
DECEMBER 30, 2013

UCC 3-501 / C.R.S. 4-3-501 DEMAND AND ORDER 
FOR CEASE AND DESIST

Alleged “Officer of the Court,” a.k.a. “MESA COUNTY COURT JUDGE CRAIG P. HENDERSON,” a.k.a 
“COLORADO BAR ASSOCIATION MEMBER”
MESA COUNTY COMBINED COURTS
125 N. SPRUCE STREET
GRAND JUNCTION, CO 81501

Alleged “Officer of the Court,” a.k.a. “MESA COUNTY DISTRICT COURT JUDGE THOMAS DEISTER,” 
a.k.a. “COLORADO BAR ASSOCIATION MEMBER”
MESA COUNTY COMBINED COURTS
125 N. SPRUCE STREET
GRAND JUNCTION, CO 81501

Alleged “Officer of the Court,” a.k.a. “MESA COUNTY DISTRICT COURT JUDGE BRUCE RAUM,” a.k.a. 
“COLORADO BAR ASSOCIATION MEMBER”
MESA COUNTY COMBINED COURTS
125 N. SPRUCE STREET
GRAND JUNCTION, CO 81501

Alleged “Officer of the Court,” a.k.a. “MESA COUNTY DISTRICT ATTORNEY,” a.k.a. “PETE 
HAUTZINGER,” a.k.a. “COLORADO STATE EXECUTIVE OFFICER,” a.k.a. “COLORADO BAR 
ASSOCIATION MEMBER”
125 N. SPRUCE STREET
GRAND JUNCTION, CO 81501

Alleged “Officer of the Court,” a.k.a. “MESA COUNTY DEPUTY DISTRICT ATTORNEY,” a.k.a. “DANIELLE 
LEWIS,” a.k.a. “COLORADO STATE EXECUTIVE OFFICER,” a.k.a. “COLORADO BAR ASSOCIATION 
MEMBER”

Alleged “Officer of the Court,” a.k.a. “MESA COUNTY DEPUTY DISTRICT ATTORNEY,” a.k.a. “CARMEN 
RICARD,” “COLORADO STATE EXECUTIVE OFFICER,” a.k.a. “COLORADO BAR ASSOCIATION 
MEMBER”

Alleged “Officer of the Court,” a.k.a. “STAN HILKEY,” a.k.a. “MESA COUNTY SHERIFF” 
MESA COUNTY SHERIFF’S DEPARTMENT
125 N. SPRUCE STREET
GRAND JUNCTION, CO 81501

Alleged “Officer of the Court,” a.k.a. “RICK DUNLAP,” a.k.a. “MONTROSE COUNTY SHERIFF” 
MONTROSE COUNTY SHERIFF’S DEPARTMENT
1200 N. GRAND AVE.
MONTROSE, CO 81401

1



UCC 3-501 /  C.R.S. 4-3-501 DEMAND AND ORDER 
FOR CEASE AND DESIST

Alleged “Officer of the Court,” a.k.a. “ANGEL GRUBBS,” a.k.a. “MONTROSE COUNTY SHERIFF PATROL 
DEPUTY”
MONTROSE COUNTY SHERIFF’S DEPARTMENT
1200 N. GRAND AVE.
MONTROSE, CO 81401

Alleged “Officer of the Court,” a.k.a. “DARREN LONGMORE,” a.k.a  “MONTROSE COUNTY SHERIFF 
PATROL DEPUTY”
MONTROSE COUNTY SHERIFF’S DEPARTMENT
1200 N. GRAND AVE.
MONTROSE, CO 81401

Alleged “Officer of the Court,” a.k.a. “KEITH SANDERS,” a.k.a. “MONTROSE COUNTY SHERIFF PATROL 
SERGEANT”
MONTROSE COUNTY SHERIFF’S DEPARTMENT
1200 N. GRAND AVE.
MONTROSE, CO 81401

