
Derrick Gonzalez
 · 

Attachment for “STATEMENT OF FACTS” for DMV, from:   
Given name: Family name
PO Box ___       [First Letter  1-2-18]
Seattle in the Commonwealth of Washington [zip code]     3-28-18
DOC. #___[my vin #________4/DMV-2

SECOND request for confirmation that my private NON-COMMERCIAL automobile is 
UNREGISTERED, that the Driver’s License I was defrauded into applying for was VOIDED, and 
with an additional REQUEST for information and/or an application for acquiring EXEMPT plates 
for my private conveyance as is required of you under 188 Cal. 734; 207 P. 251; 1922 Cal. LEXIS 
477.

I WILL THANK YOU IN ADVANCE FOR READING THIS LETTER IN ITS ENTIRETY.

I comprehend that you asked me to use the STATEMENT OF FACTS to inform you when my 
automobile was taken out of California, but that is a moot point, is it not, considering that I have 
already provided you with COUNTLESS Supreme Court rulings and 200 years of case law that 
confirm that the right to travel is an unregulable/untaxable and Constitutionally-protected, 
unalienable right of every human NOT engaged in COMMERCE when traveling in their 
automobiles. In addition to this is THE FACT that numerous departments of MOTOR VEHICLES 
definitions all pertain to COMMERCE and at one point in the not-so-distant past they ALL did.

But you see, a part of the fraud and cover-up of the fraud for the purposes of extorting 
astronomical amounts of money out of Americans while treading on their Natural Rights is the 
alteration of definitions in the Vehicle Code of words like “Motor Vehicle” (removing from it all 
evidence of a “Motor Vehicle” being a COMMERCIAL VEHICLE), and the removal of some 
definitions altogether, such as California has done with the word “Transportation,” which is 
nowhere to be found HERE: Vehicle Code - VEH, DIVISION 1. WORDS AND PHRASES DEFINED 
[“TRANSPORTATION” SHOULD APPEAR BETWEEN 642 - 645]. However, you define the term 
“TRANSPORTER”: VEH, DIVISION 1. 645 (a) A “transporter” is a person engaged in the business 
of moving any owned or lawfully possessed vehicle by lawful methods over the highways for the 
purpose of delivery of such vehicles to dealers, sales agents of a manufacturer, purchasers, or to 
a new location as requested by the owner.

IN OTHER WORDS—COMMERCE. Therefore, it obviously follows that “TRANSPORTATION” 
would be defined as the COMMERCIAL activity of someone engaged in a for-hire capacity.

Just look at CALIFORNIA Vehicle Code - VEH
DIVISION 1. WORDS AND PHRASES DEFINED [100 - 681]  ( Division 1 enacted by Stats. 1959, 
Ch. 3. ) 260.  

 A “commercial vehicle” is a motor vehicle of a type required to be registered under this code 
used or maintained for the transportation of persons for hire, compensation, or profit or 
designed, used, or maintained primarily for the transportation of property.   

Passenger vehicles and house cars that are not used for the transportation of persons for hire, 
compensation, or profit are not commercial vehicles. This subdivision shall not apply to Chapter 
4 (commencing with Section 6700) of Division 3.

Myself and many other TRAVELERS find it very interesting that you use the word 
“Transportation” within commercial definitions, but you do not define it. Perhaps you can let me 
know why that is.

That all said, when I traveled in my automobile from the Commonwealth of California to the 
Commonwealth of Washington I was NOT engaged in commerce and was IN FACT pursuing my 
life, liberty and happiness. Conclusion: It is none of your business when I traveled from the 
Commonwealth of California to the Commonwealth of Washington.

CAN IT BE ANY CLEARER TO YOU THAN THIS: US Supreme Court, Reno V. Condon, Jan. 12, 
2000: “The activity licensed by state DMVs and in connection with which individuals must 
submit personal information to the DMV (the operation of motor vehicles) is itself integrally 
RELATED TO INTERSTATE COMMERCE.”   [emphasis, mine]

I’m pleased to see that this form is called “STATEMENT OF FACTS,” because everything written 
here is FACT and LAW, such as these additional definitions:

“TRANSPORTATION” - Black’s Law Dictionary, 4th Ed, 1951- “The removal of goods or persons 
from one place to another, by a carrier.”  Railroad Co. v. Pratt, 22 Wall. 133, 22 L.Ed. 827; 
Interstate Commerce Com’n v. Brimson, 14. S.Ct. 1125, 154 U.S. 447, 38 L.Ed. 1047; Gloucester 
Ferry Co. v. Pennsylvania. 5 S.Ct. 826. 114 U.S. 196. 29 L.Ed. 158.

(As noted above, the definition of TRANSPORTATION is no longer to be found in the DMV’s 
definitions in their code, nor is it to be found in the RCW for the Commonwealth of Washington.)

“COMMON CARRIER” - Black’s Law Dictionary (8th ED, 2004 at 275) - a carrier that is “generally 
required by law to transport …passengers or freight, without refusal, if the approved fare or 
charge is paid.”

So CLEARLY, the words “motor vehicle,” “transportation,” and “carrier” are all COMMERCIAL 
terms.

