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THE MOORISH NATIONAL REPUBLIC FEDERAL  

GOVERNMENT NORTHWEST AFRICA. 

THE MOORISH DIVINE AND NATIONAL MOVEMENT OF THE WORLD. 

Northwest Amexem / Northwest Africa / North America. 

‘The North Gate’. 

Societas Republicae Ea Al Maurikanos. 

Aboriginal and Indigenous Natural Peoples of the Land. 

The true and de jure Al Moroccans / Americans. 

Writ of Mandamus 

Contempt of Supreme Court and Consular Court 

Demand for Immediate Release 
International Document 

For The Record, To Be Read Into The Record 
Notice to Agent is Notice to Principal – Notice to Principal is Notice to Agent. 

http://www.moorishnationpublicrecords.com/public-notice.html 

Done by the light of day – one November two-zero one-three. 

= = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = =  = = = = 

7008 0150 0003 1912 6359 

= = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = =  = = = = 

 
 

From: Dominus Nobilis El, Third Party Intervener Authorized Representative for: 

All Moor American Nationals, Aboriginal Indigenous Moor of Maghrib’ al’ Aqca. Secured Party, Creditor, Donor, Bailor, 

Beneficiary/Grantor of various transmitting utility Ens Legis, Ex-Relatione and/or any derivative thereof. 

All Rights Reserved, w/o prejudice / recourse  

U.C.C. 1-207/ 1-308/1-209; U.C.C. 1-103 

c/o 141 Weston Street #1145 

[Hartford Connecticut [06143-9998]] 

Non-domestic without the United States of America 

Northwest Amexem – Maghrib’ al’ Aqca (Morocco the extreme west) 

 

v. 

 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA et al 

ALL SUB-CORPORATIONS DOING BUSINESS AS 

     STATE OF <> / COMMONWEALTH OF <>, et al 

     CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT et al 

     POLICE CORPORATIONS et al 

     COUNTY/STATE PRISONS/JAILS [CORRECTION CENTERS], et al  

 
     

COMES NOW, Nobilis Dominus, Divine being manifested in the flesh, Sui Heredes (not to be confused with, nor substituted by, Pro Se 

by unauthorized hand of another). I am Aboriginal Indigenous Moor American National; possessing Free-hold by Inheritance and 

Primogeniture Status; standing squarely Affirmed, aligned and bound to the Zodiac Constitution, with all due respect and honors given 

to the American Constitution 1791 adopted for the Union States of America, Republic, at North America.  Being a descendant of 

Moroccans and born in America, with the blood of the Ancient Moabites from the Land of Moab, who received permission from the 

Pharaohs of Egypt to settle and inhabit North-West Africa / North Gate. The Moors are the founders and are the true possessors of the 

present Moroccan Empire; with our Canaanite, Hittite and Amorite brethren, who sojourned from the land of Canaan, seeking new 

homes.  Our dominion and inhabitation extended from Northeast and Southwest Africa, across the Great Atlantis, even unto the 

present North, South and Central America and the Adjoining Islands-bound squarely affirmed to THE TREATY OF PEACE AND 

FRIENDSHIP OF SEVENTEEN HUNDRED AND EIGHTY-SEVEN (1787) A.D. superseded by THE TREATY OF PEACE AND FRIENDSHIP OF 

EIGHTTEEN HUNDRED and THIRTY-SIX (1836) A.D. between Morocco and the United States 

(http://www.yale.edu/lawweb/avalon/diplomacy/barbary/barl866t.htm or at Bevines Law Book of Treaties) the same as displayed 
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under Treaty Law, Obligation, Authority as expressed in Article VI of the  Constitution for the United States of America (Republic): 
 

THE TREATY OF PEACE AND FRIENDSHIP OF 1836 A.D.  

Between Morocco and the United States 

Article 20 

“If any of the Citizens of the United States, or any Persons under their Protection, shall have any disputes with each other, the Consul 

shall decide between the Parties, and whenever the Consul shall require any Aid or Assistance from our Government, to enforce his 

decisions, it shall be immediately granted to him.” 

