28 U.S.C. 351(a) Complaint
In The United States Court of Appeals
Eighth Circuit

Denny Ray Hardin, Complaintant
#22264045

Leavenworth Dentention Center
100 Highway Terrace
Leavenworth, Kansas 66048

Chief Judge Fernando J. Gaitan, Accused
United States District Court

Western District of Missouri

400 East 9™ Street

Kansas City, Missouri 64106

Reference Case No. 10-00131-01-CR-W-FJG
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA v. DENNY RAY HARDIN

Statement of Truth

I, Denny-Ray:Hardin, now file this formal complaint against Magistrate Robert Larsen
because of his repeated refusal to administer “Due Process of Law”; repeated refusal to
act within the laws that govern his conduct and his failure to conduct the business of the
court in a professional and efficient manner. Based upon these acts, | believe Magistrate
Larsen has become delusional and Mentally Incompetant in his belief that he can violate
Constitutional Rights, Codes of Judicial Conduct and Law that governs his public office.
The following are “facts” that give raise to this “complaint”. They are true and correct to

the best of my knowledge and beliefs without purpose to mislead.
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“Facts”
1) In November of 2008, Magistrate Robert Larsen signed a search warrant, without a
signed statement of probable cause, required by the 4™ Amendment. This search
warrant was utilized by FBI Agent VanCycle and Kansas City S.W.A.T. to conduct a “Bank
Robbery” 18 U.S.C. 2113 of my “Private Bank” under the color of law. A criminal |
complaint, by Affidavit, was filed with Chief Judge Fernando J. Gaitan who refused to

prosecute in clear “Misprison of Felony” 18 U.S.C. 4 (Evidenced by Court Records)

2) On May 10, 2010, | was “Kidnapped” 18 U.S.C. 1201, by FBI Agent VanCycle, and
brought before Magistrate Larsen, without consent, against my will, without a warrant,
without a statement of probable cause, based upon an “Indictment” of “Fraud” 18
U.S.C. 1001. | informed Magistrate Larsen of his clear “Conflict of Interest” (pursuant to
fact 1) and he refused to recuse himself. | assert this refusal to be a clear violation of 28
U.S.C. 455(a), because his impartiality is clear biased and prejudicial, his refusal also
violates 28 U.S.C. 455(b)(1). (Evidenced by Transcripts/ Witnesses First Hand Knowledge

Testimony)

3) On May 10, 2010, | requested a true statement of the Court’s jurisdiction within the
“15 Statutes at Large”. Magistrate Larsen refused to state his jurisdiction, Rule
12(b)(3)(B) says at anytime while the case is pending the court may hear a claim that the
Indictment fails to envoke the Court’s jurisdiction.To date Magistrate Larsen has failed
to establish his jurisdiction in this cause of action on the record. | assert this is denial of
“Due Process of Law” in violation of the 5™ Amendment. It is common knowledge the
jurisdiction of a court may be challanged at anytime, even on Appeal.(Evidenced by

Transcripts/Witnesses First Hand Knowledge Testimony)
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4) On May 13, 2010, Magistrate Robert Larsen appointed Anita Burns as counsel. |
terminated her counsel in open court and asserted my right to act as my own counsel
within the 6™ Amendment. Magistrate Larsen refused my right in violation of 28 U.S.C.
1654. Anita Burns has acted in clear “Prosecutorial Misconduct” and “Fraud on the
Court” with Magistrate Larsen to order a “Mental Competency Evaluation”. A person is
only supposed to be held for 45 days for a “Mental Competency Evaluation” within 18
U.S.C. 4243. As of September 6, 2010, | have been held 120 days and denied the
“Mental Competency Hearing” 18 U.S.C. 4247(d) to date. | assert this is clear
“Conspiracy against Rights” 18 U.S.C. 241 and “Deprevation of rights under the color of
law” 18 U.S.C. 242. The Court’s file contains lawful notification of these crimes.

(Evidenced by Court’s Records/ Custody of U.S. Marshals)

5) On May 13, 2010, Magistrate Larsen closed court to all motions of Denny-Ray: Hardin,
by verbal order to the clerk of the court, not to file any pro se motions in this case. This
is clear violation of 28 U.S.C. 452 that deems “Court is always open” for this purpose. On
June 28, 2010 Denny-Ray: Hardin filed “Application for Habeas Corpus” to Chief Judge
Fernando J. Gaitan that has not been docketed to date. Because | am restrained for
“Mental Evaluation” “Habeas Corpus” is unimpaired 18 U.S.C. 4247(G). On September 6,
2010 “Demand to Open Court” was sent to Chief Judge Fernando J. Gaitan, to date
Court is closed to Denny-Ray: Hardin. By Complying with the order of Magistrate Larsen,
the clerk of the court has violated my 1% Amendment right to petition for redress of
grievances and suspended Habeas Corpus in violation of Article |, Section 9 of the
Constitution for the United States of America. This is clearly “Conspiracy against rights”
18 U.S.C. 241 AND DENIAL OF “Due process of Law” in violation of the 5™ Amendment.

(Evidenced by Transcripts/Witnesses First Hand Knowledge Testimony)
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6) On May 13, 2010, was supposed to be a hearing for release pending trial within 18
U.S.C. 3142. Magistrate Larsen based upon Anita Burns’s “Motion for Mental
Evaluation” refused to conduct a “Bail Hearing” within his duty 18 U.S.C. 3041 and
denied “Bond” in violation of the 8™ Amendment. I believe this to be premeditated
conspiracy between Magistrate Larsen, Anita Burns and U.S. Attorney Brian Casey.
Based upon “False Declarations to the Court” 18 U.S.C. 1623 that the “STATE OF
MISSOURI” had me declared delusional. Magistrate Larsen refused a hearing and
ordered me incarcerated based upon “Fraud” 18 U.S.C. 1001. | was not ever determined
to be delusional by any authority of the state of Missouri. | would prove this “fact” if |
was ever allowed a “Mental Competency Hearing” 18 U.S.C. 4247(d) that | have been
refused to date. For 120 days | have been awaiting}a hearing that is required to be
conducted within 45 days by 18 U.S.C. 4243. This is clearly “Conspiracy of Kidnapping”
18 U.S.C. 1201© and “Hostage taking” 18 U.S.C. 1203. Finally clear denial of “due
process of Law” under the 5™ Amendment. (Evidenced by Court’s

