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App lication For Hubeas Corpms

~ Comes Now, Penny Ray: family of [Hurdind an
"American Cx"‘f{z.az’)i not o« SUNITED STATES CITI ZE!\)Z
whe is a Jife /ohg residlent of Missouwvi as odedined
In 28 USC 297. I come betore +his court with the
“f"raucgbtleyﬁ* repwfaﬁom o—fl h&?hs anﬁ’;wge\/ejfﬂmm-fg
C’,Y‘ecu"eoé by Jackson County, mz“SSGl«LY‘E} Yo an‘;m;‘z:e my
credibility +o expose +heir corruption. I have been



/qba,ecﬂ w'iw"% rerms ,:‘;vtc/f\ &S “o(rugg a(ear/a”

vl lenf
cviminal’, Puper Tervorist’, among others. In Fruth
T am the strongest supporter of rhe Constitutions and

Laws +hat odrctate “Fublic Po/;'cy'; L Knew. L have

puwt myS&]::C et r?sk) ovexy and over anin, 1 &Aq//cznge
corvuption of Government authorities whe violate
yheir “Oaths of Office” and act against the Laws
qfhay have +he du*f’y’ 7o up%o/ci, This has made me
very a&hpc:-pc{/a:r w‘i'fhgov*ernmen*f ae{f’}wm%"m &)}z@
conduct vhelr “Public Office” of Hrust in any manneyr
they chose regardless of what the law o ictates. Tf
+he Supreme Cowt belleves i+ is a crime o C(c:“f’cxv’c?/}/
support our constitutions, then I am guilty. Buatif
the Supreme Couvt believes in the rights of our
Constitutions andl my w‘g}vz‘" 7o @pen/y EXPresS %’}!eﬁ’g
rhen I ask the Supreme Court o qrant a “(JIrit
ot Habeas C@r[bu&” 1o release pre ﬁrom ‘3"/716“7/}70/9'&])/

Covrectional Center” where T am wrrw*/’fy ) 7 carceratyl
My Crime

The Constitution of NMissow ” Article I Section H
gives +he people of Wlissouvi the sole, inherent and
exclusive right to “Bpolish? +hat, within our goverment,
which vielates our constitutions. Fn January 2006, T
witnhessed +he trial of Micheal Johnson, in the Kansas
Civy munidpd Court” for “Codes |/yolations”, He wes



unlawtully sentenced +o 60 clays in jail dor having a
gas can sitting on his driveway. This violetion was ‘
one of many, charged by Lowell Gard (Kansas Ci'ty Presecdtor)
Who utilizes his Public OFfice #o conduct, what can only
be descrbed as e pengcnaf vendetta g ainst M:“Q/zca/
Johnson, Knowing +he Constiturion oF Misscuri” Arsicle.
Section 3) probibits Frnes or yvmprisonment For
Administrative Codles Violations, T wrote an “Applicatiop
For Habeas Corpus® for Micheal Johnson. I +ook +he
petition o +he *Kansas C/?'t'y Mu.n,;‘cgqu C@Lkb‘f"l’q_hcé
attempred +o file i+ with-the “Clerk of vhe Court’,
where Wicheal Johnson was sentenced, she refused,
In my ﬁruS‘fm‘I'lxor\, For +he ClerK net ala{ms her 506
properly, I saidl, "I am going %o abolish +his cowrt”.
I peacedully lefr and £iled +he petition With +he
derk down stairs., Much 4o +he O/zlsma'y of Lowel
Gard, micheal Johnson was soon released.

On March 15+ 2006, T was arrested for +he
crivme of Tampering with TJudveia] Process”. Based
upon the “unsigned” starement of Proba!ofe Cause,
% moro(s had been +wisted o, "I 'm gosng 7o
Ademolish rhis couvr+’ Thus, +he crime of +hreatenig
a couvt wWaesS :Pabriccd’eo( #cr w‘m?c)« I was he /c:é +o L CCOUNT
The wavrant, u*i)szec)(-ﬁor my arrest, was jssued by
ﬁs_soc%cd’e Tao@ge Robert Bwﬂ’ba and was iSSLLQCQ (Aﬂ.Si&AENQ
by him.



Fivst lawdul challenge +o my incarceration:

Fact: The Court’s record c}/ear/y shows Robert Beaird
issued an unsighed warran+t, for my arrest
without a signed statrement oF probable
cause ;n violation of +he 44 Amendment.