Article 21 

“If any Citizen of the United States should kill or wound a Moor, or, on the contrary, if a Moor shall kill or wound a Citizen of the 

United States, the Law of the Country shall take place, and equal Justice shall be rendered, the Consul assisting at the Trial; and if any 

Delinquent shall make his escape, the Consul shall not be answerable for him in any manner whatever.” 
 

Submits this Writ of Mandamus to order all Magistrates/Judges of all municipal ministerial tribunal operating as courts with Judicial 

Authority, to release all Moors falsely and unconstitutionally being held in prisons across the North Amexem / Northwest Africa / 

North America Continent as the Affidavit of Fact, Averment of Jurisdiction/Quo Warranto submitted was not answered. In support of 

this demand I state for the record the following: 
 

The UNITED STATES OF AMERICA and all its sub-corporations doing business as, the STATE OF 

<>/COMMONWEALTH OF <>, no longer offer a product or service as a means of generating income. 
 

Today the commodity they use to barter with and extort credit is the People, specifically the Moors of North America 

Aboriginal Indigenous to the land, with a focus on the Sons, Males. 
 

I demand the verifiable, documented law whereby the public servant can regulate the actions and/or activity of the 

Moors of North America, in fact all People who sojourn to this land the live in peace and harmony? 
 

Today we have Moors who are currently being Falsely Imprisoned/Kidnapped then warehoused as cargo in a new 

industry that generates billions of dollars worth of credit for all corporations, at the expense of the Aboriginal 

Indigenous People of the land, the Moors of North American. 
 

Is it any wonder that the bulk of the population currently being held prisoners, in there own land I might add, are the 

Moors of North America Aboriginal Indigenous to the land. 
 

Through such unlawful, unconstitutional alleged codes as CFR 72.11, which clearly can only be applied to the public 

servant who must at all times demonstrate “good behavior” in order to maintain the position of public servant and 

receive a salary. 
 

CFR 72.11 further affirms that all corporations unlawfully operating as “government” are in fact engaging in 

“Treason” as they state in this policy, “All crimes are commercial” and then further impose various unlawful alleged 

charges on the People where there is no Corpus Delecti, flesh and blood being bringing the charge, in fact the alleged 

charge is brought/manufactured by the public servant. Clearly the intent is to generate revenue at the expense of the 

People which is human trafficking. The target market for these violations, Moors of North America unlawfully 

denationalized by foreign European aliens and branded negro, colored, black, African-American. 
 

There are collections and successions of Persons operating, unsanctioned, unconstitutional municipal corporations 

(i.e. counties, towns, cities), kidnapping the People through the hiring of mercenaries under the guise of “Police”, 

another agency that is unlawful, unsanctioned, and unconstitutional.  
 

Rodney-Dale; Class v. NORTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, Police department is not an 

agency of the STATE.” 
 

Many of the Sheriffs operate as little more than co-conspirators with the Police corporations, municipal corporations 

et al, and the magistrate/public servants of the unsanctioned municipal tribunal [courts], which are absolute foreign 

Roman venues operating for profit and foreign to the American /Amexem land and the American Constitution 1791. 

Clearly they are accepting bribes to violate the People thereby violating their “Oath of Office”. 
 

Webster’s Universal Dictionary of the English Language 1940  

Municipal – L. municipalis, from municipium, a town subject to Rome,… 
 

Websters International Dictionary w/ History Reference 1910 

Municipal – L. municipalis, fr. Municeps an inhabitant of a municipium, or town possessing the right of Roman 

citizenship… 

American, noun. – An aboriginal or anyone of the various “copper-colored” natives found on the continent by 

Europeans the original application of the Word. Natural Law reference Websters 1936 Twentieth Century 

Unabridged Dictionary page 53.Websters American Dictionary of the English Language 1828 
 

“As society originates with family, so does authority or government.” Reference / Source of Law John Bouviers 
Concise encyclopedia of Law Francis Rawles 3rd revision page 1366 Definition of Government. Societas 
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Republicae Ea Al Maurikanos = Republic Society of America / Al Morocco ; 9th Amendment of the American 
Republic Constitution 

 
The references supra constitute Article 3 American Constitutional diversity, as well as International Law,  in 
conjunction with Article 3 Section 2 All Cases where a State Shall be a Party “the supreme Court” Shall have Original 
Jurisdiction. 
 

