NOTICE:

 (PLEASE READ THIS ENTIRE DOCUMENT PRIOR TO TAKING ANY FURTHER ACTION WHAT-SO-EVER) 

You can not believe you and I are not free people without believing we are subjects of a central sovereign i.e.; a monarch, oligarchy, dictatorship, etc. ;

If you believe we are free people there are attributes that must attach.  Those are individual Rights to Life, Liberty and Happiness (the right to own property).

If you agree that all our Rights of Life, Liberty and Property are secured by constitutions then you must agree that fact describes a domain within which no other domain may make or enforce law upon, the general welfare notwithstanding.   This is the nature of sovereign powers: the fed has such power within its enumerated powers, the individual people have that power within their Life, liberty and property, and the state is ceded all other such powers.  Each is sovereign within its own sphere of power.  Here is some proof of the existence of that fact;

The powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved to the States respectively, or to the people. (10th Amendment)

If you believe we are these free people you must also recognize that so long as we harm no one nor act in some capacity respecting the “peoples business” those attributes shall not be infringed without the express consent of the owner;

Here is some evidence of the nature of each 10th amendment described domain:

The very meaning of 'sovereignty' is that the decree of the sovereign makes law. [American Banana Co. v. United Fruit Co., 29 S.Ct. 511, 513, 213 U.S. 347, 53 L.Ed. 826, 19 Ann.Cas. 1047.]

And here is some evidence of each domains sovereign and secured power;

“Where rights secured by the Constitution are involved, there can be no rule making or legislation which would abrogate them. [Miranda v. Arizona, 384 US 436, 491.]”

Here is evidence of the application of such power;

WEBSTER: A right of ownership is associated with property that establishes the good as being "one's own thing" in relation to other individuals or groups, assuring the owner the exclusive right to dispense with the property in a manner he or she sees fit, whether to use or not use, exclude others from using, or to transfer ownership.

WEBSTER:  Possession is a property interest under which an individual is able to exercise power over something to the exclusion of all others. It is a basic property right that entitles the possessor to (1) the right to continue peaceful possession against everyone except someone having a superior right; (2) the right to recover a chattel that has been wrongfully taken; and (3) the right to recover damages against wrongdoers.  

And:

Duffey v. Rafferty, 15 Kan. 9   “mere priority of possession gives precedence where no better title can be shown as belonging to either."  

Meaning; where a man stands on publicly owned property, its nature is transformed from public property to that mans property because such property is equally owned by all the people equally.  Where equal ownership, no higher title can be show any of its members.  As such that mans possession is as exclusive as ownership itself.  No other man or group of men can lawfully charge him rent on that place nor force him to move against his consent and so long as the man does not obstruct the liberty of another there can be no lawful State or Local regulatory interest that can alter that fact. 

I am one such of the people, acting in my own private capacity but expressly not acting in the capacity of a US citizen or any other legal fiction including but not limited to a corporation, body politic, partnership or other unincorporated association.  Nor am I acting in the capacity of a “natural person” engaged in one of those capacities.  

I do not consent to be detained by you, and I must insist, unless you are placing me under arrest, or can state specific facts which warrant your detaining me that you immediately leave me alone to go about my business, as is my Right protected by the controlling Constitutions 

IF YOU DO NOT HAVE PROBABLE CAUSE TO BELIEVE THAT A FELONY OR MISDEMEANOR CRIME (the elements of which are “an actual harm to persons or property” attended by “intent” and a “victim”) IS BEING OR HAS BEEN COMMITTED AND THAT THERE IS A VICTIM YOU HAVE NO AUTHORITY WHAT-SO-EVER TO INTERFERE IN MY BUSINESS OR RESTRAIN OR SEARCH MY PERSON OR PROPERTY.  

Whereas I recognize it is your charge to protect the safety of the citizenry, you must also see that I have not harmed anyone. I state here and now that I have exercised my unalienable rights in a fashion that is within the meaning and protection of the U. S. Constitution and the Constitution of this State and beyond that I have no duty to adhere to your or anyone else’s sensibility so long as I harm no one or do not trespass on their rights. (see HALE v. HENKEL, 201 U.S. 43 (1906) CASE NOT OVERTURNED ON THIS SUBJECT MATTER)

In addition, as it is my opinion, this detention is completely about converting my money/property to the use of this municipality, city, county and/or state, I inform you that my property is also protected by the Constitutions just mentioned and that my money is my private property just as the auto is also my private property, both of which you are not authorized to disturb or take. I do not choose to surrender it nor any other right protected for me by those Constitutions.  

In addition, be advised that any act on your part to proceed under color of law against me not knowing full well I am party to the contract which enables you to enforce traffic laws, ordinances or administrative regulations (unless, there is a real injured party willing to testify that I have done them harm) will be met with an aggressive and protracted Court battle before a Jury of MY peers. 

See the attached diagram for visual reference and evidence of the foregoing.

I HAVE NO HISTORY OF PHYSICAL VIOLENCE AND AM THEREBY NO THREAT TO YOUR SAFETY AS THAT FACT WILL NOT CHANGE NOW. 

WILLIAM D DUFF, 

ONE OF THE PEOPLE LIVING IN MISSOURI AND ACTING AS OF RIGHT (SUI JURIS)
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