C onflict of In ferest

These facts constitute a clear violation of +he

lue process of law, required by the 51 Amend rrent
of +he “Constitution Ffor the united states of America’,
anel +he Missowr Supreme Couwrt Rules, The Missourt
Supreme Court Rules of Criminal ’Pfoced’ar&) requires
ce wavrant be sfghac(’ by 'i'h&juaé’@c w;)cz jssued /'7‘;
within Rule 22.04 (¢). Because +he warrant was
fawota/iy c/r»a//engac@ at the im"h‘a/,,haa.rfnﬂ , Robert Beaird
il not arra (gn me on +he Charge as 1he Issuing
au‘ﬂwm‘-ky? Jaw Fully re¢uire,c[ by Rule 22.07. Ingsv"e«cxg,
he claimed “Contlict of Interest” and transferred +he
case +o HAssociate Taalge Preston Decvn, The. ra'/fionqle
for Kobert Bea v*oQ’ﬁ: conduct 1s Rebert Beaird was rhe
Attorney of Record for Denny Ray Hardin in Case
Ne. CE clf"‘7$l) C(??F) c:u\cfz Wwas “f’&rm;ha'reol -Far re-fu_gfyg
+o factully challenge +he “Jackson County Diug Task
Force” that he introduced os @ member of +he
“TJackson County Legis fature! T beljeve 1§ ajuglgf;



has a “Conflict of Interest he can not /c‘twaca//y
ISSUE wayrrant or 8;'/' on 'Hﬂe CaAaSEeE as ct?/ear/y
establishecl by RSMo 476.180, By jssuing a warrant
wWithout a signed statement of Probable Cause, +he
4 +h Amendment was Q/mr/y’y;c/qfﬁa(; Tho(,s; “T1o6 quUote
Wong Sun vs The United States, The poisionous tree
waos established . A// acts Fhat follows are the Pruits

of +his Poisiongus Tree.
Second lawdful ch//enge +o My incarcerafion:

Foacts: Tk?s CauS e weaes @emmencecQ basedz Upon an
unsgiq ned \torﬁpfa§n+;ia}§f% +the Case No
O6le-CROICHO that was /au’JﬁLffy C//m//z:n\ffecg
with e “PWotion o Dismiss” elaiming “Contlict
of Interest” 0&2‘:{’/)”160( above. When I was
arr‘araneof be:For’e, Assocscu"e, U,etol e Presteon De;:m
+he Prosecutor presented me u.)ri“l\ an Tnclictmen
and +he Case Mo was c;/nqﬂgeo(] +o Case MNo

Q¢ciec-CRO[cHO-0].
_D&m\cd cD'F, Dc,us prOceSS

Associate _\Tuaﬂge Prester Dean refused a “Cowrt of
Record’, refused +he “Common [aw FPlea” of “court of
ﬂmrag Cu'\a( enfafeéé) a Mot qu”-k Plea” on behalf oF
Penny Ray Hardin which he re:fu&cice Prestenn Dean by



+his conduct, practiced faw from +he bench as My
attorney which I believe constitutes “JTudiela)

Mirs conduct’ The “Indictment oid not claim any injury
te person or o(amas?e 70 Property which I pelecve

in a necessary element based wpon Rule 23.026).
T believe BSMo 54957010 also makes +his a lawfal
réguirement for an Ahfnofibfmen"/‘:/ /777 ](nocu/goége o
“Commeon Law” +ells me without an injured party or
&{amage. +0 pm)oerfy, there can be no criminal
intent established. The final step of rhis “Arraignment
by Preston Dean was +o c;uccs%} all vhe Subpoenas +hat
had been )awofaj/y served for defense witnesses, This
c&hcjwcf c:fequy w\aiqfeoé’ -7"/?:5 é?"}\ ﬁrﬂem{meﬂ:‘f‘ r‘ié}d’
to Compulsory process For chtaining witnesses, The
" fssowri Sufreme Court Rule 2¢.02(c) wes stated as
+he authority 1o violate the G+h Amendment. This
Rule stands in opposition of +he Constitution of
Y)issowri Arf’ff‘/,&‘/, Section & +hat Pro}'uv[);‘/% any rule
that impairs +he exarmination of witnesses, This
cleacly established a violetion of the 574 Amendment
by dental of Aue process ot Law. The uﬂ;mo@ S+tates
Suprem& Court }ﬂas repecd’eoﬁy };@/ofi once 0(&@& F rocess
of Jfaw s af&}’t;eag,,ééﬂ Juriseliction ceases . So atter
+he ﬁrego?ng VEO/a‘f’;\GV‘S were fmpo&aogj +his case
wWas sent o +vhe %ck&@’ﬂ Cbu,r\‘f’y C{*m&}“f' Cour¥
Lo Trial by f]/ary}'; +o be Pres?cle.cf” ever hy +he
Civewit Tab(je, Tohn M. Torrence.