Record/Trancripts/Witnesses First Hand Knowledge Testimony)

7) On May 24, 2010 my “Power of Attorney” filed documents to the Chief Judge
Fernando J. Gaitan establishing a “Fiduciary Relationship” with him, Magistrate Larsen
and others. Rather thasn disqualify himself from the case as required by 28 U.S.C.
455(b)(4), Magistrate Larsen issued an order that has been utilized by “Correction
Corporations of America” and the “Federal Bureau of Prisons” to keep me in
“Administrative Segregation” for over 105 days, without phone, without visitation and
most recently without mail. “Obstruction of Correspondence” 18 U.S.C. 1702 is a felony

crime. | deem this “Cruel and unusual Punishment” considering | have violated no rule
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or regulation to warrant such treatment. | assert this is a “tort crime” of torture under
28 U.S.C. 1350 in violation of the 8™ Amendment. (Evidenced by Court Order

5/24/2010/Prison records of Administrative Segregation)

8) I sit in “Administrative Segregation” for 105 days without a lawful complaint signed
under the penalty of perjury required by Rule 3 of the F.R.C.P. (Federal Rules of Criminal
Procedure). | was arrested by the FBI without a lawful warrant required by Rule 4 of the
F.R.C.P. | have been incarcerated without Complaint required by Rule 5(b) that meets
Rule 4(a)’s requirement of probable cause. | have been “Kidnapped” by force and Fraud
18 U.S.C. 1201(c) in a “Conspiracy against rights” 18 U.S.C. 241 THAT HAS HELD ME
“Hostage” 18 U.S.C. 1203 since May 10, 2010. | have been forced to endure
“Segregation” of “Federal Prisons” when the law requires a “Federal Medical Center” to
conduct a “Mental Competency Evaluation”. All of these violations of Due Process of law
and no protection of law allowed. | demand a copy of a lawful Probable Cause; the
Indictment is not signed under the penalty of perjury, therefore fails to meet the 4™
Amendment requirement. | demand a true statement of the jurisdiction of the Court to
hold me. | demand these most basic rights “Ad Prosequendum”. Either, produce or

release me. (Evidenced by Court’s Records)

For the Foregoing reasons, | request Robert Larsen be removed from Public Office

pending a complete “Mental Evaluation” of his capacity to serve as a “Public Servant” of
the American People. 0 @

Date September 7, 2010
Denny-Ray: Hardin sui juris

All rights reserved UCC1-308
Formally UCC1-207
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10 THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT CouRkl FOR THE =/ g
WESTERN DISTRICT 6F MiISSCUR| *
WESTERN DIVISION

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, f]7 Chief Tmlse Fernando J. Gaitan

Plaintitt, 57
v, 7 Cage No JO-00i3i~01-CR~-W-FIG
I
DENNY RAY HARDIN, jf
Defendant. 3

“DEMAVD TO OPEN COURT

Comes Now "Denny-7?a7: /—/amiih, sui jaris 40 demand his risﬁﬁs
to “Due Process of Llaw” requived by +he 5 Bmendment of +he
gccmaﬂifwf‘fon 700? the United States of Amcrfc&i ”7&3}51";@/’@_ Larsen
has an/awvcal(y seized dhe /'féam"y and person of Dcnny«'Pay-, Uorclin
withowt a lawtu] waerrant in Violation of the Hth Amendment For
120 C/ay.s now . Accoro(ing +o Wagagfmm [arsen’s or-o/erts, *Devﬁenc/qn%
could not be restrained past +the 2374 of Tuly, vet ag of September
Cth Defendant is incarcerated qt +he "Leavenworth Detertion (enter”
awaiting a ‘Mental Evaluation Hearing' withan (8 dsc 4247 (d) that ghoule
have been Conducted withdls days, within 18 usc 4243 . Defenddont
is not allowed fo £ile pro se Motions +o Magistrate Larsen wh o ordered

No pro se motions Can be Filed in +his cause on May i3t 20i0.

This was done in clear violation of A8 USC 452 Fhat c;/eqrfy
Case 4:10-cr-00131-FJG Document 33 Filed 09/13/10 Page 10f4



Sf’;:d"es “Cowr? is cz/ways open " The Gourtls record c/éar{y Shows
ng}é'fm'f’e Larsen's bias and pre\}ud?‘cc\m} concga:c'{' in violation 6F
28 USC 455 (b)(1) hy his refusal g i1 open court on May /07 4o
c/éqaa/:°ﬁy himself for signing a Search warrant without « \ngﬂeelz
statement of probable cause in violation of +he 4+th finendm ent.
Mezsis“fmﬁa Larsen was made a ‘ﬁfa!uc;qu, ot +his case, on May 24 7h
and rather than disqualify himself as requived hy 28 USCH557(h) ()
Magistrate Larsen, has by his (Dro[er, infhcted ‘Cruel and dndsual Fanishmer
in violetion of the §th Amendment. On May 24T Magistrate Jarsen ordere
Defendant not be permitted use of phone and not alfpwed physical
contact with visitors. This ovder has been utilized by CCA and Hle
Federal Bureaw of Prisions +o put Dedendant in “Solitary (anfinement]
with o phone, No visitation and mast recenfly no marl for 105 days, witheut
any vislation of a vule or regq[a“ffon ‘ /'}’}Qsésf—ra—ife, larsen’s c/o’(‘("y in His
case was 1o establish “Bail within 18 USC 3041 and +he S Amendment,
but instead he has exceeded his authority +o inflict Fortur€
R8USC 1358, upon +he Dedendpnt with Walice, intent and Knazid/@fge_,.
A 28 USC 357 (o) Complaint has heen obstructed by CCA and not
mailed o date, +o Defendant’s }ZMLO/ed’ge. A grievance has been
Ciled for “Obstructian of Correspondence” 18 USCITOR o “Felory (rimé .
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Keliet Requestedd

A: Defendant ts entitled o a “Mental [ampe‘f’@hcy /{mrf/':_q” within

1€ usc g2470d). Defendant demands +his l%earfrgge

B. Defendant is entitled fo o " Refease Pe:f;af’f“ng Trial’ with or
withat swrety, withn 18 H4SC 3142, Detendant ofemands «

"Bond Hearing” within his 8™ Amendment right.