UCC 3-501 / C.R.S. 4-3-501 DEMAND AND ORDER 
FOR CEASE AND DESIST

Reference:  Alleged Summons No. #S13-16006, under fictitious Case No. #CO392012M000265, issued by 
MESA COUNTY COMBINED COURTS, a.k.a. an alleged “Officer of the Court,” a.k.a. “CRAIG P. 
HENDERSON,” a.k.a. “MESA COUNTY COURT JUDGE,” allegedly working for the alleged “COLORADO 
COUNTY,” a.k.a. “COUNTY OF MESA;” in CRIMINAL CONSPIRACY, FRAUD, AND COLLUSION 
WITH; “THOMAS DEISTER,” a.k.a. “MESA COUNTY DISTRICT COURT JUDGE,” and “BRUCE  
RAUM,” a.k.a. “MESA COUNTY DISTRICT COURT JUDGE,” and MESA COUNTY DISTRICT 
ATTORNEYS, “PETE HAUTZINGER,” “DANIELLE LEWIS,” AND “CARMEN RICARD;” and MESA 
COUNTY SHERIFF, “STAN HILKEY,” and “MONTROSE COUNTY SHERIFF, “RICK DUNLAP,” and 
MONTROSE COUNTY DEPUTY SHERIFFS, “ANGEL GRUBBS,“ “DARREN LONGMORE,” AND 
“KEITH SANDERS;”

Dear Misters, HENDERSON, DEISTER, RAUM, HAUTZINGER, HILKEY, DUNLAP, LONGMORE, 
SANDERS, and Misses, LEWIS, RICARD, and GRUBBS: 

Once more, I received a document that purports to be a summons and fine agreement from the MESA COUNTY 
COMBINED COURTS containing threats of further actions, acts of physical violence, intended to bring harm to 
me and my family.  Before I respond to any such demand I submit to you the following:

As the sole, lawful, and legally REGISTERED owner, custodian, and trustee of my BE'ing, any and all creations 
therefrom, and property thereof. I will be happy to comply with this purported summons, as soon as I receive the 
following documents from you, to wit:

THE PURPORTED COMPLAINT IS REJECTED WITHOUT DISHONOR AND PURSUANT TO PUBLIC 
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POLICY PURSUANT UCC 3-501, C.R.S. 4-3-501, and any and all international equivalents, including USC 
Titles #18, #26, #42, and 63C Am.Jur.2d.  Pursuant to said Public Policies, I demand that you produce:
1. your identification, public policy UCC 3-501, C.R.S. 4-3-501 , all “STATE OF . . .” and International 

equivalents, sworn by wet-ink signature signed under the penalty of perjury under the laws of the United 
States of America and the state of Colorado that the foregoing is true and accurate copy of your 
identification registered with  the appropriate public and government offices;

2. your employee identification number, public policy UCC 3-501, C.R.S. 4-3-501, all “STATE OF . . .” and 
International equivalents, sworn by wet-ink signature signed under the penalty of perjury under the laws of 
the United States of America and the state of Colorado that the foregoing is true and accurate copy of your 
employee identification registered with  the appropriate public and government offices;

3. your oath, sworn by wet-ink signature signed under the penalty of perjury under the laws of the 
United States of America and the state of Colorado that the foregoing is true and accurate copy of the 
original recorded with the appropriate public and government offices;

4. your bond, sworn by wet-ink signature signed under the penalty of perjury under the laws of the 
United States of America and the state of Colorado that the foregoing is true and accurate copy of the 
original bond recorded with the appropriate public and government offices;

5. the accommodation agreement, public policy UCC 3-419, C.R.S. 4-3-419, all “STATE OF . . .” and 
International equivalents, authorizing you to represent and present on behalf of STATE OF COLORADO, 
inclusive of any department or office thereof, sworn by wet-ink signature signed under the penalty of 
perjury under the laws of the United States of America and the state of Colorado that the foregoing is true 
and accurate copy of the original recorded with the appropriate public and government offices;

6. the statute, implementing regulation, state and Federal Register volume and page number where a 
requirement has been published that states I must comply with the summons without my consent;

7. I deny that any such statute, implementing regulation, state and Federal Register exists;
8. the statute and implementing regulation that states or authorizes your jurisdiction over me, my private land 

and my property without my consent; 
9. I deny that any such statute and implement regulation exists;
10. an original accommodation agreement, public policy UCC 3-419, C.R.S. 4-3-419, all “STATE OF . . .” 

and International equivalents, made knowingly, willingly and intentionally, signed by my wet-ink signature 
signed under the penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America and the state of 
Colorado that the foregoing is true and accurate; 

11. I deny giving knowing, willing, and intentional written consent to State of Colorado, or any state of 
the United States granting authority over me, my private land and property, or authority to 
represent me and present on my behalf, signed by my wet-ink signature signed under the penalty of 
perjury under the laws of the United States of America and the state of Colorado that the foregoing 
is true and accurate; 

