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    SUPERIOR COURT OF ARIZONA IN MARICOPA COUNTY
	THE STATE OF ARIZONA

Plaintiff in error,

vs.

YOUR NAME


Defendant in error,                  )
                                                                         )     
	)

)

)

)

)

)
	     Case No.: 666-666-666-666
          SUBPOENA 
             DUCES 
            TECUM
       or in the alternative:




Real Party in Interest                                        )        PETITION TO: DISMISS                   

  UNKNOWN                                  )          WITH PREJUDICE 

                  Plaintiff in error,                 )             THIS MATTER                                       

                                vs.                                      )
 Your;  Name                                                      )

                       Defendant in error,                      )

______________________________________)
Comes now, Your;  Name, Real Party in Interest Defendant in error, without acknowledging and/or agreeing this court has jurisdiction, making a special appearance under vi et armis, denying the venue is correct and stipulating Real Party in Interest Defendant in error CANNOT be under Admiralty jurisdiction as Real Party in Interest Defendant in error is on land; and this court is on land; and Real Party in Interest Defendant in error is NOT anyone’s and/or any entities’ enemy; and is and was not involved with commerce and/or transportation on the high seas, demanding the following Subpoena Duces Tecum be issued to Real Party in Interest Plaintiff in error, or in the alternative, petition this court to dismiss with prejudice this MATTER.
Pursuant to Public International Law of the Flag, the included LAND FLAG PREVAILS and nullifies ALL Admiralty flags while on land, including without limitations this court, which is on land as is Real Party in Interest Defendant in error and/or Real Party in Interest Plaintiff in error.
This Subpoena Duces Tecum is a court order and must be complied with. ALL demanded documents and/or evidence MUST be presented at the listed date, time and location or the party failing to comply will be held in contempt of court.

This Subpoena Duces Tecum is necessary and done as a matter of law and right pursuant to the 6th and/or 7th Amendment(s) to the Federal Constitution and appropriate Arizona Constitutional Amendment(s), as the “Privateer” known as ___________ badge # involved in this MATTER was trained during his police academy tenure to believe that his badge is attached to a letter(s) of marque and reprisal written some unknown date and said letter(s) of marque and reprisal grants said Privateer his authority and power. Such an incorrect concept has therefore unknowingly created a dangerous and unlawful situation where the Privateer MUST consider the Real Party in Interest Defendant in error an “enemy of the state” and located somewhere on the “high seas.” Both concepts are obviously incorrect and absent evidence that BOTH concepts are valid and correct, the presumption made by the Privateer and this court MUST be considered invalid.

Therefore it is required of THE STATE, the State, and/or the state, and/or whoever and/or whosoever Real Party in Interest Plaintiff in error is, to prove BOTH presumptions and supply ALL demanded documents or admit that this MATTER is in error and dismiss with prejudice this MATTER. Absent the demanded documentation this court has NO LAWFUL recourse other than dismiss this MATTER with prejudice and release Real Party in Interest Defendant in error from ALL liability and/or custody.
The SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES has determined several times that for any and all laws to have effect said law(s) MUST be published. There is no lawful exclusion for letter(s) of marque and reprisal in their determination. Ergo, since NO letter(s) of marque and reprisal has been published that grants authority as claimed by this court and the corporation known as “the police department” involved in this MATTER then there is NO authority and/or law granting said authority.

The court and the corporation known as “the police department” MUST be acting under color of law as PRIVATEERS if their claim is that their authority is granted by letter(s) of marque and reprisal. Since letter(s) of marque and reprisal are ONLY good on the high seas AND against enemies, the court (both requisites MUST be met for the Privateer to act using a letter(s) of marque and reprisal), MUST prove that Real Party in Interest Defendant in error was on the high seas when the alleged offense occurred and that said Real Party in Interest Defendant in error is and was an enemy and exactly what and/or who Real Party in Interest Defendant in error is and was an enemy of.