C. Defendant is being held as a prisoner and should be alfowed
all r?g'}xf’s of a “Detained Person”, Therefore, Dedenclant requests
andl Grder 1o restore phene prfvffe?esj visitation andl m:u“/,
be issued to the “Leavenworth Detention Center’ Where he is

being housed.
WHEREFORE, T askK for ﬂo+/o$n3 more +han a fair qrvid impartial
frial, assured by #he Constitution for +he United States of America

To every “American Cltizen
Qespec‘chnf by Submitted

@M?ﬁ Moﬁsm JM-NS
il right reserved UCC1-308
Formally UCC-207

Mai [ing Addelress

DEONY HARDIN Z 019

2264045
Leavenworth Detention Center

106 Highwey Terrace
Leavenworth Kansas GG 049

Case 4:10-cr-00131-FJG Document 33 Filed 09/13/10 Page 3 of 4



"CERTIFIC ATE OF SERVICE

L. DennyRet: Hardip oo herehy certily that a duplicate
Copy of +he foregoing was mmst madled postage pre paicl +o
the Clerk of the Gurt for defivery +o Brian Casey WS, Attsrney
assigned on +his 7+h dey of September 2010,

/OM*@;‘(? Yot sl

All rishts regerved LUeC./-308
Foer//y Uce/-207

Case 4:10-cr-00131-FJG Document 33 Filed 09/13/10 Page 4 of 4
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
WESTERN DISTRICT OF MISSOURI

WESTERN DIVISION
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )
Plaintiff, i
v ; Criminal Action No.
) 10-00131-01-CR-W-FIG
DENNY RAY HARDIN, ;
Defendant. %

ORDER
Before the Court is Defendant’s pro se “Demand to Open Court” (Doc. No. 33). Defendant
is represented by counsel. As a result, it is

ORDERED that Defendant’s pro se motion is denied.'

4 @WM rée %Mﬁ)&
ROBERT E. LARSEN
United States Magistrate Judge

Kansas City, Missouri
September 15, 2010

As an aside, I note that two of the three grounds for relief that Defendant requests have occurred.
Specifically, a competency hearing was held on September 9, 2010 (See Doc. Nos. 29, 32). 1 also entered an order
on September 9, 2010 lifting the prohibitions on Defendant’s phone use and contact visits (Doc. No. 30).

Case 4:10-cr-00131-FJG Document 34 Filed 09/16/10 Page 1 of 1
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o IN.THE _UNITED STATES TUSTRICT COURT FOR THE .
e WWESTERN DISTRICT OF.MISSOURL. .
e WESTERN DIVISION

UNITED STATES_ OF AMIERICA,
(hetious party) )
B _Plaintitf, . >

) I

Ve .

PENNY RAY HARDIN, )
(real party 6f interesd. )
i Detendant. )

Case No. [0-0013/-01-CR-10-FIG

)
)

e MOTICE THAT

I _.D.@nny..:.T&y..:.../z’mzﬁ’;}q,_m__a.o@,‘,,.m,czjorif’ age and sound piind
competent  fo. State +he matkr Set )érv% herein, do.affirm thet
rhe foregoing. /s _true, corrcet and complete., not misleading, with
Yvet hand. kﬁaw/ecgge,,_ of +he aeaa‘z"S/zerawfz%Ia/a herchy _exercise.
n 72/3})‘155 as _an. fAmerican Mational Free Stave Citizen. 5 7o Kesci hcz,

to. Cancel, 4o Render Null Void, “NUN. Pro tane”, both currently and. .
i:ertm.aefiualy._ia,,.,f/ze,.,.,_ﬁa@cﬁa;‘i,.s.1:9.1::.,[;:1;9__o._r:,V,co.ntrac,timg_mtbﬁ._Uy.,__,.“b@d.egﬁ.,,_
upon..the. constructive fraud and mis- represeniagtion. perpefuqrece
spor.me. by the feceral government. I am proceeding Sui Javis at.
law, with_special assistance., pursuant o Decaration in compliance.
with Title 28 u.s,c, 1746 () *WITHOUT THE UNITED STATES? under

senalty of perjury, sworn. to within the United States of America.
. ALL COURTS ARE OPERATING UNDER, . .. .
) TRADING WITH THE ENEMY ACT AS CODIFIED IN TITLES0 w.s.C.,

_AND . S
) FED. R. CIV. P 4C3) UNDER TITLE A8 u.s.c. 1608, making +he . .

_COURTS “FOREIGN STATES” T0 THE PEOPLE BY. CONGRESSIONAL.

“@ZfE&/r@Q”éémﬁfé8""6'93]221716“ Page1of10
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L TT IS THE DUTY OF THE COURT . TO DECLARE THE PIEANING
OF WHAT IS (WRITTEMN, ANDNOT _WHAT WAS TNTENDED 7O BE .
LIRITTEN. T (0. Seavey Hop Corp._i._Pallock, 20 wn 2d 337, 348-34%,
147 P 2d 3/0. .CJ_‘?_‘Z,/,.,’ZQ_)“_cli‘f@ae_ﬁmif:/ﬂ,“Qp_)aﬁO“v_’CL[._}.:n_,_B_ﬁﬁg V. Hudesman,
U5 wn 2d 669s .