Third lawtul O/\a)/enée +0 My incarcerection:

Facts: The "}*k?q/ Iupege J;i’m . %r»’cnce wa.s ap;ooin?ezf
to hear this cause of action. From the begi‘nni‘/)ﬁ
JTohn Torrence demonstrated hiase andl Freduo(c"ce
to ward +he defendant. This ic evident in +he
rec:osz) by his clecisions in orders and c//e:qr/y
evident on ¥he transcripts of the Procae@fx”n\?g
held th his court. Tohn Torrence le‘@a‘f’@j and
al?eu)cc‘f vhe Prosecut(on 1o maintain a hosti/e
“envivonment throughout all proceedings. This
w}"k}f\ Aunt uJas a(el/ofo( doc cz// 0/&&@ pProcess a:,ﬁ /cz,a},

Proscetorial Mis conduet

Ifn 7’/’!6 cC?\r‘Sf p‘r’(‘i‘—ﬁffa{ )\&'w}r}_g wnjacfeoﬂ ;éy John
M. Torrence, he qaczshecﬁ +he subpoenas jssued For the
second +ime Por defense witesses., Dwr‘mg +his proce co(i@
Tohn Torrence repeatedly tried +o make me acceps an

attorney of +he “Missouri BAR Association’ which was
refused. T+ s common kﬂow/ea%f Fhat only an ) ncoprpet
person veeds an atforney, T remained compéfenf f‘?‘lr’éjug;\m\’
Fhese procgeoﬁ‘ngs. Ff‘ha/Z/v Tohn Torrence Ae clared T was
in a "Corporate Court” where he determines the faw, oF
cowrse +hs wWas not Pyt an the 'hm‘n&c;r‘;pf, but was
,w?f’nessej by 20 witnesses pvesent, who could no#
b@/i‘lz\/t: W hat 7"1"265/ were /zeari‘nga These w«‘ﬁ\e&sw ave



all avid stucdents of vhe Constirutions. They and mysel
are well aware of Article X1, Section 3 of the Constitution
of Missowri that prohibits cxercise of police powers
by a Corporq.—?'?oﬂ, This ﬁi’rsi’ heaff}'ﬁ cfear/y set the
stage for 7"%1‘(133 16 come, It vielated #he &7

Amenclment right #o comphlsory process for obtaing
witnesses For +the Aefense.

Trial }oy “Jury of Peers” was re?ue,sf-ecﬂ and oden ed.
Tehn ). Torrence determined ca(’\ﬁ.ry Trial " woald be

conducted, Common Law oAictates +he accused is
entitled 4o o "J’ury of Peers” (these whe Know Nm) +he
theory being ¥ a person Commits a crime, so hanous
that |2 oF his Priends believe he i's guilty, rhey
can turn him over to Government Ffor punishment
Instead I was +riedd by 12 people who i not Eno
me, Aid net Know <4 character and /\cwf’ ro /(n@w/@é
oF my motivation, In a \\Ceurf.of Record " only a “Trial
by Tury of Peers? s a/]awng, & \Tﬁt‘ry Teial” s denial
of oue process of Jaw in vio ktion of the 577 Amendnent

Oar‘inj +A{s+rfa/,,, +he prOSeouﬂs@n was a//aa}ea?
.«:a” /ewcay —“+o0 oge‘ﬁ&me “+he C/mfaa"ef of ?enmy ?thy
Hard i | aceusing him of assult and rape of which
he has newr been ,C»Aafgej. All ohjections of the
pf‘e&ﬁcwf’;céﬁ Were Susfarn cd?, a” abjec:ﬁ\,ow 237' ?c“("ﬁ\‘:"f\amr
were over—ruled. Al arquements were heardd ex-parte



out o ¥ ﬁ’he J'u.ryis Lear?n_g anoﬁ a” ru/ings were
:f’eHoweeg ioy John 'T;;rre/ncefs 5fmfam6ﬂf, For +he jc&w/
+o anasm;ac?- @mny ?Zay Hm"og?m o—ﬂ u%yz& neecg an
AfforﬂBy >, All Prcse,wf;bh w}fm?—SSf—’S f"egsf’tzﬁz\e/c{ undler
oath that Mey had nef been harmed i n any wey,
Shape or fashian. Only fowell Gard npra,aa{?a/@nf/y laimed
'7“@1 be ‘f’“/trea“femedz and ;Dé{rj&rece himse [€ C//afm}‘)’!’g
cKamSQS Cf’*[’y Ccm(es/ are not “ﬁa/m;n&‘f”r‘affb’e. &J€57,

All rekm‘f/e +es+imany was Sa@pr&s;Secf by John Jorreng
The “Motion +o Dismiss” at the close of +he Statels
case For farlure +o prove an Injury, was Adenied.

During the dedense portion of 7he Frial every
c}a{.es“f’?ov\ wWas ofojecfeoff-o by Bryon (Joeh/ecke andfor
Tordon §7an/ey, anel scasfafnedyby John Tarrence with
the adlded statement, “You need a /cuayerf Seon the
Frial wes submitted +o the jury who had ho evidence

40 consider except +he prosecution version of events.
M;H«,ow” any evicdlence of an ;hjurea? persocn or
Adamege Ho property, T was convicted of +his
“impaster arime”. Al +he witness present said +hey
had never seen a worse cose of “Carwgo}mcy Yo copvict:

All wanted +o ‘%esﬁ’;jcy, all were d’enfeeg by John
Torrence,

On Pugust }S’, 2009, I wes Se-ﬂ‘f&ncﬁj to & years
(515) with three yeass of probation. The “Metion +o set



aside judgment’ was lenieel. Tohn Torrence
r@ﬁugecri written and verbal requests For “Ufino/f‘ngs
of facts and conclusions oF lawd” reguired by
RSMo 536,090 and SUSC557(D(3). Tohn Torrence
yoo kK my tereJom andl /;&bar‘f'y w ithout any a.o{f/wrf?
ot Jaw requred by RSN 1,210,

FOL/LV*[’] ]C*»u)'ifu/ C/IQ//@ﬁgﬁ 7LO my ;V) CCLV\CQ)’&—/'/\O)’)f

Fact s This case was a@pea/ecf 7O cvery court
possible and all refused +o enforce +he
Constitufional rfg}rf:s that had heen Vf@/qf&:z’,
Al refused +o grant relief From Tudgment.