Clearly, all the Sheriffs are in fact members or under Oath with the Police mercenary as the bound obligation of the 

Sheriff is to protect the People from infringement of any corporation, public servant, officer of any court, without 

regard to who they are. 
 

Instead the Sheriffs take the exact same position as the Police, they protect the corporations – direct violation of their 

bound Oath which is treason, misappropriation of funds, genocide, human trafficking, etc. 
 

“It is not the duty of the police to protect you. Their job is to protect the Corporation and arrest code breakers. Sapp v. 

Tallahasee, 348 So. 2nd. 363, Reiff v. City of Philadelphia, 477 F.Supp. 1262, Lynch v. N.C. Dept of Justice 376 S.E. 2nd. 

247.” 
 

 “A Unconstitutional Law is not a Law” Reference  Chicago I.&L. Ry.Co. v. Hackett, 228 U.S. 559, 333 Sup Ct. 581,57 

L.Ed.;Article 4 Section 2 and Article 6 of The American Republic Constitution. 
 

The public servants operating through the various corporations mentioned above, and in whole across the Nation, 

kidnap and collude for profit, which is human trafficking, the Moor American Nationals. Furthermore, when we 

Moor American Nationals, place our status on the record and demand the dismissal of any and all fraudulent charges 

pursuant to the Original 13th Bill of Rights Section 12 where it states “those of African descent cannot be  members of 

the union states” therefore the appropriate law, i.e. American Constitution 1791/Treaty of Peace and Friendship 1786 

must be applied. We further demand the municipal tribunal [courts] “Delegation of Authority” and we are told, in 

violation of Res Judicata where it states jurisdiction once challenged must be proven for the record, that the persons 

operating under the unconstitutional “title” in violation of the American Constitution “Titles of Nobility”, 

“Magistrates/Honorable Judge” that they have jurisdiction, or they have jurisdiction via a statute with no verifiable 

documentation therefore jurisdiction was/has not been proven for the record. 
 

The Definition of Inferior Court  (Ref / Source of Common Law; In re Heard’s Guardianship, 174   Miss. 37, 163 So. 685, 687. 
Henry Campbell Blacks Law Dictionary of Ancient and Modern Jurisprudence Revised 4th Edition pg. 918 Definition of Inferior 
Court) Inferior Court  is commonly used as the designation of a court of some special limited or statutory Jurisdiction whose record 
must show the existence and attaching of Jurisdiction in any given case, in order to give presumptive validity to its Judgment. 

 

Once jurisdiction is challenged, the court cannot proceed when it clearly appears that the court lacks jurisdiction, 

the court has no authority to reach merits ,but, rather, should dismiss the action. Melo v U.S., 505 F2d 1026. 
 

The law requires proof of jurisdiction to appear on record of the administrative agency and all 

administrative proceedings. Hagans v Lavine 415 U.S. 533. 
 

Court must prove on the record, all jurisdictional facts related to the jurisdiction asserted. 

Latana v Hopper, 102 F. 2d 188, Chicago v New York 37 F Supp. 150 
 

There is no discretion to ignore lack of jurisdiction. Joyce v U.S. 474 2d 215 
 

A court cannot confer jurisdiction where none existed and cannot make a void proceeding valid. It is clear and 

well established law that a void order can be challenged in any court. 

OLD WAYNE MUTT. L. ASSOC. v McDONOUGH, 204 U.S. 8, 27 S. Ct. 236.(1907) 
 

The law provides that once State and Federal jurisdiction have been challenged, it must be proven. 