__H.._____..C.Q_/,%E,S,,_,/QOOL),,_De:ﬁen_cgmt,_ﬂcnn_;f:—gg_yié@_rzbifﬁe,_//_}/_/_‘f:zg_mb_z_aaﬂz_[mﬁ.__,_
Hesh and hlood Sovereign man, giving JUDICIALNOTICE that
+he PlaintiftLCourt /agés_mﬁéﬁz&c&‘cﬂbmmmﬁegﬁy_aon vict or hring

Many___.ms_ﬁv.Qg_qins.f,,»tlz,eM_Defmdqn s under Federal Rules_ofCivil
Procedure. # (3, j2(p)(1), (D, (3), (4, (5D S (&) as_well as +he 475,
5t _a+h (0™ J)FA and 1474 pmendments of the Constitution, .
where by Defendant [s not subject to_a Forsign State. I any
+ribunal_C(Court) Finds ahsence of proof of jurisdiction over a
severelgn and subject motter, vhe case must be dispmrssed.
Louisville v. Motley 20 n.s. /49, 29 8. Ct.YR. THat' I by Freehold
Inberitance, retain all substantive Rights_and Tmmunitiess
enjoy. the exercismq of substaniive Rightss Reservaiion of+Ae
Rights_of +he Peop _e__,;mﬁutb_/é:/__dgs_s_ﬁg;e_aé’ 3 I
__There_ace_rhree_diflerent and distinct forms of +he “(Unized.
States” as revealed by +the case faw i The high Court confirmed
that the term ‘United Stetes” can and oloes mean +hree completel
different +hings, depending on the context. Hoover £ Allison Co. Vs,
,,A_jfm3‘:1’:,._.3;2{{._.....aL‘_._sJ_é'_iZ,.Q&Z,é{é') e United States v, CryyRshank 92u.s. 542
(876) % Upjted States v, Bevans 16 u.S, 3 wheat. 336

___The Court_and_its officere have Failed yo state which United.
States they represent, Sinee they. can _represent only one and [+
Is_uncler Federal DcALCaj/.e,cﬁanmgma.ecﬁmteﬁﬂ_cz.sm _Corporation
the Unived Srares has ne jurisdiction over +he Detendant. hs
_an American National and as o Belligerent Climant, Detendant
-bﬂt@by.,.a,s&anfs.,._jﬁe_ﬁi.glu‘.’is.__o:&__;‘_m;:,_mify_m_Em‘.b.er_ejn:t_[Mﬁ_a,..éltéﬂmﬁnjme
*The judicial pewer SHALL not he_construed yo_extend 4o _any suit
in_law or_equity, commenced or prosecufed against one of the
United Stares by citizens of another state, or by citizens oF
_any Foreign Stetel This Ceutt, by definition is a FOREIGN STATE,
and_misusing. the vame of +his Sovereign American by placing

- — v fon IA\
S ,_;,,__C,a_s_e,4:10.-9&.00.131,-@‘,‘_5‘501%’@5?35‘_.Fi!¢d09/24/10 Page 2 of 10




Detendant's pame jn all capital Jetters as wellas by using
Defendant’s Jast name to construe Defendant erroneously as
o tperson’ which is a “Ferm of.art meaning: a creature of faw), _
an artificial bheing and a CORPORATION of Fne legrss ... .. . .

_ Ens legis, L. Lat. A creature oF 1he Jawl; an artificial being, as.

. Contrasted with.a natural person. Applied 4o CORPORATIONS, __
i Considered as deriving their existarce. entirely from +he lew.”
_ Black's Law Dietionary, 47 Fdivion, 1957, .

. TI% /s an_undisputed, conclusive. presumption. that +he above.
mentionec “real party p interest’rs NOT « CORPORATION, and further
/s net registered with any. Secretary of State asa CORPORATION.
Purcuant to. Rale 12(0)(0), the prosecuwt’ng. attorney of +he. alleded
saicl case then and riow has Farled fo state a clasrm for which .
relich can_be _granted ro the Plaintf, This is a_ FATAL DEFECT, .
and #herefore, rhe instant case and all reloted morters must be .
DISMISSEP (WITH PREJUDICE for lack of personurm., Ferriterial. . . .
ond _subject matter jurisdiction, as well as improper venue, as
well s parsuant to_rhe 1" Amendiment Forsign State Tmmanity.
Jurisdiction determines which type of cowrt has_authori+ty. ...
to hear a Case. A court has no. jurisdiction o rendera. judgement
in any case Unless i+ hag jurisdiction oier +he person or property
Invelved. The Trading with the Enemy Aet (TWER) suspencled +he
United States Constitution im the Courtroom, and therefore, the
standard American. Flag s dewlmgs jn +he courtroom was replaced
with o Military Bdmiralty Flag for dealing with_alien enemy resident
The people. never rescinded iheir nationality 1o +he real inited.
States of America. Shoe I do not own. any property at sea it .
makes fhis Court an. improper venue due to rhe Hifitary. ..
Admiralty Flag representing +his Courte . ...

__ OPTH OF OFFICE MAKES PUBLIC OFF/CIALS FOREIGN
1) Those_holding Federal or State public office, countyor.
munici pal office, under Legislative, Frecutive or Tudicial byanch,

theluding court offic fals, . T u,cfg.e,s..,,__._ﬁpras.&_.&wfws_, Jaw Enforcement
DeparPment employees, officers of +he cowrl, and etc., before

Y A NE;L 6{2 ,,,,,,, e e
... Case _4?1070r‘00g§’?wDJC_‘.J,.'?T??35_F“e_qwq_gﬁ@“ﬂ?»wp age 3of 10




entering. into. these. public offices, are eequired by +he Unired
States Constitution and _statutory law io comply with Title 5
UsC.sec. 333) “qubm_aﬂ@ﬁﬁffc_ef‘_sfafc*oﬂ[c;z‘a/s_-q,r&_a/sa_cgggfnecd__,
to_meet this_same obligation, according o the Stete Constitufions
) _a_c_i_-sSj:q;t&j:tzzﬁf:to.ﬁy_jqw e