Denial of Righ+ to F)ppeq/

The Missourt Cowrt of Appeals, Western District,
“Dismissed” 3he Appeal, claiming Rules” are Superior
+o “Constitutionel Rights” The “Motion For Transfer”
7o +he Missouri Supreme Court’ was Denied ” by
the “ClerK of the Cowrt” without a Jucdge’: signature

rec;cdrecﬂ by +he “Brfgjn" Jinetest! The Unitred
States Vistrict Cowrt For the (Jestern Pistrict of
M rssourt” “Dismissed” rhe Case, without any
answers glenying the averments of Constitutional Rights
vislations. All “foreign Agents” 22U5C¢I] are united
in “Conspiracy agq,?n&'f‘ rights"1susc24] +o allow +he



5&‘;&3"?‘3\(’,6 O:{* ‘7"/16, /é'fh juoﬂl‘o€\a) C»f\rcc{,f‘f’ C@c&r‘f 70
u.n/o.u,ljcéﬁ_/jy prevail. All vhese Courts have oenied
me olue process of Jaw and allowed iy fr’beﬂy
+o be taken 1m viclatign of the 5Th A’menc('mehﬁ
I+ has become +he ‘common Prac'h‘ceh of vhe
‘Wissouri Bar Association” 1o simply “Dismiss” an
ﬁﬁpe‘i&f} rather +han /aubfu//y odeterminve 1§ «
tﬁcégmgm" " should be "Affirmed’ or “Denied” s
req(_,{fre,a( ]ay Commean law, A+ +his Point, L was
Aefected and was Forced +o serve 3 vears of
Pro bation,

Fitth Jawdul c/:q//anga o My Incarceration:

Facts: This case woas turned over to (. Stephen
Nixon, because John M. Torrence had been
criminally charged |, not prosecuted, with
Y Perjury o ohtain a conviction of ijfi/smy

crime”?a Class “B”ft/eﬂy uncler RSMo 575,040
7(z). Thus esfaic:]{s)ﬁhg\ “Mil?})rigon oF
felonies” 18 USC 4 hy +he Jackson County
Prosecuting Attorney’s OFfFice.

After serv§ﬂ3 A years, 1 rnem‘—hs cmo( 176[ay§
of +he 3 year unlawiul probation, I was

S wmmon ecd by . S+ephen Nixon for a
pmbaﬂ\cm violation heuring . L had writ+ten



an “Plidasit” For court, stating I had paid a
Adebt For Teresa Sens;boyj +hat pas Piled ,67

her sister (Me/rndla Harm\n\g'l*aﬂ) 5n tThe 7:2::{,)/ Cocmiy
Cireart Court. W, Stephen Nixon ofetermined +his
was « i/i\o/cz*f'fon of Condition /)0 oFf rhe qﬁac‘A@aQ
wfuoégmmfﬁ M7 Pmbaﬁon was revoked anol I~
wes senteniced 4o Five yearss 11 Prison. (here

L am ‘)’oc[cay.

3 D;‘sar?m;haﬁ\on

| During +his #rial, Me/linda Harringteon
stated undler Pena/fy of perjury, she hadl £ /el
the cdocuments in the Kay County Cireul? Court,
(J. Stephen Nixon refused Rule 20.04q that olefines
ylff{nj of docupments with court and Letermined
Dermy Heardin had violated his probation. Even
though Denny Harolin had not been +o the Kay
Coun-{y C:‘rcuz‘f‘ Court, hacﬂ net ﬁf/e_aﬂazny o,/océém&fs
with +he ClerK of yhe Court, He was pmnoanm{
qu;Hy and sentenceodd +o S years in PY“I,(’,SG{\a
This js clearly oliscrimination, because $he Rule
o¥ Jaw was not ez/fawcj%oge:i’crmfne & Denny
Ha,mf?m :ﬁzw/ed? a &foaamen‘f" I+ was O(a‘ffermi‘necg
Denny Hoardin £i)ed +he dlocament without cver

going +o rhe court.