12. My principle of law is aligned with common law and protected under the UNITED STATES 
CONSTITUTION, Article 4 Section 3 Clause 1; 

13. Identify your principle of law, public policy UCC 1-103, C.R.S. 4-1-103, all “STATE OF . . .” and 
International equivalents, that abrogates my rights duly reserved and protected as stated herein, signed 
and sworn by wet-ink signature signed under the penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of 
America and the state of Colorado that the foregoing is true and accurate;

14. I deny that you can produce the proof and documents as demanded in #1-13 above;
15. I deny that State of Colorado, through any of its agencies, can produce the proof and documents as 

demanded in #1-14 above;
16. I DEMAND THAT YOU PRODUCE THE PROOF and DOCUMENTS AS DEMANDED IN #1-15 

ABOVE, SEPARATELY POINT BY POINT, WITH SPECIFICITY AND PARTICULARITY; 
17. NOTICE:  YOUR FAILURE TO PRODUCE THE PROOF AND DOCUMENTATION AS 

DEMANDED IN #1-16 ABOVE RENDERS THE ABOVE ALLEGATIONS AND YOUR 
INABILITY OR UNWILLINGNESS TO PRODUCE AS TRUTH, AS A MATTER OF LAW, 
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MATTER OF FACT AND AS A MATTER OF PUBLIC POLICY, RESULTING IN THE 
ISSUANCE OF A CERTIFICATE OF DISHONOR PURSUANT TO PUBLIC POLICY UCC 3-505,  
C.R.S. 4-3-505.

IF YOU ARE UNWILLING OR INCAPABLE OF PRODUCING THE PROOF AND DOCUMENTATION AS 
DEMANDED IN #1-16 ABOVE, THEN YOU ARE ORDERED TO:

A) CEASE AND DESIST PERMANENTLY FROM CONTACTING ME DIRECTLY AND 
INDIRECTLY BY ANY MEANS OF COMMUNICATION; AS “PRINCIPALS IN 
CASE,” YOU ARE HEREBY ORDERED TO CEASE AND DESIST 
PERMANENTLY FROM ALL ACTS AND INACTIONS THAT ARE CONSIDERED 
BY A REASONABLE MAN TO BE HARASSMENT UNDER ANY LAW AND 
JURISDICTION AGAINST MYSELF, MY FRIENDS, MY FAMILY, MY 
EMPLOYEES, MY WORK ASSOCIATES, MY AGENTS, AND MY PRIVATE LAND 
AND PROPERTY; 

By your failure to CEASE AND DESIST, and to produce proof of your identification, standing, authority and 
jurisdiction as demanded in #1-16 above, you are deemed “uncooperative” but you are knowingly, willingly and 
intentionally accepting full liability and responsibility, to be perfected as due, owing and collectible, pursuant to 
the process as noticed and stated in # 17 above, inclusive of any and all damages incurred by me due to your 
threats, actions of denial, actions of extortions, actions of violence, and in-actions, by true bill, duly secured, 
invoicing principle amount, costs, expenses, lost profits, interest, and triple damages accumulating and accruing, 
nunc pro tunc.

NOTICE TO PRINCIPAL IS NOTICE TO AGENT; NOTICE TO AGENT IS NOTICE TO PRINCIPAL

Duly sworn as true and correct, executed on this 30th Day of Decmember, 2013, with all rights reserved without 
prejudice, UCC 1-308,  C.R.S. 4-1-308, and, any and all “State of . . .” and international equivalents (“UCC 
1-308”);  

UCC 1-308___________________________________________
Steven Duane Curry
21250 Dave Wood Road
Montrose, Colorado 81403
(970) 249-8879

NOTARY SIGNATURE X_____________________________________  DATE:_____/_____/______

SEAL
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EXHIBIT #A

The Uniform Bonding Code - (UBC)
5.2 -- Bonding of District Attorneys

     A city, county, state or federal district attorney (including a U.S. district attorney called a 
"U.S. Attorney') shall lose his bonding and shall not be bonded:

 1.      if he refuses to properly identify himself to the citizen when asked to do so, 
including giving the citizen the name and address (or telephone number) of his 
bonding company and his bond policy number (bond number),