Main v Thiboutot 100. S. Ct 2501 (1980) 
 

A court has no jurisdiction to determine its own jurisdiction, for basic issue in any case before a tribunal is its 

power to act, and a court must have the authority to decide that question in the first instance". Rescue Army v 

Municipal Court of Los Angeles 171 P2d 8; 331 US 549, 91 L. ed 1666, S.Ct. 1409 
 

Evidence of denationalization, as well as treason as they are in fact of law sitting in the position of public servant, 

therefore as such their bound obligation is to protect the People, instead they seek to convert the flesh and blood 

being, Moor American National, into a corporation pursuant to the unlawful 14th Amendment which applies only to 

corporations – Blacks law 4th edition, “persons apply to corporations pursuant to the 14th Amendment.” 
 

I demand, the verifiable documented law whereby the public servant can invade the privacy of the family, kidnap 

children as young as two months, create unlawful obligations of the mother and/or father of the child(ren), then act 

as a collection agency when the unsanctioned unconstitutional corporations doing business as the “Circuit and/or 

District court” does not receive the extortion fees. Will further kidnap the parent and warehouse them for profit for 

any number of months and/or years? 
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In conjunction with the above once the People are kidnapped and held as cargo in numerous warehouses/prisons 

across the land, fraudulently classed as “Correction Centers”, their Constitutional Liberties are stripped from them. 
 

This prior to any due process of law. The American Constitution that the public servant who receives a salary.are 

bound by Oath to protect, preserve, and secure the birth rights of the People. 
 

The public servants are bound by the American Constitution 1791 to guarantee to the People equal protection, 

freedom of religion, freedom of speech, freedom to enjoy the basic liberties of life, protection from foreign and 

domestic invasion. It would seem that said public servants have invaded the land and now hold the Aboriginal 

Indigenous People hostage in their own land. 
 

Where in said American Constitution 1791 is the authorization whereby the public servants can: 

1. Create unlawful/unsanctioned charges against the People via unconstitutional regulations relative to the 

private lives of the People? 

2. Kidnap the people if they exercise their constitutional rights and resist infringement by public servants. 

3. Kidnap and unconstitutionally apply alleged charges and then after the kidnapping, ex post facto, fabricate a 

warrant pursuant to an unlawful/unconstitutional charge created by the public servant. 

4. Without any due process of law imprison the people. 

5. Conspire with other corporations who further extort fees from the people creating a monopoly whereby the 

People can only communicate with those who have been kidnapped if they pay the extortion fees to said 

corporation that monopolizes the entire telephone system within the prison. Extorting 5 or more federal 

reserve notes to just place credit on the kidnapped peoples account, extort 4.19 or more federal reserve notes to 

simply connect each call, and further extort .69 or more federal reserve notes, for every minute after. Further 

all calls are recorded and listened to in violation of the kidnapped peoples Constitutionally secured liberties, i.e. 

Right to Privacy. 

6. Restrict the People from communicating by alleging that pen, paper, pencil are all contraband via a fraudulent 

“inmate handbook” that cannot be taken when the People leave. Clearly to hide the criminality of said public 

servants actions. 

7. Violate the Constitutionally Secured liberties of the people by further opening and reading all in coming and 

out going mail and if said mail is deems detrimental to the prison, in that the conditions of the People are 

disclosed to outside People, it is destroyed. Any incoming mail is further withheld from the kidnapped People. 

8. Steal any credit sent to the kidnapped people being held prisoners and allegedly apply it to the alleged “debt”, 

thereby further robbing the People. 

9. Demonstrate total disregard for the religious customs of the kidnapped People while being held hostage and 

force them to eat foods that are against their religion and detrimental to their health.  
 

Article III Sec II states “In all cases in which a state shall be party, The Supreme Court shall have original jurisdiction. 

Pursuant to the alleged charges this issue must and can only be heard in the Supreme Court. 
 

By what authority does the unsanctioned, unconstitutional municipal tribunal [court] take jurisdiction and violate all 

Constitutional provisions relative to the Peoples liberties and impose any type of sentencing when clearly the Supreme 

Court Res Judicata forbids it. In fact, said Res Judicata states they are incompetent to have any judicial authority. 
 