Conoda‘%foﬂ #/O ) S C’,[W}y a Vi\o/‘cu‘fl,“{)m {:‘)‘F ‘}’/’LC’,
Constitution of /%;‘ssouri; Arﬂ\cie I, Section 8
that allows all people of Missouri The right
+o write wWhatever +hey please, being responsible
for whatever they rorite, Denny Ray Harelingy has
+he reputation of presenting +he Fruth 7o court
much 4o #he celismay of attorneys and Juclges
wWho bLSL{ce//y l/e 7o +he Public. John M. Torrence
imposed +his wunconstitutional condition o Reep
Oanhy 7\7@7 /‘7%"0[1}'7 From Pe‘f’}‘f’lbﬂ f‘hﬁ +he Cour S
within his First Amendment right #o petition
for +he redress of gqrievances.

Conaefﬁ\om *}:7 ‘s Further evidlence of rhe
unconstitutiona/ o'{e'sf‘r‘e of Tohn Torrence +o
deny Denny Ray Pardin access +o Court. The
Constitution of y¥issour) Article ] Section )4
cfear/y States +he courts S}m/? be open 1o all
persons. The RSWo 47¢.170 c/ear/y states a//
Courts sittings are to be public. These two
Conditions clearly show +he inrent of John
Terrence Was Jo deny access +o court. By +he

Ademal of Aue process of Jaw, a),S%epAen /\);x;ﬁﬂ

sought #o lengthen +he sentence from +hree
vews 1o eight years. Tohn Torrence and
W Stephen Niyon have succeeded | +heir
\‘Coﬂ$pi\}"acy aqainst rights” o engage I~ criminal



conduct as defined 1n 18usc24]. T+ Scems

a ll “qcore,f‘gn agén'[‘s” 2ZUSC 6] are e/ngq\cjﬂef Na

+he “Conspiracy 7 Fo “Monoplize™ t+he Courts of

missouri. I say i¥ +he people olo net have vhe
Vfg}n" Jo AccessS our courts, OUr fayx oAo/lars
Shou/oé net be ‘f’bti’{ci;h_g +hem. £i/ther, +he
courts will demonshate a C’//wéngﬁ of a‘h"f?‘ua/e
‘f’ou.)dr‘a{ *}Le P{Abkc or ICOﬂ"?"%Cé "f“/me_ \\Orfé?”)qa(
)31 Amend ment f,Shoufc@ be wes?rec+ac0,a(ong
with +he \”‘\Ouﬁsv“;n’gdai&&@* of #he ! 8 65 Constrution
Gi? m;‘.sf}‘ Créu—-; Yo remove a/f ;Leré{‘gn Ageﬂ’f‘s” from
all “Public Offices” of Missouri and cvery
other state of America, pbter all |t s rhe
law. Neo "foreign Agent” can 7cw)acu//y hold a
Public Office’, +his Jaw steed from 1919
wWhen i+ was ratified unti] today.

Sixth Jawdul c/m//emgc: 4o incarceration s

Fact: W, Stephen Nixon determined his olecision
i's final and can not be appealed. Trial
was }'xe/o( at 9:00am on Vhe jz27h a/cu/ of
August 2009. This +rial was devoid of
of all cue process of Jaw as wimessed
by +he 33 witnesses PreSﬁ?‘\’h A+ Z:00 pm
I Was Prbmdwa&e@j 3@”%}/, }’)qno{]ca@ea( a,M(
taken to jail. Pt 3:00am +he next morning



I was ’f’rar\spor\_‘f&@a +o S+ Joseph Ulagnasti'c

Cen¥er.

On August J4#h, Netice of Appeal”+0 the
Supreme Court of Missourt” was Fled in the
leth Judiclal Civreu; + Court. Rule30./¢ reguires
Release pending Appeal. To date +he “Notice
o¥ Appeal” has not been logged on Case Net,
has no? bheen gent 70 +he NMissour) Supreme
Court and no APPEAL Bond” has been set. The
only Jawdul +ime, bond can he refused rs In
the case of +he death ]Deﬂce/i"_ or l1ife in
prison has been impased. Afffa‘ﬂ»erls must
be gmn+eo€ bond. All excep+ Denny Kay
Heorel i , 1t 1S “Common practice” jo descrimate
ageainst him.and refuse him due process of
lawd, ps WJ.Stephen Nixen (t+he Governorls Bmv‘:}\e{;
has cieqrftf a(&mons%raf*eoga Since thafcer%’f&g
De‘m—;y 72%/ Hccm(z Vi has Mmglécf a [orm Yo, thet
is an appeal under Rule 2915 +har &/, Stephen
Nixon has net filed tn the case ov entered
into Case Net,

T asK +he ,Qotpre,me: Court of m;ﬁggqr; z
members, '# +hig had l«q,opencd o You coould
You he angry ov uﬁaqlog you J‘us.% accePt your
fate? T chese o Presém‘ +he Frufh.