2.      if he fails or refuses to receive, for filing, a criminal 
complaint from a citizen against a citizen or an official,

3.      if he refused to mark or stamp the citizen's confirmed (compare 
with original) copy of the citizen's complaint with any of the 
following

A.     "Received"

B.     name of receiving office

C.     date

D.     time

E.      signature or initial of receiving clerk or official, so that 
the citizen can have an official receipt for delivery of his 
complaint;

4.      if he fails or refuses to make a reasonably diligent effort to 
process the citizen's complaint (42 USC 1986),

5.      if he fails or refuses to see to it that the citizen's 
complaint is placed in the right hands for processing and/or 
answering, (return)

6.      if he does not make every effort to make sure that the 
complaining party knows of the status or location of the complaint 
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in the legal system, and does not give the complainant written 
notice of the same when it is possible.

 5.3 - The Bonding of Prosecuting Attorneys

     A prosecuting attorney shall lose his bonding, shall not be bonded, and shall be deemed 
unbondable:

 1.      if he refuses to prosecute a complaint when it is possible to do so, regardless 
of whom the complaint is against,

2.      if he resorts to "selective prosecution," i.e., any excuse of 
immunity for an official in order to protect a malfeasant official 
from prosecution,

3.      if he resorts to "selective prosecution,"i.e., false or 
malicious prosecution of a citizen, in order to punish or destroy a 
citizen for attempting to have a malfeasant official prosecuted.

 

5.4 - Bonding of Judges

     A judge shall lose his bonding, shall not be bonded, and shall be deemed unbondable:

 1.      if he fails to protect the U.S, national constitutionally guaranteed remedies of 
due process and the equal protection of the laws of any citizen appearing in his 
court of law, or of any citizen appearing in any court of the county in which he works 
whose case may come to his attention 12y a means.

 

5.5 - Bonding of Attorneys

     A lawyer or an attorney shall lose his bonding, shall not be bonded, and shall be 
deemed unbondable,:

 if he fails to protect the remedies of due process and the equal protection of the law 
of either his client or of the adverse party in an action. In an adversary system of law, 
each lawyer or attorney shall protect the representation of fact not only for their own 
party, but shall protect the legal process for both parties without, exception.
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EXHIBIT #B

"Fraud On The Court By An Officer Of The Court" And "Disqualification Of 
Judges, State and Federal"
1. Who is an "officer of the court"?
2. What is "fraud on the court"? 3. What effect does an act of "fraud upon the court" have upon the court proceeding? 4. What causes 
the "Disqualification of Judges?"
1. Who is an "officer of the court"?
A judge is an officer of the court, as well as are all attorneys. A state judge is a state judicial officer, paid by 
the State to act impartially and lawfully. A federal judge is a federal judicial officer, paid by the federal 
government to act impartially and lawfully. State and federal attorneys fall into the same general category and 
must meet the same requirements. A judge is not the court. People v. Zajic, 88 Ill.App.3d 477, 410 N.E.2d 626 
(1980).
2. What is "fraud on the court"?
Whenever any officer of the court commits fraud during a proceeding in the court, he/she is engaged in 
"fraud upon the court". In Bulloch v. United States, 763 F.2d 1115, 1121 (10th Cir. 1985), the court stated 
"Fraud upon the court is fraud which is directed to the judicial machinery itself and is not fraud between the 
parties or fraudulent documents, false statements or perjury. ... It is where the court or a member is corrupted 
or influenced or influence is attempted or where the judge has not performed his judicial function --- thus 
where the impartial functions of the court have been directly corrupted."
"Fraud upon the court" has been defined by the 7th Circuit Court of Appeals to "embrace that species of fraud 
which does, or attempts to, defile the court itself, or is a fraud perpetrated by officers of the court so that the 
judicial machinery can not perform in the usual manner its impartial task of adjudging cases that are 
presented for adjudication." Kenner v. C.I.R., 387 F.3d 689 (1968); 7 Moore's Federal Practice, 2d ed., p. 512, 
¶ 60.23. The 7th Circuit further stated "a decision produced by fraud upon the court is not in essence a 
decision at all, and never becomes final."
3. What effect does an act of "fraud upon the court" have upon the court proceeding?
"Fraud upon the court" makes void the orders and judgments of that court.
It is also clear and well-settled Illinois law that any attempt to commit "fraud upon the court" vitiates the entire 
proceeding. The People of the State of Illinois v. Fred E. Sterling, 357 Ill. 354; 192 N.E. 229 (1934) ("The 
maxim that fraud vitiates every transaction into which it enters applies to judgments as well as to contracts 
and other transactions."); Allen F. Moore v. Stanley F. Sievers, 336 Ill. 316; 168 N.E. 259 (1929) ("The maxim 
that fraud vitiates every transaction into which it enters ..."); In re Village of Willowbrook, 37 Ill.App.2d 393 
(1962) ("It is axiomatic that fraud vitiates everything."); Dunham v. Dunham, 57 Ill.App. 475 (1894), affirmed 
162 Ill. 589 (1896); Skelly Oil Co. v. Universal Oil Products Co., 338 Ill.App. 79, 86 N.E.2d 875, 883-4 (1949); 
Thomas Stasel v. The American Home Security Corporation, 362 Ill. 350; 199 N.E. 798 (1935).
Under Illinois and Federal law, when any officer of the court has committed "fraud upon the court", the orders 
and judgment of that court are void, of no legal force or effect.
4. What causes the "Disqualification of Judges?"
Federal law requires the automatic disqualification of a Federal judge under certain circumstances.
In 1994, the U.S. Supreme Court held that "Disqualification is required if an objective observer would 
entertain reasonable questions about the judge's impartiality. If a judge's attitude or state of mind leads a 
detached observer to conclude that a fair and impartial hearing is unlikely, the judge must be 
disqualified." [Emphasis added]. Liteky v. U.S., 114 S.Ct. 1147, 1162 (1994).
Courts have repeatedly held that positive proof of the partiality of a judge is not a requirement, only the 
appearance of partiality. Liljeberg v. Health Services Acquisition Corp., 486.
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EXHIBIT #C