"When acting to enforce a statute and its subsequent amendments to the present date, the judge of the 

municipal court is acting as an administrative officer and not in a judicial capacity; courts in administering or 

enforcing statues do not act judicially, but merely ministerially" 

Thompson v Smith 154 SE 583 
 

" A judge ceases to sit as a judicial officer because the governing principle of administrative law provides that 

courts are prohibited from substituting their evidence, testimony, record, arguments, and rationale for that of the 

agency. Additionally, courts are prohibited from substituting their judgment for that of the agency. Courts in 

administrative issues are prohibited from even listening to or hearing arguments, presentations, or rational." 

ASIS v US 568 F2d, 284 
 

Ministerial officers are incompetent to receive grants of judicial power from the legislature, their acts in 

attempting to exercises such powers are necessarily nullities. 

Burns v Sup Ct. SF, 140 Cal 1. 
 

Argument in Support of Writ of Mandamus 

FACTS 
 

All public servants so notified of the above Constitutional Violations and did nothing are all guilty of collusion, co-conspiracy, and 

treason and in violation of 42 USC §1983, 18 USC § 241, 18 USC § 242, 18 USC § 245, etc. . 
 

The fact that this is a civil issue and therefore NOT an arrestable offense is absolute evidence of “Hate Crimes”. 
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The alleged charges are: 

1.   non-payment of child support, and  

2.  a civil matter where there are two claims on the record. As such there is no lawful charge and/or claim and altering said 

information to reflect this is falsification of evidence and falsification of documents. 
 

In order for this to be a criminal issue, there must be a “Corpus Delecti” flesh and blood being, and NOT a corporation as that is Ultra 

Vires and is repugnant to the Aboriginal Indigenous People of this Continent, Moor American Nationals, as well as the American 

Constitution 1791. 
 

For a crime to exist, there must be an injured party (Corpus Delicti) There can be no sanction or penalty imposed 

on one because of this Constitutional right. Sherer v. Cullen 481 F. 945: 
 

“A contract is ultra vires being unlawful and void, not because it is itself immoral, but because the corporation, by 

the law of its creation, is incapable of making it. The courts, while refusing to maintain any action upon the 

unlawful contract, have always striven to do justice between the parties, so far as could be done consistently with 

adherence to law, by permitting property or money, parted with on the faith of the unlawful contract, to be 

recovered back, or compensation to be made for it. In such case, however, the action is not maintained upon the 

unlawful contract, nor according to its terms; but on an implied contract of the defendant to return, or failing to 

do that, to make compensation for, property or money which it has no right to retain. To maintain such an action 

is not to affirm, but to disaffirm the unlawful contract.” Pullman v. Central Transp. Co. 139 U.S. 62, 11 S.Ct. 478, 

35 L.Ed. 55 
 

 

As there is no Injure party, this is not a criminal matter and as the alleged “void order/judgment” does not meet the requirement for 

criminal charges with an absent Corpus Delecti there are NO charges and all Moor American Nationals being held / have been held 

for more than the Constitutionally Guaranteed three day maximum and no lawful Constitutionally based charges have been brought. 
 

The fact that this issue can only be heard in Supreme Court pursuant to Article III Section II where it states if the party in controversy 

is the state, the Supreme Court shall have original jurisdiction. Not to mention the fact that all Moor American National Aboriginal 

Indigenous to the land, as such controversies between a state, or the citizens thereof, and foreign states, citizens or subjects, the 

Supreme Court shall have original jurisdiction. 
 

The fact that all Municipal Tribunal Magistrates/Judges knowingly overstepped their boundaries in hearing a case that is clearly 

outside of their jurisdiction, further compounding their intent to bring injury to the People and with intent to violate the 

Constitutionally /Treaty secured liberties of all Moor American Nationals, speak disparagingly on the matter of ones Nationality and 

verbally state on the record that not only does the Nationality of Moors American Nationals “Not matter” but that the Constitution and 

the provisions instilled in the American Constitution 1791 “does not matter in their court” is a blatant violation of the limited authority 

and jurisdiction that Municipal Tribunal Magistrates/Judges have as only a Ministerial Officer functioning without “Judicial 

Authority” as affirmed in the below Supreme Court Res Judicata: 
 

Laws made in violation of the constitution are null and void...The Presumption is always in favor of the constitutionality of a law, and 

the party alleging the opposite must clearly establish it. Fletcher  v. Peck, 6 Cra.(U.S.) 87, 3 L.Ed. 162. . Reference John Bouviers Concise 

Encyclopedia of Law Francis Rawles 3rd Revision Page 641  Definition of Constitutional 
  

“When acting to enforce a statue and its subsequent amendments to the present date, the judge of the municipal court is acting as an 

administrative officer and not in a judicial capacity; courts in administering or enforcing statues do not act judicially, but merely 

ministerially”. Thompson v. Smith 154 SE 583. 
 