Right +o Wit of Habeas Corpus

For over Fhree Y eors, T have Ioe/en ersecuted
For €xercising my VFreedom of ‘9]:;3&0?\”5&@%%6[
to oll Americans by the Fivet Amendoent. Ny
clap +hat T would exercise my sole, [nherent
and exclusive right 4o Abelish’ an unconstitutional
court, secured by Article ), section 4 of vhe
Ce;n‘sf;“?“wf;om of Missourt has been un/aw{"uf/y
converted 4o a crime. The ene Sctprc:m:fi Court
of the United Stetes of America a/efar“mmfcé
“The claim and exercise of e constitutional rfg?vi‘
cannot be converted into a Crime.” P, )jer vs
U. 5. 230 F 48¢ ar 457

This case began with an uns {Snosod wxr rant Fhat
established +he poisicnous free and cvery act
since s Pruit of +hat unlawful act, This case has
clearly demonstrated, +hat Judges Oho are /aw:ﬁu//)/
reqaireca o have an “Oath of Office” do not Sa.ppérf
+he congtitutions, These Tudges have probably
pever even read the Constitutions, they claim
to support. The Constrtution of Miscourt Artrcle Y
Seetion ]| requives all judges +o have an “Oati of
O+Fice” RSMo 4 7¢. A0 requires the “Oath of O
before +aki ng publhic office. Bs an 5*";’?@"‘;0*’5%0(3‘9
of The Unived States of America 28 USC372
Aretates +he eract “Oath of Office” « j\ Lu;(ga must



+oke fo be in compliance ith Article VI of the
Constifution Lor +he united states of America.
HZUSC |28 establishes “Faual rfgfn“} ander /aw® Sor
all Americans. This case c/early Ademonstrafes
+he clear “Insurvection ” ]O USC 333 of Jackson

County, Missowr 1o operate “Corporate Courts” Aevoid
of all slue process of Law.

It is the responsibility of the Missouri Supreme
Court 1o insure every court within Nissowrl protecks
+he rights, privileges and imunities of every American
that comes before +hem, The Revised Statues of
Missowr( 1, 210 clearly says no person will be
restrained oy held withouwt qu”/xor;{*/*}/ of [aw.
Every judge has been asked for finedings of
fucts and conclustions of /aw andl cz// have

refused. These “Foreign ﬂgeﬂfj’; are /qu/ to The
"British Atoned Pegfs‘l”ery”_(f‘;mz), and have come o
believe +hey are the [aw qgivers, regardless of
wWhet +he written law May Say, T have tiried for
20 years 3o hold these #yrants accountable for
+heiyr concﬁuefa,nof have repea_\fe,of/y Failed, The
Cour? £7]e for +h1s case has g rown nto 4
Volumes and shows about every law presented
M the past, none has heen ap)’\efo(,; all hae
been oismicsed. (Jhen Jyustice fails, vhe entire
jpw(s‘also;’ system fails in i+ "Chret De,_g(\ﬁ””

v



The 'S upreme Court of Wissowr “is the }\ﬁg% est
Jadicial authority o Missourt and must police all
other courts oF Missourt 4o ensure Adue process of
Jaw 1S Prop«erfy aﬁlmfh,f\S%@ﬁ"ec‘?s I?Ajus‘?"?c& has not
prevailed [+ is this court’s responsibility +o correc
Fhe njustice. I hbelieve I am entithed +o relit
from she jaoggme/m" of John Torrence +hat vieltes
cur Consti'futions. I believe T am m-—;'jf/e,oé’ “+o f’&/fcfz
f'rom ?//xe un comﬁfwﬁ‘om&/ /\ncafcerqi’fay\ 5 3mpo;3::a€
w1 Fhowt &LL‘F;LO?‘!‘*’}/ of law, by i, Sf@}ﬂ}tﬁm N i xon.
This case seems so simple 1o me, ¢/ther the
Joth Tudicial Circurt Couwrt” can i, )+e gcino/{nj_s
of facts and Conclusions of Jaw o y+ can ner,
WJithout +his clear statement of Jaw, T am
entitled +o a “lWrit of Habeas Corpus’,

Relted Heq u&sf’eJ

For she far&go{nj reasons, I;De'?’?-f’f‘on F+his
Cowrt for a “"Writ of Habeas Corpus”and my
;\mmﬁofi‘c{fe re /we from +he /Waée,r/y Corf&@ﬁcma/
Center, |

Summation

T hove been ‘-JQOL‘Sf/{y de claced an%i-—govérmmem‘*
Decaglse T Su,ppcw"f' +he Cens+itutions w,\d “?’At’— /&&&3



Mad@ I S’appov“f @TF ’i“[Leﬂ/\, 7’83) ff’!qv’a ]thi}(zt{[(/y
&[ia/f‘ange&’ +hose within our gevernment Who
refuse o aecf within their /aufu/// establis hed
o(u*&/., Ia{o not consfq(er +his anf:qu/-f} T Ccnsfc{lei“
1T the responsibility of every American Cltizen,
who enjoys +he privilege of Jiving in +his great
natiort. Becouse g overnm ent is m‘c‘w[/e of peop/a
it IS prone 76 mistakes thet are a part of huwman
nature. If governmewt belleves i+ is always right,
+hen +he psssfbi*/:‘fy o Jjustice is /ast, Ev’&fyr
defendant /s guilty and nene have any possibil+
of Véﬂo{fcaffan < To ct//au),a;n ,,fmjusﬂ\cﬁ 7o pr‘em:‘/ K
clearly ec m iscarriage of justice. God Rrows +he
Fruth and more and more people are /earning
haw wvmc,c“f‘ o gauernmenf Y‘&Qf/y 1iSaImL<s‘f’
place my fote Tn +he hands of +he Supreme
Couwrt of Missour: @rw{ car 6n/y hape Fhat #—raﬂl
anel justice el )’Dr‘evm‘/. fdppe%/ 4o +he honorabk
mem/women of this Court, whe Share the
responeibility o oetermine what (s right andl
what 1s wrong, o examine 1his cause ans see

if Jusrice has been served or has an tnjustice
reen olene.

