PUBLIC NOTICE OF GOVERNMENT/COURT FRAUD

Relative to Driver's License, Car Registration and

Forced Insurance
ITI
(emphasis added)

The so-called “driver's license"”, vehicle registration and compulsory insurance are all
unconstitutional statutory fraudulent contracts of adhesion which Americans are coerced into
signing without their fully informed consent. Government agents do not instruct Americans
about the Truth, the fact and the Real Law, which is, that all Americans have fundamental rights
which they unknowingly waive when ‘complying' with these unconstitutional statutes or
‘requirements’. Therefore, all those forcing these unconstitutional mandates onto the people
without properly informing them of their rights [Miranda v Arizona 384 U.S. 436, 125] are
involved in criminal fraud against the American people.

The following legal cites confirm and support the above statement. From the American

Jurisprudence which is : 16 American Jurisprudence Section 256,
177, 2nd ed.:

"The general rule is that an unconstitutional statute. . .though having the form and name of law, is in
reality no law, but is wholly void, and ineffective for any purpose, since unconstitutionality dates from the
time of its enactment, and not merely from the date of the decision so branding it. In legal contemplation, it
is as inoperative as if it had never been passed. Such a statute leaves the question that it purports to settle
just as it would be, had the statute not been enacted.

" itutj i , the general principles follow that it imposes no duties, confers
1o rights, creates no offices, bestows no power or authority on anyone, affords no protection and justifies
10 acts performed under it. . . A void act cannot be legally consistent with a valid one. An unconstitutional
law cannot operate to supersede any existing valid law, indeed, insofar as a statute runs counter to the
fundamental law of the land, it is superseded thereby.

"No one is bound to obey an unconstitutional law and no courts are bound to enforce it."

U.S. SUPREME COURT and other Case Law

1. "The right of the citizen to travel upon the public highways and to transport his/her
property thereon, either by carriage or automobile, is not a mere privilege which a City may
prohibit or permit.at will, but a common right which he/she has under the right to Life, Liberty
and the Pursuit of Happiness. " Thompson v. Smith 154 SE 579.

2. "The use of the highway for the purpose of travel and tnép_spgrta,tipn is not a mere privilege
but a common and fundamental right ‘of which the public and individuals cannot be rightfully
deprived. " Chicago Motor Coach v. Chicago, 337 111.200; 169 NE 22, 66 ALR 834. - Ligare v.

?gcago 139 111. 46, 28 NE 934, Boone v. Clark, 214 SW 607; 25 Am Jur (1st) Highways, Sec.

3. [ 3 'crime’ . "There can be no sanction or
pegzl;y imposed on one because of this exercise of Constitutional rights. " Sherer v. Cullen, 481

4. "The right to travel is a part of the Liberty of which the citizen cannot be deprived without
due process of law under the Fifth Amendment." Kent v. Dulles 357 U. S. 166, 125.

5. The court has no jurisdiction without a verified complaint: "A person may not be punished
for a crime without a formal and sufficient accusation even if he voluntarily submits to the

Jurisdiction of the court." Buis v. State 792 P.2d 427, 1990.



-~

6. "It is a fundamental principle of American jurisprudence that liberty is too sacred to be
taken from an individual, unless (upon) probable cause, in the language of Chief Justice
Marshall, ‘'upon some good cause certain, supported by oath." "If a warrant of arrest issues upon
the belief of the party making the affidavit...it does not rest upon some act certain, supported by
oath, ...it depends alone upon the mental condition of the affiant" Buis v. State 792 P.2d 427,
1990.

.

7. "Where rights secured by the Constitutior are involved, there ca
legislation which would abrogate them." Miranda v. Arizona 384 U. S. 436, 125.

8. "The claim and exercise of a Constitutional right cannot be converted into a crime. " Miller
v. U.S. 230 F 2nd 486,489.

9. These judicial decisions are straight and to the point, that there is no lawful method for
government to put restrictions or limitations on rights belonging to the people.

10. There is no question that a citation/ticket issued by a police officer, for no dgivpr'g license,
current vehicle registration or mandatory insurance, etc., which carries a fine or jail time, is a

penalty or sanction...and is, indeed, ‘converting a right into a crime"; such action in itself is
intended entrapment which i i

11. A corporate entity, whether it be city, state or U.S. Government, cannot testify as an
injured party, thus cannot be cross-examined. As an individual one can speak for a corporation,
but cannot be an injured party as a living individual of record.

12. "A policy of insurance is a maritime contract, and therefore of admiralty jurisdiction." De
Lovio v. Boit, 7 Fed Cases No. 3,776.

This is a crucial fact which ‘authorities' do not tell the American people. '‘Mandatory Auto
Insurance' was designed by bankers to entrap and trick people into a foreign court jurisdiction,
i.e., British under ‘force of arms' which has been put in place by a dark and secret brotherhood
within a private club, called the Bar Association. Being unlawfully tricked into ‘admiralty
jurisdiction', i.e., British under ‘force of arms', deprives the people of their God given natural

rights upheld by the Bill of Rights constituting yet another government/court criminal fraud upon
the people.

wisdom and justice. The Common Law of Nature's God is that upon which America was
founded and which Abraham Lincoln and our forefathers studied and immortalized wit_hin our

The jurisdiction of the Common Law, on the other hand, is based on 5,000 vears of distilled

Constitution. We True Americans now see why our forefathers forebade 'paid attorneys' in most

__This lawful information is supplied by the American Constitutional Council whose goal is to stop organized
(including government/court initiated) crime in America. Please copy and give to legislators, county and city
officials. Help educate Americans! '

1 The so-called “driver’s license” is in actuality two separate documents serving two separate purposes; 1) evidence. of
competency in handling a vehicle; and 2) a photo and finger print identification paper. It is a fraud to indicate an item is one tl;mg
when it is a thing altogether different. It has been also held that a photo identification paper is unconstitutional as it violates “right
to privacy” and the 4th and 5th Amendments.