Courts in administrative issues are prohibited from even listening to or hearing arguments, presentation, or rational.” ASIS v. US, 568 

F2d 284. 
 

Ministerial officers are incompetent to receive grants of judicial power from the legislature, their acts in attempting to exercise such 

powers are necessarily nullities.” Burns v. Supp. Ct., SF, 140 Cal. 1. 
 

"When a judge acts as a trespasser of the law, when a judge does not follow the law, the judge loses subject-matter jurisdiction and the 

judges' orders are void, of no legal force or effect. The U.S. Supreme Court, in Scheuer v. Rhodes, 416 U.S. 232, 94 S. CT. 1683, 1687 

(1974) stated that when a state officer acts under state law in a manner violating the Federal constitution, he "comes into conflict with 

the superior authority of that Constitution, and he is in that case stripped of his official or representative character and is subjected in 

his person to the consequences of his individual conduct. The State has no power to impart to him any immunity from responsibility to 

the supreme authority of the Unites States." [Emphasis supplied in original]. By law, a judge is a state officer. The judge then acts not as 

a judge but as a private individual (in his person). Scheuer v. Rhodes, 416 U.S. 232,94 S.CT. 1683, 1687 (1974) 
 

The constant verbal attack by magistrate/judges is absolute violation of 28 USC 454 practicing law from the bench. “Any justice or 

judge appointed under the authority of the United States who engages in the practice of law is guilty of a high misdemeanor.” 
 

Therefore any opinions made and/or entered into at the behest of any magistrate are void. 
 

Judgment made when the court lacks subject matter jurisdiction is void Clark v State 727 N.E. 2d 18 transfer denied 741 N.E. 2d 1247 

(2000) 
 

"Courts are constituted by authority and they cannot go beyond that power delegated to them.  If they act beyond that authority, and 

certainly in contravention of it, their judgments and orders are regarded as nullities. They are not voidable, but simply void, and this 
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even prior to reversal." Old Wayne Mut. I. Assoc. v McDonough, 204 U.S. 8, 27 S.Ct. 236 (1907); Williamson v Berry, 8 How. 495, 

540, 12 L.Ed. 1170, 1189 (1850); Rose v Himely, 4 Cranch 241, 269, 2 L.Ed. 608, 617 (1808).  
 

a court "cannot confer jurisdiction where none existed and cannot make a void proceeding valid." People ex rel. Gowdy v Baltimore & 

Ohio R.R. Co., 385 Ill. 86, 92, 52 N.E.2d 255 (1943).   
 

A void judgment [or order] is, in legal effect, no judgment. By it no rights are divested. From it no rights can be obtained. Being 

worthless in itself, all proceedings founded upon it are equally worthless. It neither binds nor bars any one.' [Citation.]" (Bennett v. 

Wilson (1898) 122 Cal. 509, 513-514 [55 P. 390].) (Ibid) 
 

"If the order is void, it may be attacked at any time in any proceeding," Evans v Corporate Services, 207 Ill.App.3d 297, 565 N.E.2d 724 

(2nd Dist. 1990)  
 

"a void judgment, order or decree may be attacked at any time or in any court, either directly or collaterally" Oak Park Nat. Bank v 

Peoples Gas Light & Coke Col, 46 Ill.App.2d 385, 197 N.E.2d 73, 77 (1st Dist. 1964)  
 

"that judgment is void and may be attacked at any time in the same or any other court, by the parties or by any other person who is 

affected thereby.". It is also clear and well established law that a void order can be challenged in any court at any time.”  People v 