It is also a requisite of this court, as a MATTER of fact and law, before moving forward on this MATTER to:

1) Name, and prove true ownership, of the party that owns the corporation or the like that the letter(s) of marque and reprisal was issued to; and

2) Name who issued said letter(s) of marque and reprisal: and  

3) Prove the issuer of said letter(s) of marque and reprisal was an actual government agent and/or 
employee; and

4) Prove the issuer of said letter(s) of marque and reprisal had the authority to issue said letter(s) 
of marque and reprisal; and

5) List specifically the vessel and/or goods to be seized according to said letter(s) of marque and 
reprisal; and 
6) List the “high seas” location that the alleged action took place in this MATTER; and

7) Name the war and prove said war exists entitling a said letter(s) of marque and reprisal to be 
authorized in this MATTER; and                                                                                                    8) Prove that this court has authority to act under authority of said letter(s) of marque and               reprisal while on land and involving a MATTER that occurred on land; and                                                                         9) Present the original said letter(s) of marque and reprisal to the captain of the vessel the court is attempting to seize; and
10) Prove that Real Party in Interest Defendant in error is NOT a neutral party to any and all wars THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA may be involved in.
Documentation and/or evidence to be presented:

 I.    Pursuant to Arizona Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 17 and/or Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 17, you are hereby demanded to present to Real Party in Interest Defendant in error, Your; Name, any and all documents proving and attesting under oath who the Real Party in Interest Plaintiff in error, is in this MATTER on the listed date at the listed location; and
II.   Real Party in Interest Plaintiff in error, is hereby demanded to present the ORIGINAL LETTER OF MARQUE AND REPRISAL granting the Real Party in Interest Plaintiff in error, the authority they are invoking against the Real Party in Interest Defendant in error, on the listed date at the listed location; and
III.   Real Party in Interest Plaintiff in error, is hereby demanded to present the document claiming and/or granting the authority a BADGE may be shown in lieu of presenting the actual letter(s) of marque, on the listed date at the listed location; and

IV. Real Party in Interest Plaintiff in error, is hereby demanded to present the document claiming and/or granting the authority that this Admiralty court can operate on land concerning a MATTER that occurred on land, on the listed date at the listed location; and
V.  Real Party in Interest Plaintiff in error, is hereby demanded to present the document claiming and/or granting the authority to consider the Real Party in Interest Defendant in error as an enemy of the state, on the listed date at the listed location; and
VI.   Real Party in Interest Plaintiff in error, is hereby demanded to present ALL evidence proving that Real Party in Interest Defendant in error was on the “high seas” during the alleged offense, on the listed date at the listed location; and
VIII.   Real Party in Interest Plaintiff in error, is hereby demanded to present ALL documentation establishing Real Party in Interest Plaintiff in error was duly commissioned as a Privateer for these united States, and/or Arizona, and/or Maricopa County and/or Phoenix and/or any other like government and/or corporate and/or private entity, on the listed date at the listed location; and

IX.   Real Party in Interest Plaintiff in error, is hereby demanded to present ALL documentation establishing who the owner of the private vessel and/or entity that is commissioned to commit the acts of privateering against Real Party in Interest Defendant in error is, on the listed date at the listed location; and
The court MUST note and agree; Arizona is a “landlocked” sovereign nation and it neither has within its borders, nor does it border, ANY “high sea(s).”  Thus, unless the court disagrees with this factual presumption it MUST stipulate that it is a functional and physical impossibility for any “police officer” in Arizona to arrest any human being while said human being is;
 i) committing any offense in Arizona; and
 ii) at the same time committing said offense on the high seas. 

Therefore, one of the requirements for a letter(s) of marquee and reprisal to be used against any human being while in Arizona cannot possibly be met. Ergo, there is NO LAWFUL means for a Privateer to use a letter(s) of marque and reprisal in Arizona even if said letter(s) of marquee and reprisal was lawfully issued. 

The only other possibility, although not lawful and certainly not reasonable, is that somehow the state, THE STATE, or some real or fictional entity has made the false presumption that Real Party in Interest Defendant in error has somehow knowingly agreed, by contract or other agreement, that Real Party in Interest Defendant in error, to be considered a fictional entity. 
Therefore, Real Party in Interest Defendant in error formally and lawfully informs the court and stipulates to these facts:
1.  Real Party in Interest Defendant in error DOES NOT agree to be treated and/or considered as any type of fictional entity; and

2. Real Party in Interest Defendant in error is in fact a living, breathing human being, living on land; and 

3. Real Party in Interest Defendant in error, although not admitting any guilt or knowledge of said offense does hereby stipulate that any and all contact Real Party in Interest Defendant in error has had with any and all Arizona agents and/or “police officers” occurred on land and in the landlocked sovereign nation known as Arizona; and
4. Real Party in Interest Defendant in error, has NEVER KNOWINGLY agreed to and/or accepted ANY contract that would lawfully allow the state and/or any other entity to consider  Real Party in Interest Defendant in error, a fictional entity of any type; and                                 5. Real Party in Interest Defendant in error, is hereby formally and lawfully, nunc pro tunc and/or ab initio, disputing any and all invisible, unknown, and/or unpublished contracts with the state and/or any other agency and/or entity; and