The alleged “Arrest Warrant,” and the alleged “Appearance Bond,” are fictionalized, 
falsified, faux, unlawful, illegal, and unconstitutional documents for the following reasons;

1).  On January 26, 2012, Mr. Curry, a.k.a. “Defendant,” was falsely charged, and falsely 
arrested with “Theft,” “Criminal Simulation,” and “Fraud Effecting Sales,” by one Blaine 
Reed, and Grand Junction Police Department Investigator, Ryan Petrowski.  Mr. Reed 
submitted falsified scientific data to Mr. Petrowski, which Mr. Reed later admitted to, in 
writing, wherein, Mr. Reed confessed to using a “rigged XRF analyzer” to “take out Mr. 
Curry.”

2).  Prosecutors, Lewis, Ricard, and Hautzinger, conspired with Mr. Curry’s attorney, 
Joshua Stritecky, and Judge Henderson, to conceal, and suppress material, and 
exculpatory evidence from Mr. Curry, and from the jury seated on October 18, 2012.

3).  Prosecutors, Lewis, Ricard, and Hautzinger, conspired with the State Attorney General, 
John Suthers, to conceal, and suppress material, and exculpatory evidence entered by the 
Mr. Bruce Geller of the Colorado School of Mines, and Mr. Blaine Reed, which allowed 
them to testify against Mr. Curry as “expert witnesses,” which they were not, according to 
their own written confessions.

4).  On April 2, 2012, Prosecutor Lewis presented her intent to dismiss the charges against 
Mr. Curry, but this dismissal was not acted upon, due to bribery and other forms of 
influence from Mr. Reed, other meteorite dealers, and the State Attorney General, John 
Suthers.

5).  Mr. Curry spent hundreds of hours preparing for his trial, but was foiled by Prosecutors 
Lewis, Ricard, his own attorney, Joshua Stritecky, and Judge Henderson, all of whom 
denied Mr. Curry his Rights to present any material, or exculpatory, evidence; ie; “Artifacts,” 
“Scientific Analysis,” “Scientific Papers,” “Documents,” and “video records,” from the Grand 
Junction Police Department, and Discovery materials, which would have, clearly, 
exonerated Mr. Curry of any charges.