Wade, 116 Ill.2d 1, 506 N.E.2d 954 (1987)  
 

It is clear that all magistrates acting outside of their jurisdiction, is clearly incompetent to hear this matter as they do not know or 

intentionally ignored the many United States Supreme Court Res Judicata regarding child support, issuing arrest warrant, body 

attachment, and warrants in relation to issues of child support as affirmed in Exparte Davis, 344 SW 2d 925 (1976) : Federal statutes 

guarantee protection (to the Respondent) for having “imputed income” orders. Furthermore, these statutes provide (to the Respondent) 

protection of his rights to be free from unlawful child support or any kind of garnishment. That, child support is a civil matter and 

there is no probable cause to seek or issue body attachment, bench warrant, or arrest in child support matters because it is a civil 

matter. 
 

The use of such instruments (body attachment, bench warrants, arrest, etc.) presumably is a method to “streamline” arresting people 

for child support and circumventing the fourth amendment to the United States Constitution, and is used as a debt collecting tool 

using unlawful arrests and imprisonment to collect a debt or perceived debt. 
 

The arrest of non-custodial parents in which men make up significant majority of “arrestees”, is “gender profiling”, “gender biased 

discrimination” and a gender bias hate crime” in that it violates the Equal Protection Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment. A man, 

pursuant to the Equal Protection Clause of the Constitution for the United States, cannot be arrested in a civil matter as a women is not. 

There is no escaping the fact that there is no probable cause in a civil matter to arrest or issue body attachment. “Probable cause” to 

arrest requires a showing that both a crime has been, or is being committed, and that the person sought to be arrested committed the 

offense. U.S.C.A. Const. Amend. 4. In the instant case, no probable cause can exist, because the entire matter has arisen out of a civil 

case. Therefore, seeking of body attachment, bench warrant, or arrest by the Petitioner (or her attorney), and/or issuing of the same by 

the court, in this civil case would be against the law and the Constitution. 
 

Under U.S. v. Rylander ignorance of the order or the inability to comply with the child support order, or as in this case, to pay, would 

be a complete defense to any contempt sanction, violation of a court order or violation of litigant’s rights. 
 

Every U.S. Court of Appeals that has addressed this issue, has held that child support is a common, commercial (and civil) debt, See, 

U.S. v. Lewko, 269 F.3d 64, 68-69 (1st Cir.2001)(citations omitted) and U.S. v. Parker, 108 F.3d 28, 31 (3rd Cir. 1997). Allen v. City of 

Portland, 73 F.3d 232 (9th Cir. 1995), the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals (citing cases from the U.S. Supreme Court, Fifth, Seventh, 

Eighth, and Ninth Circuits) “by definition, probable cause to arrest can only exist in relation to criminal conduct; civil disputes cannot 

give rise to probable cause”; Paff v. Kaltenbach, 204 F.3d 425, 435 (3rd Cir. 2000) (Fourth Amendment prohibits law enforcement 

officer from arresting citizens without probable cause. See, Illinois v. Gates, 462 U.S. 213 (1983), therefore, no body attachment, bench 

warrant or arrest order may be issued. 
 

If a person is arrested on less than probable cause, the United States Supreme Court has long recognized that the aggrieved party has a 

cause of action under 42 U.S.C. 1983 for violation of Fourth Amendment rights. Pierson v. Ray, 386 U.S. 547, 87 S.Ct. 1213 (1967). 

Harlow v. Fitzgerald, 457 U.S. 800, 818 (there can be no objective reasonableness where officials violate clearly established 

constitutional rights such as  (a) United States Constitution, Fourth Amendment (including Warrants Clause), Fifth Amendment (Due 

Process and Equal Protection), Ninth Amendment (Rights to Privacy and Liberty), Fourteenth Amendment (Due Process and Equal 

Protection). 
 

Genocide in that the public servants, magistrate, took great delight in warring against a specific group of People. 
 

