel cases... 
47.) > Davis v. Petrinovich, 112 Ala. 654 from Above Definition is cited here: https://casetext.com/case/hill-v-reaves 
48.) https://casetext.com/case/slusher-v-safety-coach-transit-co 

49.) >Shuttlesworth v. City of Birmingham, 373 U.S. 262 (1963) https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/373/262/case.html 

50.) >https://casetext.com/case/chicago-coach-co-v-city-of-chicago ( Supreme Court of Illinois.·337 Ill. 200 (Ill. 1929)CHICAGO COACH CO. V. CITY OF CHICAGO)

51.) >Thompson v. Smith, Chief of Police.Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia.155 Va. 367, 154 S.E. 579, 71 A.L.R. 604.Sept. 12, 1930. www.christianliberty.org/citings/va/thompson.html 
RIGHT TO BEG...
52.) >http://caselaw.findlaw.com/az-court-of-appeals/1580052.html 

53.) >http://arizonastatelawjournal.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/04/45-Ariz.-St.-L.J.-1227-2013.pdf 

54.) >http://www.ca6.uscourts.gov/opinions.pdf/13a0226p-06.pdf 

55.) >http://www.clearinghouse.net/chDocs/public/FA-MI-0004-0004.pdf 

56.) >https://casetext.com/case/speet-v-schuette-2 

57.) >ARS 13-1501. Definitions www.azleg.state.az.us/ars/13/01501.htm 

58.) >ARS 13-1502. Criminal trespass in the third degree; classification www.azleg.gov/FormatDocument.asp?inDoc=/ars/13/01502.htm&Title=13&DocType=ARS 

59.) >U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit - 557 F.2d 1280 (9th Cir. 1977)July 13, 1977 www.law.justia.com/cases/federal/appellate-courts/F2/557/1280/272817/ 

60.) > Data Disc, Incorporated v. Systems Technology Associates, Inc., 557 F.2d 1280 (9th Cir. 1977)This opinion cites 42 opinions https://www.courtlistener.com/opinion/346927/data-disc-incorporated-v-systems-technology-associ/authorities/ 

61.) >https://casetext.com/case/carmine-v-bowen 

62.) >United States of America, Plaintiff-appellant, v. Horton R. Prudden, Defendant-appellee, 424 F.2d 1021 (5th Cir. 1970) www.law.justia.com/cases/federal/appellate-courts/F2/424/1021/385001/ 

63.) >www.supremelaw.org/cc/gilberts/default.htm (Cites Carmine v. Bowen, 64 A. 932, 1906)

64.) >https://www.law.cornell.edu/rules/frcp/rule_8  (Failure to Deny)

65.) >https://govt.westlaw.com/azrules/Document/NC0B1E540717411DAA16E8D4AC7636430?viewType=FullText&originationContext=documenttoc&transitionType=CategoryPageItem&contextData=%28sc.Default%29  (Arizona Civil Procedure rule 8)

66.) >28 U.S. Code § 1746 - Unsworn declarations under penalty of per​jury https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/28/1746 

67.) >http://thelawdictionary.org/state-n/ 

68.) >http://www.dnb.com/ 

69.) >https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Coinage_Act_of_1792 

70.) >https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Coinage_Act_of_1834 

71.) >https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Gold_Standard_Act  (1900) 

72.) >https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Coinage_Act_of_1965 

73.) >https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/STATUTE-79/pdf/STATUTE-79-Pg254.pdf 

74.) >28 U.S. Code § 3002 - Definitions a https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/28/3002 >

WOW thats a lot more than I thought. And I have most of these memorized after 6 years of this work! And that still is not all of them. These are just for this one doc.
 