S+atement of Truth

..7:7 Denny ?avy Héro(fr\, c/ec{qre bu’\o(&r Fhe pem}*('y



ot Perjury +hat The #omgoivg i1s True qmo{]
covrecf +o the best of my Knowledqe. I have
not av“ﬁ:m/bfedf +o0 mislead +his cowurt, on/y

inform it of the facfs, /law and evidence s
I see it

Cona/uS;on

Ln acordance with God s /o.u)) T tforegive all
+hese who have '?'respassen/ agq?r\sf me. Soon I
will go 4o work in the faw /i‘,é:/‘ary o help those
who like myself clon’t ddeserve +o be here. There
are Mmany. IF It i's Godis will vhat T be releaset
then Gocd’s will be cdone. I £ i¥ s Gods will vhat
Z remarn here and b@/fg é%éers,ﬁ@b@fﬁ fp lece
my fate in God’s hands, without reservation and
S'f"czna( on Mmy ocaffz in Him, God s éu’i// he Cé’o/lc.

Lo Fo w ol

Denny pa// /‘;emolt‘r)

2 House Room 397

MO[D?/V‘} vy Corre cHonal Centey

P.0. Box 7

M0196riy, m:\ssowr;
65270
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' By N
[&(p1¢f]
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF JACKSON COUNTY, MISSOUR!
' AT KANSAS CITY. MISSOURS

Judge or Division: Case Number: 0616-CR01648-01 ' F l LED
W STEPHEN NIXON Offense Cycie No.: B V'SION 5
Siate of Missouri g’”""‘w"ﬁf,, mtzmcmc 'E 619 2008
t
Defendant: ' —= o e CIRCUT GOURY OF JACKSON COUNTY, MO
Denay R. Hardin Defendant, gro g6 Dem%y kumur' &Mﬁ&i_‘:
DOB: 15-MAR-1959 S8N: 497-63-6951 SEX: M S
: - & Fite Sliamp

Judgment Revoking Probation
Order Revoking SES
Sentence to DOC - No Probation

On AUGUST 12, 2009 this matier comes on for hearing on alleged probation violations. The State
appears by Assistant Prosecuting Attomney, Byron Woehleeke, Defendant appears in person, pro se.

On Taly 11, 2006, the Defendant was found guilty of the following offense:

[ Cownt Charge Code & Doseription ' Charee Level b:m; of Offapse
1 2922000 Tamper Wih Judicial Froceeding Felony C 16-TF'eb-2008

On August 18, 2006, the Defendant was sentenced and commmitted to the custody of the Missouri
Department of Corrections - Division of Adult Institutions for imprisonment for the following term as set

out below:
Cotnt Charge Code & Description ’ Charge Level - g:;;‘;: Term P':-;;‘:ﬁ:; CansfCone
|1 2522000  Tamper Win Judicial Froceeding Yelony C 16-Feb<2006] 5 Years | 3 YEARS -

Execution of the sentence was suspended, and the Defenduant was placed on probation on each count
as set out ghove. '

Having conducted a probation violation hearing, the Couri finds the Defendant has violated condition:
#10.

? ion is 7 . Bxecution of
YT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that Defendent s‘pmbanop s {evaked. i
Defendant’s sentence is ordeved. Defendant is granted credit for all jail time served on this case.

The Court advised the Defendant of their right to post conviction rolief pursuant to Criminal Rule
29.15.

(T IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED thet pursuast to Sec)ﬁ'on “ ig;g &Sg& fsf::;:"?g;‘;aw i
LRy
g0 g e vintine 4 the offense eycle number ( CN) i b ohotographs oF
idensifying informat o : ds Repository within ten
. identifying information necessaty %9 formation 1o the Missouri Central Records
- ; entifying Lulormadon ® . h the offense cysle
o da by gg%iﬁﬁfifigm ooy shell also provide the Clesk of the Court Wi
{ ays,

number associated with this case.

[of2
pos iCRRSOP\H.v{ec 612007} .
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Missouri Departrent of Corrections. The sheriff is authorized one additional officer/guard to trangport

The Defendant is remanded to the custody of the sheriff for safekééping and to await transport to thi
Defendant to the Department of Corrections. !