2D Al oaths _of office. come_under 22 CER, Forsign Reletions..
Sec. 92..1292.30, and_all who hold public _eoffice come under.
Title § wsc 1481 Lass of nationality by _nativezborn or naturalized
citizens: voluntary action; burden of proof; presumptions.,

. SJ_WMn..aé@m,.ﬁttl,ewZ;l....,_us.c_,_Eoraignj?ela.ﬂbmwana(-,.ﬂafej:coagr5ﬁ., .
Sec.. CUl, a Public Official is considered a Farsign Rgent. I order .
to_hold_public_cffice., +he candidate must file.a trae and correct
E_eg_fé_fmﬁl_‘a?m._.__575&.21:&[?2%_1‘?_“&2;?[.’11._.M&_.Siﬁfe_&tfameyﬂ&m%/méﬁﬁ.i-éﬁifﬁﬂ-
FPrineipel. B S

4 The Oath_of Office requires rhe _public official I his/her.
Forsign State Capacity +6 wphold rbe Constitutional form of
government or fece censequences.

oo Blso see 22 usc 6/ _FOREIGN RELATIONS AND INTERCOURSE 5
wad 22 Usc 612, RECISTRATION STATEMENT, Loncerning the absolufe.
requlrement _af registration_with the Attorney Geeneral as a

‘Foreign. Principal’, due o the undisputed status of the Cour?
and_its allesed officers and employees as “FOREIGN AGLNTS®,
described_supro, This_requiremsernt SHALL be deemed to inclucle

butdimited o, an afbidavi+ of nen-communist associaticn..

DECLARATION OF STATUS AND_RIGHT OF AVOIDANCE

_ The above- mentioned “real part. of interest’ bereby dedores 4he
status of a “Forsi gAh..,..SfQ:[fe Y as_defined in 28 usc 1331.(0 (12, as o
'Seperate_legal person, Corperation or otherwise,” (in the instant.
Qg&e_“_&‘f‘her_mﬁsﬁlj’)mﬁbl@).hn_ar;y_q,om@xiiqlw arf) of q Forelgm State” and
(h)L2), nelther o citizen _oF o siate _@j“.u.’fe. United States qs define
in_Sec. (332 (e)! la corporatidn, am jnsurer,. ,orw:}rb,ew./;esya]*rap}teseniﬁﬁu{
of a decedent, an_infant or an incom peimf),_inat created under

"~ Case F10cr-00131( 56 Bodl e 35 Fied 09aiiio Pageaoiio



the laws of-any #hird country®, Furthermore, +he above rmenyioned
“real party. of interest” /s net an_ariiFicial corporate. “person’.as. .

defined and created by PUBLIC STATUES, and is not juristic
_person which may be ‘affected? by PUBLIC STATUES: But js.. ...
invested with and bares +he Status, condition and character of
‘a sovereign without subjects’. The above-mentioned *real party.
of interest’ /s always and at all +imes present in his “assylaum
home. State’, which is.Fhe common cases of +he place of birth,. ... ..
“domiciliem orig inis’ alse. referred #o_as Nat L&K‘.@.[*Dam.jc;.‘[f’,_,.-_kj,é.lfc,é_
is “rhe same as domicile of origin or domicile by birth?, (see .
Johnson V. Twenty-one Bales, 13 Fed. cas. 863: Black’s faw Dictiona
Y+h Edition) wh .;fcg JSs_+he souvce and the seat of his o vereign jty
and_immunity.. Accordingly +he above-mentioned. real party of inferest
exercises his Right of Avoidance and hereby rejects the offered .
commercial venture and cleclines o fuse with or 4o aniprate the.
abeve- mentioned Detendant in Frror, or 4o stand as “STRPWIIAL
CPERSON), which is_defined in Barren’s.Law Dictionary, 4th Folition.
(14 "{CD, as a “term® referred 7o in commercial and. property. context
shen .o ﬁ'anspﬂer;“s ~made. +o._a thivd Party, . the stawman. pﬁiﬁson)_ -
simply for_the purpose of retransferring 4o the transterrorin.
order 70 _accomplish.some purpose not otherviise permifted,”. .
/.e. obtaining juvisdictfion over t+he above-mentioned *reaf party
of interest’ or relying upon. #he rebuttable presumption that the
above-mentioned “real party of interest’ s a _corporation., The . .
definition also contains. +he admenition v “see. dwmmy”, which,. .
at that entry is therein defined as ‘a strawptany asham?. The ..
above- mentioned “real party o $ interest’ is NOT.a Strawman, NOT a.
Sham, and certainly /s Nor. ,a.....a__/_,ummy . This DECLARATION OF
STATUS constitutes a conclusive presumption, of which +he .
Courf is bound 1o take MOTICE, yhat the “real party of interest’
/s NOT o corporatiens and t+he Court can. exercise no jurisdiction
whatsoever over the “real party of inferest”or +he above-Mentioned
case, but i's duty-pound. according +o the ddue process of-ihe . .
law, 7o which the above-mentioned “real party of interest”is. .
.Cz_bﬁ[t[g.@r%enfw,cfaLmﬁm:/;,_ﬁ.avaa(_ﬂé..y_tlzﬁ.._.gmlg_o‘f:_/ﬂm_i@.ﬁ!’.-S.ZW.&S S
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o AMENDATORY. RECONSTRUCTION ACT OF MARCH JI, 1868