6).  Mr. Curry’s attorney, Joshua Stritecky, was an imbicile, incompetent, and highly 
conflicted, as he was providing Mr. Curry’s defense strategies to the prosecutors, and 
suppressing evidence from Mr. Curry and the jury, with the intent of denying Mr. Curry his 
Bill of Rights and his Rights to Due Process.
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7).  Mr. Curry has provided prima facia evidence, that Officer Petrowski, in conspiracy with 
Mr. Reed, Mr. Geller, Mr. Hautzinger, Ms. Lewis, Ms. Ricard, Judge Henderson, 
Commander Nordeen, and Chief Camper, to redact & edit Mr. Curry’s GJPD interview, 
where 1 minute, twenty-one seconds, were removed from this interview, which would have 
shown Mr. Petrowski’s true intent behind the interview.  Mr. Deister, and Mr. Henderson, 
have refused to examine this evidence for the facts contained therein;

8).  At trial, and the trial video & audio will reveal, Ms. Lewis approached Mr. Stritecky and 
asked, “Does your client want the jury to see the original, or the redacted version of this 
interview?”  The fact, that two versions existed in the first place, would have given the jury 
a red flag about its substance & content.  What was shown to the jury was the redacted 
version.  

9).  On October 26, 2012, just before the sentencing hearing, Mr. Curry fired Mr. Stritecky 
for his disloyalty, dishonor, incompetence, and his intentional suppression of evidence from 
Mr. Curry, until one day before the trial, and during the trial itself, guaranteeing Mr. Curry 
would not have this exculpatory evidence admitted as evidence, no allow Mr. Curry an 
opportunity to review the facts contained within the videos;

9).  Mr. Henderson, without hesitation, proceded to perform the sentencing, despite the 
fact, that Mr. Curry did not have legal representation present for this “critical stage” of the 
trial.  His exercise of judicial expediency over Mr. Curry’s Rights to a fair trial, was done as 
a favor to the prosecutors, and the State Attorney General, and a clear detriment to Mr. 
Curry’s case.

10).  On November 7, 2012,  Mr. Curry, following instructions from Mr. Henderson, filed a 
Pro Se “Entry of Appearance” with the court, and registered with the Community Service 
Department.  Since that time, Mr. Curry has filed numerous Motions for Postconviction 
Review, his Appeal, and a multitude of evidence proving well-beyond reasonable doubt, his 
innocence on all charges.  Influenced by the District Attorney, and the State Attorney 
General, Mr. Deister, and Mr. Henderson, denied all motions for revocation, and have 
obstructed Mr. Curry’s Rights to a fair appeal, and a just vindication, and a reversal of all 
charges, fees, judgments, and sentences.

11).  The “Arrest Warrant” issued on 12/27/2013, was NOT signed with a wet-ink signature 
by any Judge from the Mesa County Combined Courts, and the service was never 
completed upon Mr. Curry, or his person.

12).  The “Arrest Warrant” was served by three “gangster” members of the Montrose 
County Sheriff’s Department, all of whom lacked authority, as none of them knew of their . 
“Oaths of Office,” and none could, or would, recite it upon numerous requests of Mr. Curry, 

9



and none knew they were required to have a performance bond to wear the uniform of a 
Sheriff.  Service was completed through malicious & egregious “criminal trespass,” and 
“criminal mischief” under the cover of darkness.  These three individuals used threats, 
coercion, trickery, excessive force, and violence to attempt to serve this unlawful and illegal 
Warrant, and they failed to serve this “unsigned” Warrant upon my person.  None of them 
knew what the charges were on the Warrant, and would not listen to our repeated requests 
to “leave the property,” “get a way from the door,” “you don’t have our consent.,” and that, 
“we were both “Federally-protected witnesses, and informants” against Mr. Henderson and 
others operating a vast insurance fraud, and public embezzlement scheme, where Judges 
provide legal protection to corrupt officials in all municipalities, counties and the entire 
State.

13).  None of these three “private contractors for the Judiciary,” through masquerading as 
Law Enforcement Agents of Montrose County, knew nothing of what the Miranda Act 
guaranteed, nor did they offer any rights, other than to say, “You do not have any Rights!”      

14).  Judges Henderson, Deister, Braum, District Attorneys Hautzinger, Lewis, Ricard, and 
Stritecky, are all members of the Colorado Bar Association, which has no lawful authority 
to practice their trade in any County, or in any State, and there is no regulatory state 
agency overseeing its practices.  The Supreme Court is nothing more, nor nothing less, 
than an extension of the CBA, and all members of the BAR and the Supreme Court are 
“foreign entities,” and “foreign agents,” and all are members of the French & British 
Communist Party, a direct conflict with the Republic of the United States of America!
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