SO ORDERED:

o pes ' L) . M

T Dare WSTEPHW%N. Yudge [ o

CERTIFICATE QF SERVICE
T hereby certify that a copy of the

foregoing was duly delivered on ;
AUGUST 12, 2009, to: : S

BYRON WILLIAM WOEHLECKE, Assistant Prosecuting Attorney.
Defendant, pro se, Denny Hardin

State Board of Probation & Parsle

Jackson County Dept, of Corrections ‘. b
Missouri Department of Comrections

Suc Akers, Judicial Admimistrative Assistant

+ i

-
o R

P el

2ol 2
SOUCR350PY Ldoe (S12007) o

MAYE CBALEAR AN
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Avg. 12, 2009 7:02PM , No 4334
N THE CIRCUYT COURT OF JACKSON COUNTY, MISSOURI
, AT KANSAS CITY
STATE OF zvgssonm, I CASENO. 0616-CRO1640-01
: . ] -
?kﬁﬂﬁﬁg ]
Vs, 1 : a
DIVISION NO. 14
DENNY HARDIN, |
DOB: 03-15-1959 Defendant.
SENTENCING/FUDGMENT

Thedefendanthmeinwasfmmdglﬂtybyammmlyn Zoeﬁoftheoﬂimse
of: Tampering with Judicial Proceeding, a Class C Felony, said oﬂ‘ense having
occmredonﬁrahom;l"ebmalym 2006. . ]

Now on this 18" day of August, 2006, Stateof}.\disaomappearsbyandthmugh
Byron Woehlecke and Jordop Stanley, Assistant Prosecuting Attorneys. Defendant

appears in person, pro se. A Sentencing Assessment Repart having been submitted to
the cowt, the defendant now stands before thie court for hesring on his motion for new

irial and sentencing. The court having heard the arguinents of parties, overrules
defendant’s Motion for Judgment of Acquittal, Motion to Set Aside Judgmemnt Motion
forNewmalandRmsedMG&onﬁrhdgmmtofAﬂm W

- HISORDEREDANDADNDGEDM&&&MMWWM&&
comuwitted to the Missouri Division of Adult Institutions fbnmpnsomnentfor apmod
of Five {5) }retm‘

IT IS ORDERED that execution of senfence be suspended and that said
defendant is placed on probation. for a period of Three (3) years under the supervision
of the Missouri State Board of Probation'and Pavole subject to the general conditions
of probation and the; following speial conditions:

1. Defendant will be regitired to obiain fill-time, verifiable emaployment
within the first ninety (90) days of being granted probation,

214

ity b *}dw Wwﬂ%u “ing s
A I .

Wi, PO, B 9 o,
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2. Defendant will be required to enfer and suceessfully complete an
employment secuity program, if the above condition is not met.  »- -

3. Defendant will be required to obtain a complete mental ¢valuation and
follow the recommendations made.

4.  Defendant will be tequired to submit randon urine samples a5 requested
by the Court, supervising officer, and ireatment provider.

5.  Defendant will be required to pay all court ordered financial ohhgatlons,

© within six (6) months of the date of this order.

6.  Defendant will be required to be screened for substance abuge trestment
and follow the recornmendations made.

7. Defeodant will be required to have no contact whatsoever with Lowell
Gard, Tudge Josephl‘..oeamin and Karen Bverett.

8.  Defendant will be required to complete Qne hundred (100) hours of
community service, within eighteen (18) months ofﬂw date of this
order,

9.  Defendant is nof to enter apy caurthouse uwaless i itis neeessm-ym appear
ag a party or subpoensed witness.

10.  Defendant is to make no cmntﬂlmgsonbehalfofanybodyoﬂmthan
himself and no court appearances on bebalf of anybody other than
himself in any coutthouse. :

11. Defandautshallpaythemmof%mforthem:ne\ﬁm’ ‘
Compensation Pond and costs are assessed against Defendant,

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Angust 18, 2006
Copies of the foregoing was duly

216881387 AMBER LEDBETTER PAGE 85/87

mailed regular mail/interoffice mail on Augnst 18;, 6,

Byron Woehlecke and Jordon Stanley, PmsammngAttorﬂays T

Deany Hardin, 2450 Blmwood, KCMO 64127 - - . R T T
"Probation and Parole : Faxed (816) 221.0045
Division File

T. Kelly, Judicial Administrative Assistant




Tel: 816.881.4200

| DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS Fam: 816.881.3199
¥ JACKSON COUNTY, MISSOURI

1300 Cherry Street

Kansas City, Missouri 64106

To Whom it May Concern:

Certification of Time Served

The Jackson County Department of Corrections Hereby Endorses upon This
Certification That

Name: DENNY R HARDIN
SSN: 497686951 DOB 03/15/1959
Race: W Sex: M Case #: 0616-CR01640

PERIOD(S) OF INCARCERATION

From: 07/20/2006 To: 07/21/2006 2 days
From: 08/12/2009 To: 08/13/2009 . 2 days
From: To: / days
From: To: days
From: To: days
From: To: ' days
From: To: days
From: To: days

Criminal Record Technician

C ZENO