-~ ._,..Aﬁj}_c;i_:/ro_,a_m@n_cf_.fh.e,___a_ct..p.ass.eaﬁ_ﬁigmﬁ.,2‘3_,,./.3'_6_7_,*@7{7‘%/&1’ An
Act Supplementary to an_act to _provide, for the more efticient.
govern me_n:i‘_m"t_7‘:21.&__rzabe/_Siqias,,_pqss_eeL/zZaf:cé_& 1867, and +o
Eaca___,lj,fafe...,,rh eir restoration. RSUPPLEMENTARY RECOMSTRUCTION ACT
FORTIETH CONGRESS. An_Act supplementary to_an act entitfed
*An_act to_provide Por vhe more efficlent government of+he rebel
state?, passed March second, cighteen hundred and sixty-seven,
and .__to__fac,ilifa,f&,, restoration.’ This_act created s+he. /977 Amendment
federal citizen under this Section 3 _of the Federal Gonstitution. .
All who hold Public Office Poll under #his_section as ULITED
STATES _CITIZENS . Those_who hold otfice have Enowingly and
_O);_]_.[,i,nsjym_.g.fb_’&n,,,....,(AP...,,,fh.@iﬁ)ff__Ci‘_ﬂ:ZSJlS,ZIIMCt*fZLI:S__CQ&iﬂ_fﬁy_fz(ﬂdﬁﬁ.ﬂflei_
Ssec. /Y8 o .‘....b.a,cam_e_,_a_/_:az:&:‘g.nwﬁf:@ie._193 ent_under 22 ysc. The Cath _
of Office._to the Constitutiond requires office holders +o aphald
and meaeintain our Constitwtional form of government under +e.
peoplels_authority. This_right was pever surrendered by the
pecples Ffallure to_doso violates /0 usc 333 and (Susc /918, Chapte
115, 2382, 2383, 1505, /001, 241, 242, 42 USC/I8) and Flusc 3729
.j..:qz.qs:ff.,;!tczmngm,ema,,3‘,5’.@;,{2.A._,,f}z_.,_e,_,_Eecé@r:m[ﬂl&bi@/fceﬂdnJl?mc&c.fmﬁas...,,p/acas
all courts undey couity and commerce. and wnder the Internation
Meanetar: .fanoﬂ.,...-Ihe_Iﬁie::fqaﬁbm[ﬁoﬁgtqcy.Emaﬂ.mmgs_aﬁdazwm,_
_tb&“L[m}é;}:m_@_mﬂ_@&i:aiaLCodeﬁ_mi&c_bq,,z;/s/‘_/},g_m_of_buﬁi)lesj
Interest and trust laws. This makes the Court/Tadges trusfee
over the trust,_and respensible whether or not the Defendant
understands the +rust issue. The 1933 Bankraptey Ret placed.
all public officials in a Ffiduciary position to _torite off +he Fublc
deb?, since +his Nation is _neot Solvent. The Trading with +he
Epemy Pet (TWER) suspended the Unived Stutes Constitution
In_the Courtroom_and therefore., rhe stanclard American Flag
inthe Courfroom was replaced with a nlilitary Admiralty Flag
for dealing with aljen enemy residents. The people never. _
rescinded +heic netionality to the real Unjﬁejﬁﬁt&sm@ﬁﬁmez:ﬁ%
These who_hold public office rescinded +heir national ity o becom
a Foreign Agent in order 12 held public o¥fice. International law
réquires the judge jtoﬁcprn[af_y’:/le,__;;aec:pj@...’_ﬁ»_.~__Cém‘s7ff,\7fé_uf[fomnﬁclfnr_mma:ff_

[N

government_as defined in yhe “Federolist Papers’. Federal Rules
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of Civil Procedure /Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 2 only allows. .
Civil Action _and under Rule 17, a *real party of jaterest’ has
+o be present in the Courfroom in order for there fo beany
claims of injury or damages against. “the people’. Any charges. .
under vhe “UNITED.STATES” or “STATE OEPUSSOURIY, falls under.
the Trading with the tnemy et (TIWEAD Section 23. The people .
are Not subject +o Fhis. jurisdiction.. as.itis.a Forsign State
Juvisdiction. The peop/e,,_}m/a{. A Amerdment jrmmu n}'z"yf’oc:/mmJ
ﬂimhegai:ky_cz;adﬁcqmmai:c_eg?m mct_?:ora/f&;;{ S:ffqrfqm._ﬁﬂlh_em..me.:'k_,Za.cu_,k._s,,._w,_
surisdiction over +he Defendant by Congressional Mandate. For
the afore stated. reasons, 1he Plaintiff/Court Jacks jurisdiction . .
under Rule 4CiD £ 2D, (2), (3), (), (5), 2 (&) over +his Defendant,
__“The Jaw provides +that once State and. Federal jurisdiction
has been challenged, it must be proven.’ Main v. Thiboutot, 100.
S Ct. 2502 (19800 .. o

_“Ne sanctions can be jmposed absent proof- of-jurisdiction.’
Standard v. Olsen, 74.5.C+, 768 Title 5usc.sec. 556 and 558 .. ...

. _FOREIGN) COURTS : The Courts of a Foreian State. or Natton. .
Z}.’L.__,:ijaﬁe_...,Mmjiﬁgaﬂ_ﬁque_a,A.,,_.'i’,,.f...l,i’s.,.,..__tezrmﬁiis,kfreq.aeﬁ;f?y.w_app[zfea(_m.__fzﬁ.,e,.w_..n.._m-_,
Courts of one of yhe States when their judgment or records are
introduced in +he court of another.