6. Real Party in Interest Defendant in error, claims and reserves all rights and protections, including but not limited to, those granted by the estoppel(s) against government(s) known as the Federal and State Constitution(s); and

7. Real Party in Interest Defendant in error, specifically hereby invokes his right of actionable cause to prevent the use of fraudulent and/or unknown and/or repugnant contracts against him pursuant to the maxim of law; “ex dolo malo non oritur actio”; and
8. Real Party in Interest Defendant in error, pursuant to the 13th Amendment (ratified in 1865 and not the one ratified in 1812), stipulates that he DOES NOT agree to involuntary servitude as absent of knowledge of any and all authority(s) granted by any and all unknown contracts would thus cause the voluntaryness of said contract to be truly involuntary by nature; and 

9. Real Party in Interest Defendant in error, demands this court to NOT deny or disparage his rights that are not listed in the Constitituion(s) pursuant to the 9th Amendment of the Federal Constitution and the appropriate Arizona Constitutional Articles/Amendment(s); and

10. Real Party in Interest Defendant in error, stipulates he does not now, nor has he ever, exclusive of previous military service, agreed to be in any way under any maritime authority and/or Admiralty jurisdiction in this and all other MATTER(s), previous and future, and has ONLY appeared and presented himself, and never re-presenting himself, under vi et armis; and
11. Real Party in Interest Defendant in error stipulates he is not now nor has he ever been an adversary, military and/or otherwise, to Arizona, the united State and/or ANY of their corporate and/or fictional entities; and
12. Real Party in Interest Defendant in error stipulates he is a neutral party and not involved with ANY war the country and/or its corporate entities may be involved in.
VERIFIED STATEMENT OF FACT(s):

PURSUANT TO BLACK’S LAW DICTIONARY SIXTH EDITION OF THE DEFINITION OF LETTER OF MARQUE AND REPRISAL:

THIS COURT IS OPERATING UNDER, AND EXISTS SOLEY DUE TO, AN INVALID LETTER(S) OF MARQUE AND REPRISAL AND ABSENT EVIDENCE TO THE CONTRARY PROVING THIS COURT’S AND’OR THE “POLICE DEPARTMENT’S” LETTER(S) OF MARQUE AND REPRISAL IS VALID THIS COURT MUST, BY THE LAWS OF; these united States, Arizona and International Public Law; CEASE AND DESIST WITHOUT HASTE AND RELEASE THE  Real Party in Interest Defendant in error, Your;  Name, the human being, FROM ALL LIABILITY AND/OR CUSTODY AND DISMISS WITH PREJUDICE ALL ACTIONS IN THIS MATTER.
DEFINITIONS; per Black’s Law Dictionary Sixth Edition:  (emphasis mine)
Letter of marque and reprisal: page 905; 

An authorization formerly granted in time of war by a government to the owner of a private vessel to capture enemy vessels and goods on the high seas.

         Note: Nowhere are the words human being and/or fines written in this definition.
Authorize: page 133;
To empower; to give a right or authority to act. To endow with authority or effective legal power, warrant, or right. People v. Young, 100 Ill.App.2d. 20, 241 N.E.2d 587, 589. To permit a thing be done in the future. It has a mandatory effect or meaning, implying a direction to act.

“Authorized” is sometimes construed as equivalent to “permitted”: or “directed”, or similar mandatory language. Possessed of authority: that is, possessed of legal or rightful power, the synonym of which is “competency.  Doherty v. Kansas City Star Co., 143 Kan. 802, 57 P.2d 43
War: page 1583;

Hostile contention by means of armed forces, carried on between nations, states, or between citizens in the same nation or state. Gitlow v. Kiely, D.C.N.Y., 44 F.2d 227, 233

Laws of war: This term denotes a branch of public international law, and comprises the body of rules and principles observed by civilized nations for the regulation of matters inherent in, or incidental to, the conduct of a public war; such , for example, as the relations of neutrals and belligerents, blockades, captures, prizes, truces and armistices, capitulations, prisoners, and declarations of war and peace; e.g. Geneva Convention.
      Note: Even if the country is at war with another nation, Real Party in Interest Defendant in 

                error and this country are NOT at war with each other. 
Owner: page 1105;

The person in whom is vested the ownership, dominion, or title of property; proprietor. He who has dominion over a thing, real or personal, corporeal or incorporeal, which he has the right to enjoy and do with as he please, even to spoil or destroy it, as far as the law permits, unless he be prevented by some agreement or covenant which restrains his right………….

