








33, Defendant Gunnell has himself shown his disdain for the Constitution for the United States of

America and the Nevada Constitution continuing an attack on a people of Nevada in spite of an

order to cease and desist.

_Defendants have repeatedly referred to counterclaimant Thomas Benson as a “person’.
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Counterclaimant is not in fact a person6.. but is a people. As is specified in the 4™ article of

amendment” to the Constitution of the United States of America, a person is something that

people own.

35. Again in defiance to the order of this court, defendants smashed the windows a second time to
invade counterciaimants home to steal counterclaimants private property.

36. The record shows that not one counterdefendant provided any evidence to rebut the allegations
made by the counterclaimant in this case. Rather than rebut the counterclaimant’s allegations,
counterdefendants merely submitted frivolous motions and other filings to delay due process of
law. If the counterdefendants had jurisdiction over counterclaimant Benson, then

counterdefendants should have provided evidence of said jurisdiction. All of the

6 “The word "person” in legal terminology is perceived as a general word which normally includes in its scope a variety
of entities other than human beings." Church of Scientology v. U.S. Dept. of Justice 612 F. 2d 417, 425 ( 1979)

“The word ‘person’ as used and employed in most statutory language is ordinarily construed to exclude the
sovereign, and that for one as such to be bound by statute, they must be 'specifically’ named. Wilson v. Omaha Indian
Tribe 442 US 653 (1979); Will v. Michigan state Police 451 U.S. 58,105 L.Ed.2nd 45 (1989); US. v. General Motors

Corporation, D.C. Hl, 2 F.R.D. 528, 530

*Government admits that often the word 'person’ is used in such a sense as not (0 include the sovereign but urges
that, where, as in the present instance, its wider application is consistent with, and tends to effectuate, the public policy
evidenced by the statute, the term should be held to embrace the government.” (United States v. Cooper Corp. 31 gus
600 (1941); United States v. Fox 94 US 315; United States v. Mine Workers 330 US 258 (1947)

7 “The right of the people to be secure in their persons, houses. papers, and effects, against unreasonable searches and
seizures, shall not be violated, and 0o Warrants shall issue, but upon probable cause, supported by Oath or affirmation,
and particularly describing the place to be searched, and the persons or things to be seized.” Article IV
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counterdefendants have defaulted on providing any evidence that they have jurisdiction over
counterclaimant merely submitting frivolous motions to delay the court.

37. The evidence in this case also shows a conspiracy between the counterdetendants attorneys,
counterdefendant Gunnel and the Magistrate, all members of the same private corporation
known as the BAR, which is a foreign corporation.

38. Members of the BAR are granted the title of nobility of “Esquire”, a foreign title of nobility
ranking below knight but above gentlemen. *

39. Evidence of the titles of nobility being foreign to these united States of America can be found
in Article I, Section 9, Clause 8 which states, “No title of nobility shall be granted by the
United States.” AND Article I, Section 10, Clause 1 which states, “No State shall.... grant any
Title of Nobility.” As such, one can ascertain that said title of nobility of Esquire was granted
by a foreign entity outside the jurisdiction of these united states.

40. As Esquires hold a foreign title of nobility and as a members of the foreign corporation BAR,
said foreign agent BAR members have failed to provide evidence of his/her Foreign Agent
Registration Act (‘*FARA™) registration before s/he proceeding in this court of record.

41. As is found in Black’s Law Dictionary 1% Edition on page 433, top of left column, “ESQUIRE.

In English Law. A title of dignity next above gentleman, and below knight. Also a title of

8 Article XIII put the teeth into this: Article I, Section 9, Clause 8- “No title of nobility shall be granted by the United States: and
no person holding any office of profit or trust under them, shall. without the consent of the Congress, accept of any present, emolument,
office, or title, of any kind whatever, from any king, prince, or foreign state.”

Article XTII “Ifany citizen of the United States shall Accept. claim. receive or retain any title of nobility or honour, or shall.
without the consent of Congress, accept and retain any present, pension, office or emolument of any kind whatever. from any emperor,
king, prince or foreign power, such person shall cease to be a citizen of the United States (COMMENT — vs US Citizen...a different
thing), and shall be incapable of holding any office of trust or profit under them. or either of them.”
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