_ FOREIGN TURISDICTIGN : Any Jurisdiction Foreign o ihat of
forum 3.e.g., a sister State or ancther country. Also, the exercise.
by o State or Nation Juvisdiction. beyond j+s own territory. leng-ar
service of process Is atorm of sueh Foreign or extraterritorial juriscictior
. FORFEIGN LAWS: The laws of a Fereign Coantry or of a Sister
State. In conflick of jaws 1he legal ﬂrin.cfp/.es,__,,..o.f__Juhiépmdeﬂ.c&...__.._____.._.
which_are. part_of- phe law of a sister Stote Nation., Foreign laws.

are. add /+ieng fo_our cwn laws, and ;n thet ,,,xespec/f,__ane__cgz./le..a/
vjus peceptam o

“Case 4:10-cr-0013 1é£ 08%2!&%2?&3? Filed 09/24/10 Page 7 of 10




___ FORE16N CORPORATION Q_BMCOKPG;(@'I'}‘QKI‘c{a}hgjoﬁdﬁi}?eﬁssjn
one_ State_+hough charfered or incorporated in another State is
a _FOREIGKN CORPORATION as Fo_the £iret State, and as such, is
required to_consent #o certain conditions and_restrictions in

order to_do business in such First State.. Under Federal vasw laws.
of ene_of Yhe Sratres or Territories. of the Unifed States, TRC.___
770/ ()(5), Service of process. Foreign Corporation is governed
_by the Fed R. CIV.P. 4 see_also Corporation, e

___FOREIGN SERVICE OF PROCESS: Service._of process for +he
qequisistion of jucisdiction by a _court in the United States vpon
a person in a_Forsign Country /s prescribed by Fed, R.CIW.F. 4 (i)
ane 28 4.5.cA, 1603. Service of process on Foreign Cerporation.
is_gsovermed by Fed. R.CIY. P, 4 (A)(3).

ok B2

_____FOREIGN _STATES: Nations which_are. outside +he United States
Term _may also refer to_another State, je. a sister State. ]

. FOREIGN _ImmuniT) : With respect o jurisdictional immunity
of Forel 3:1_HS.fcrte,_}_5“@«6_&&&;5:,_Sf,c_/_’c_éi_aﬁ,.s@pﬂﬁe_&a&c,mCégp_@fmm
JQ...;AuLﬁszpﬁeaa,L,,_.ste_.c_u_u_ol_éi_ﬁ{)_._’f_h&_ﬁrm_f.‘[:'ora[gnﬁ:&efaf'i}iladcga[eéW__
outlying. possessions of a Foreign State, but self-goverring

dominions or territerries under mandates or trustee ship shall

be regarded as seperate foreign States.

PERSON: In general usuage., a_human_heing (.e. patuyal person.
theough by statue +he term may inelude a firm, labor organizetions,
pPartnerships, associations, Corporatioms, legal representatives, 7rast,
trustees _in_banKruptey, or receivers. National labor Reltions et 20,
___Definition _af +he term “person” under Titeldl, Subtifle F,
Chapter 7.5, subchapter D, sec, 2343, the term ‘person’as used in
dt.}:),f:S,w.&Aaﬁf@.ﬂl,j:nG[éé.de&._Gi.ﬂuO#I‘Qef" or am_p/}; yee ot _C_},__G);cfzo_z:aﬁ’i oNn,
of .a. member._ or emplyee _of a_partnership, who as such officer,
_Emp/_amyeﬁ.,.o.r;m&mh&rwf:s_.gacfdﬁ_duﬁ/ 70 _perform the act in respeet. .
of which +he viola¥rion occurs.,

K torporetion s “person” wiihin the meaning o cqual protccti
and_due process_provisions of the United States Comstirution.

e 0 8“@"‘2 1A) _
Case 4:10-cr-00181¥JG “Ddcdment 35 Filed 09/24/10 Page 8 of 10




Nt _this Fime Detendant now. invokes Trezvant v. City of
Tampa _For the Unlactul arrest and detarnment as long as i+ .
exists in +he amount of 10 million dollers for the sanctions
é?/reqd?y:mposec&
__Where a Court power to.aat. /s controlled by statue, the .
Couvt is governed by ihe rules. of limited jurisdiction, and
Court exercising jucisdictron over such matters must proceed
within_+he Structures of +he statues. In re f’?ctr‘,rJ‘q.g_me,,.af.mZ/;Keﬂm
199 ZI1. App. 3d 813, 557 N.E.2d 59/ (1st Dist. /990D
- SUPREME COURT RULING ON CORPORATE PERSON
___SANTA CLARA COUNTY v, SOUTHERN PAC,R.CO, 188 US. 394 ..

A legal person, also called. juridical or juristic person Lilis . .
c{.___/_eg,a_[_..,enfv‘fify ,,,.jfbro.ugb._‘_,.Qs)_./a.ffch._,_jr/vet& Ja ad,.,-cz‘/[oaz,s_...a&_,g..ro_u.da,.,.o.d'_',..,.ﬂ.a.fo.t.fgi,[m_w,
persons. to.act as if they were o .single.composite. individual .
for cerfain purposes, or [n.some. jurisdiction., Fo r,,a.,.s,img_[egerson.
o have a Seperate Jegal personality other than their ownlZ) £3d,
This_legal fiction_doees not mean. Fhese _entities are human
beings,  but rather means that the laws allow vhem Fo.act.as. . .
persons. For. a.certfain. limited. purposes. New Yo rk Central R Co.
v, Upited States, 2/2.U.3,48) (1909), United States v. Dotterweict
320U.8. 277.(1943) e e
. WHEREAS, the facts and laws contained herein are before.
Fhis Court 5 WHEREAS, the facts and +he laws contained herein _
e the Truth s and WHEREAS, we hold_said Truths to be self- _
evident 5 and WHEREAS, self-evident Truths are_undisputed ondl
Incontrovertsble, no oral arqguemen¥ is requested, for words . . .
can.not alter or over come +he TRUTHS S and WHEREAS, TRUTH is. .
Severeign : she comes Prom GOD and bares His message, from .
whot ever quarter His. great eyes may look dewn epon yous
Psalms 117:2 For His. mcrrcifful__..,.Kin.d.n.ass..,fs.,___.,.g,,,r:_aqf[:fQMrfaf._rx&r and +he
truth of +he Lord endareth, forever. Praise ye t+he lord. John 8:32 _
and . ye s hall knew tvuth and t+he truth shall. make you ocree;,secani._
Corinthians 13.8 For we can do nothing against the 1ruth but for . .
the truthy THEREFORE : 1his Conrt i _g,..p.em@qr:m.__.F:fr.s__darﬁy”.a.na/ef:,..