         Note: Person ONLY includes human being, and not a corporation, in this case as the word 

                   “he” is used interchangeably with the word “ person.”
Private: page 1195; Affecting or belonging to private individuals, as distinct form the public generally. Not official; not clothed with office. People v. Powell, 280 Mich. 699, 274 N.W. 372, 

        Note: Any corporation publicly claiming to be and/or acting under the color of law as a 
                  public and/or government office is therefore not a private entity.
Enemy: page 528;

Adversary; e.g. military adversary.  Enemy alien……..; Enemy belligerent……; Public enemy.

            Note: the definitions are very long and not ambiguous. Basically, an enemy is exactly  

                      what a reasonable laymen thinks an enemy is.
Vessel: page: 1562;
A ship, brig, sloop, or other craft used, or capable of being used, in navigation on water…….

On the other hand, however, everything that floats is not necessarily a “vessel”, in purpose of the Jones Act.
             Note: Although human beings may float they CANNOT be considered “vessels” under 

                      the legal term as the legal definition does NOT include anything living. 
Goods: page 694;
A term of variable content and meaning. It may include every species of personal property or it may be given a very restricted meaning.

            Note: the definition of goods shall NEVER include human beings.

High seas: page 728;

That portion of ocean which is beyond the territorial jurisdiction of any country. The “high seas” lie seaward of a nation’s territorial sea, which is the bank of water that extends up to three miles out from the coast.  U.S. v. Roero-Galue, C.A.Fla., 757 F.2d 1147, 1149. 

           Note: High seas are a real place and NEVER a fictional location.
Ocean: page 1080;

The main or open sea: the high sea; that portion of the sea which does not lie within the body of any country and is not subject to the territorial jurisdiction or control of any country, but is open, free, and common to the use of all nations. U.S. v. Rodgers, 150 U.S. 249, 14 S.Ct. 109,37 L.Ed. 1071. Body of salt water that covers over 70% of earth’s surface.

           Note: Land is the other 30% of earth’s surface and may NOT by law be confused even for 

                     jurisdictional purposes. Any and all acts occur on one or the other and NEVER 

                    both and the court CANNOT purposely confuse this issue to falsely gain jurisdiction.
Privateer: page 1195;

A vessel owned, equipped, and armed by one or more private individuals, and duly commissioned by a belligerent power to go on cruises and make war upon the enemy, usually by preying on his commerce. A private vessel commissioned by a nation by the issue of a letter of marque to its owner to carry on hostilities by sea, presumably according to the laws of war. Formerly, a state issued letters of marque to its own subjects and to those of neutral states as well, but a privateersman who accepted letters of marque from both belligerents was regarded as a pirate. By the Declaration of Paris (April, 1856), privateering was abolished, but the United States, Spain, Mexico, and Venezuela did not accede to this declaration. It has been thought that the constitutional provision empowering the Congress to issue letters of marque deprives it of the power to join in a permanent treaty abolishing privateering.

    Piracy and privateering are federal offenses, 18 U.S.C. § 1651 et seq.

             Note: this is the reason police vehicles are known as “cruisers.”

Belligerent: page 155;
In international law, as an adjective, it means engaged in lawful war. As a noun, it designates either of two nations which are actually in a state of war with each other, as well as their allies actively co-operating, as distinguished from a nation which takes no part in the war and maintains a strict indifference as between the contending parties, called a “neutral.”

  As a personally trait, refers to one who is overly assertive, hostile or combative.

            Note: Real Party in Interest Defendant in error is NOT  a nation.
Belligerents: page 155;
A body of insurgents who by reason of their temporary organized government are regarded as conducting lawful hostilities. Also, militia, corps of volunteers, and others, who although not part of the regular army of the state, are regarded as lawful combatants provided they observe the laws of war.

Ex dolo malo no oritur action: page 567;
Out of fraud no action arises; fraud never gives a right of action. No court will lend it’s aid to a man who founds his cause of action upon an immoral or illegal act.

          Note: the definition of fraud does not exclude the actions of government(s). 
Vi et armis: page 1568;
With force and arms.          
           Note: acting under force of arms is NOT voluntary.
You are hereby by ordered to supply said demanded documentation and/or evidence on:
 Month, day, year at 10:00 a.m. at the location known as 12345 W. GOTTOHELL COMMIES Street, Phoenix, Arizona, zip exempt.
Documents may be sent by currier or Registered mail as Real Party in Interest Plaintiff in error’s presence is not required.

Signed and seal by my hand this 25th day of May, year of our Lord, 2009
	
	

	
	Your;  Name          
Your personal seal, and you better have one, use a thumb print and sign across it if you don’t             
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