United Nations Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide entry into force 12 January 1951 Article II  

(b) Causing serious bodily or mental harm to members of the group 

(c) Deliberately inflicting on the group conditions of life calculated to bring about its physical destruction in whole or in part 
 

The 5th Amendment required that all persons within the geographical land mass boundaries of the De Jure United States must be given 

due process of the law and equal protection of the law.  
 

In so refusing to honor the Averment of Jurisdiction/Quo Warranto all magistrates have violated their oath of office to uphold the 

American Constitution 1791 and by their action proven that they do not have the required “Delegation of Authority” from Congress to 

have judicial Authority as affirmed in the aforementioned Res Judicata Burns v Sup Ct. SF, 140 Cal 1. 
 

“The Constitution for the United States of America binds all judicial officers at Article 6, wherein it does say, “This Constitution and the 

Laws of the United States which shall be made in pursuance thereof, and all Treaties made, or which shall be made under the authority 
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of the United States, shall be the Supreme Law of the Land, and the Judges of every State shall be bound thereby, anything in the 

Constitution or laws of any state to the Contrary, not withstanding,” see Clause 2.” 
 

 “The parties to the Compact of the United States Constitution further agreed that the enumeration in the Constitution of certain Rights 

shall not be construed to deny or disparage others retained by the People (Article 9 of the Bill of Rights to the Constitution for the 

United States).” 
 

As a public servant who should be well versed in law, all magistrates knowingly committed treason and fraud as they knowingly have 

been administering in a capacity which they do not have jurisdiction, delegation of authority, or judicial powers delegated from 

Congress pursuant to the American Constitution 1791. 
 

Nature of Relief Sought 
 

This action seeks the Court to : 

1. Demand the immediate release of any Moor American National currently being held of fraudulent child support charges. 

2. Return all finance unlawfully extorted from all Moor American Nationals at the behest of any magistrate’ void judgment along 

with all 1099oid, 1099a, 4490, all submitted claims entered under the social security insurance policy numbers, all bonds 

initiated as a result of the fraudulent charges relative to all cases involving any Moor American National, all balance sheet 

pursuant to FAS 95 GAAP, all bid bonds, performance bonds, and payment bonds, all financial records relative to all cases 

unlawfully and unconstitutionally brought against any Moor American National, 

3. All claims, petitions, suits, fillings with any third party corporations regarding any Moor American National’ credit history be 

dismissed and expunged. 

4. That all magistrates be removed and charges be brought against in order that they may no longer injure the People. 

5. That all magistrates be brought up on charges pursuant to the United Nations Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of 

the crime of Genocide Article IV where is affirms: “Persons committing genocide or any of the other acts enumerated in Article III 

shall be punished, whether they are constitutionally responsible rulers, public officials or private individuals.” 

Respectfully submitted this the 1 day of November 2013 = 1433 M.C. 

 

         DNE 

Creditor's initials.                 

Honourably Yours. 

________________________________________________________________ 

By: Princeps: Dominus Nobilis El, Third Party Intervener, Power of Attorney in Fact, 

Authorized Representative for: ‘Issa Ra El', and “Ex-Relation Patrick Christopher 

Lewis, CESTUI QUE TRUST. All Rights Reserved, Without Recourse. 
 

Cc: United Nations    International Court of Justice  United States Justice Department 

High Commissioner for Human Rights  Peace Palace   United States Attorney General 

Navanethem Pillay    The Hague Netherland  Eric H. Holder Jr. 

U.S. Department of State   International Criminal Court  Interpol 

Secretary Jerry Forbes Kerry   Luis Moreno-Ocampo  Lyon, France 
       

Great Seal National Association   Great Seal National Association Great Seal National Association 

of Moorish Affairs    of Moorish Affairs   of Moorish Affairs 

 Minister: A-El    Minister: William Salaam Hall :El Minister: Funtayus Flewellen El 
 

 THE WHITE HOUSE   Federal Trade Commission  Federal Communications Commission 

 The Honorable President Barack Obama Jon Leibowitz, Commissioner  Julius Genachowski, Chairman 
  

Universal Postal Union   Organization of American States 

 Edouard Dayan, Director General  Ricardo Mario Dominquez 

 

 
Seal 