I '"""""""'””Cééé“"4':'1’0’-’"6?—O"ﬁﬁ-ﬁj@ﬁ?‘é@j}iéﬁf”g 5 T 001ATI0 PR T ar To— "




+he Rule of law , o Justice Rectum gagane_,_._a.na&:__D_/Q}?ﬂ,S.S_u,,.A
WITH PRETUDICE +he above captioned case without de /ymfn_z_«__._
“Tustice delayed /s Tustice denied’. Rectum Rogare - o do righ+:
+o_petition +he Judge 1o do Right.” Black’s taw Dictionary. 4th Flition

—_ MNEMO_EST SUPRA LEGIS. s Nobocly /s akove +he Jaw.

I “_M-@aﬁ fodind st juris
All riShks reserved UCCi-308
e B Formally UCC[=207

PROOFE OF SERVICE

T, Denny=Ray: Hardin, she Detendant comes woith yhis
JUDRICIAL NOTICE 70 THE ADMINISTRATIVE COURT, ALl COURTS
ARE OPERATING UNDER THE (D TRADING 1ITH THE FNEMY ACT
AND (2) TITLE 28 usc CHAPTER 17¢ “FEDERAL COLLECTION)
PROCEDURE” _MAKING THE COURTS * FOREIGN STATES* TO

THE PEOPLE BY CONGRESSIONAL MANDATE, being manl.

postage pre.pgiol +o Chief Judge Fernande J. Gaiten of +he
UNITED_STATES DISTRICT CoURT FOR THE (WESTERN DISTRICT
GE mISSOUR|_CWESTERN DIVISION) on +his 22 day of
September in the yeasr ofour dard 2010 A.D.. Service. will be.
delivered by rhe Unite { States Postal Service.
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
WESTERN DISTRICT OF MISSOURI

WESTERN DIVISION
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )
Plaintiff, ;
v. % Criminal Action No.
) 10-00131-01-CR-W-FJG
DENNY RAY HARDIN, ;
Defendant. ;

ORDER
Before the Court is Defendant’s pro se “Judicial Notice” (Doc. No. 35). Because Defendant

is represented by counsel, I do not intend to act on this notice.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

4 @%;é&ﬁ 65 %ﬂéﬁ}b
ROBERT E. LARSEN
United States Magistrate Judge

Kansas City, Missouri
September 30, 2010

Case 4:10-cr-00131-FJG Document 36 Filed 10/01/10 Page 1 of 1
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
WESTERN DISTRICT OF MISSOURI
WESTERN DIVISION

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )
Plaintiff, )
V. ) Criminal Action No.
) 10-00131-01-CR-W-FJG
DENNY RAY HARDIN, )
Defendant. )

ORDER

Pending before this Court is the issue of defendant’'s competency. On May 13,
2010, counsel for both defendant and the government filed motions pursuant to 18 U.S.C.
§ 4241 for a judicial determination of Defendant’s mental competency (Doc. Nos. 13, 15).
Defendant was examined by Dr. Jeremiah Dwyer, Ph.D., and a competency hearing was
held before Chief United States Magistrate Judge Robert Larsen on September 9, 2010,
at which time the parties stipulated to Dr. Dwyer’s report. Therefore, after making an
independent review of the record, it is

ORDERED that defendant’s motion for judicial determination of mental competency
is granted, the Report and Recommendation of Chief Magistrate Judge Robert Larsen is
adopted in its entirety, and that defendant is incompetent to proceed. It is further

ORDERED that defendant, Denny Ray Hardin, be committed to the custody of the
United States Attorney General for hospitalization and treatment pursuant to 18 U.S.C.
§4241(d).

/s/ Fernando J. Gaitan, Jr.

Fernando J. Gaitan, Jr.
Chief United States District Judge

Dated: __10/06/10
Kansas City, Missouri

Case 4:10-cr-00131-FJG Document 37 Filed 10/06/10 Page 1 of 1



b bt /

IN THE UMITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
__WESTERN DISTRICT OF plISSOURI
WESTERN  DIVISION

UNITED STATES OF_AMERICA, )
)

Plaint+iff,

V. Case No, i0-0013[-0]-CR-W-FI§

_DENNY_ ~RPD’._HB RDIN,

)
)
)
)
)
)
)

D e—Feno(q nte.

“TUDICIAL NOTICE
] aF ]
CONSTITUTION /N CRISIS

COMES l\)OLt) Dennv-'pav Havrelin, Su) jurls vn give \ZTLL'DKJAL

NOTICE” +hat “Officers of +the Court” mwcuzmml »»»»»» ,
_conduct to _deprive. J:hc;_DezEeﬁig,__i_af heZed!
Mdiﬂd§iiﬂj *WHMMMMM

cmon,aﬁ_téze_éim:taiﬁfgf&_@a{fﬁ that ;:e&u.lq;te their m@@s‘i’.
_Ibi @MWW&:&M@M;&@@&%

30, 20|10 _preserted “Congressional Mandate” Jawbully establishing
_all officere. thwwawm_u& E%m

CITIZERS' requived by “Oath of Office” to_provide +his “American
Citizen’ m&,@n&m Form of governwment’. By +his
WM@&M@M@ informed of +he. _D_LS/__}LQ.L
and asserf; ng the moA—F to strike ageinst government?is usc /9/3
LD and (2 @MMMJM@,MT UNITED STATES
Arfog&mmﬂﬁémr _&gﬁg_magmnim&g

_PUBLIC DEFENDER Anita Burns wh ﬁg_mll_ﬂ_m S
%@Mﬁm@bﬁﬂwﬁwe —
under the color of law ovs’ /')a ve
mxdcl__ne_clL[gM;__uﬂM&bl& gu:tbmﬂz,ugw I
_abuse iﬁf@fWﬁmﬂWﬁW mmmmmm _
SAmepican Citizen'. Thus lawtully establishing - +the Constituion

of the Unived Stafes of BAmervica (s in (Crisis’