This letter is my SECOND attempt to provide the DMV with an opportunity to close your books 
on me by UNREGISTERING my non-commercial automobile and voiding the non-commercial 
“Driver’s” license which I’ve been defrauded into believing I was required to apply and actually 
pay for all of my adult life. I would like to add to my request that I am seeking information on how 
to go about paying for and acquiring EXEMPT plates for my private automobile which you are 
lawfully required to furnish under 188 Cal. 734; 207 P. 251; 1922 Cal. LEXIS 477.

Please note that this is not an attempt to seek a refund and/or monetary compensation for all 
those decades during which commercial motor vehicle departments criminally defrauded me. 
Perhaps that will come later.

SHAPIRO vs. THOMSON, 394 U. S. 618 April 21, 1969. Further, the Right to
TRAVEL by private conveyance for private purposes upon the Common way can
NOT BE INFRINGED. No license or permission is required for TRAVEL when such
TRAVEL IS NOT for the purpose of [COMMERCIAL] PROFIT OR GAIN on the open
highways operating under license IN COMMERCE. "The rights of the individuals are
restricted only to the extent that they have been voluntarily surrendered by the
citizenship to the agencies of government.”

For 30+ years I have been wrongfully tricked into an illegal commercial status when merely 
traveling in my automobiles, as is my fundamental, inalienable right to do, and which is PROVEN 
in this letter. I AM NOT QUALIFIED for licensing and registration nor to have a license plate on my 
private property/automobile because when I travel the roadways/highways/byways I am not 
operating in a For-Hire capacity by being engaged in any form of transportation whatsoever, nor 
have I ever been.

I am a very safe traveler who sets his pace on the highways and roads to the posted speed limit 
signs even though they do not apply to me. I am also financially responsible to make reparations 
in the event of an accident if it is my fault, which would be the first time for me in 30+ years of 
conveying myself in my automobiles.

“The use of the automobile as a necessary adjunct to the earning of a livelihood in modern life 
requires us in the interest of realism to conclude that the RIGHT to use an automobile on the 
public highways partakes of the nature of a Liberty within the meaning of the Constitutional 
guarantees. . .” Caneisha Mills v. D.C. 2009

For me to continue to travel with registration, license plates and a driver’s license would NOT 
ONLY BE immoral of me, but it would also constitute fraud and the impersonation of a 
commercial driver.

"It is settled that the streets of a city belong to the people of a state and the use thereof is an 
inalienable right of every citizen of the state.”  Whyte v. City of Sacramento, 65 Cal. App. 534, 
547, 224 Pac. 1008, 1013 (1924);  Escobedo v. State Dept. of Motor Vehicles, 222 Pac.2d 1, 5, 35 
Cal.2d 870 (1950).

I have respectfully requested that the DMV honor my rights by UNREGISTERING my car and 
voiding the Driver’s License which I was defrauded into believing I was required to keep. I do this 
strictly as a courtesy to you, to whom I am not obligated to prove anything, nor to whom I am 
beholden concerning anything having to do with my natural and unregulable rights.

Please do not misconstrue this letter as being a request for any kind of permission: I do not 
require your permission to travel anymore than I need your permission to pursue my life, liberty & 
happiness, which is the same thing. I am Given name: Family name, the flesh and blood man, not 
[ALL CAPS NAME], the corporate chattel: I am not your subject anymore than I am the subject of 
the United States of America Corporation (a.k.a. the “government”).

In my initial letter to you which went largely ignored, I had graciously furnished you with Case 
Law and Supreme Court rulings that state the following (and which you can read in detail in my 
original letter to you, a copy of which is attached):

Non-commercial travelers are not required to be licensed, have registration or insurance, or have 
plates on their private property/household goods otherwise known as an automobile.
  Chicago Coach Co. v. City of Chicago, 337 III. 200, 169 N. E. 22., which ruled that            
  TRAVEL IS NOT A PRIVILEGE REQUIRING LICENSING, VEHICLE REGISTRATION, OR  
  FORCED INSURANCE.

Statutes are not law, and no law is valid that requires me to waive a fundamental right in order to 
comply with the demands of something called the “State.”

I supplied you with Black’s Law & Bouvier’s legal definitions of your words and phrases 
pertaining to “Driving,” all of which are COMMERCIAL definitions.

I sent you several Supreme Court & Case Law rulings that establish the inarguable Right of free, 
non-commercial people to travel without being obligated and indeed CHARGED FOR  
registration, licensing, insurance & license plates, such as the Supreme Court ruling mentioned 
above in Reno V. Condon, Jan. 12, 2000, which bears repeating: “The activity licensed by state 
DMVs and in connection with which individuals must submit personal information to the DMV 
(the operation of motor vehicles) is itself integrally related to interstate commerce.”

I provided you with the Motor Vehicle Transportation License Act of 1925 which clearly states: 
“Those who transport no persons or property for hire or compensation, by motor vehicle, have 
been determined in the Bacon Service Corporation case to be lawful exemptions.” (See re 
Schmolke (1926) 199 Cal. 42, 46.)

It is COMMON SENSE that a human being has the inalienable right to travel in his private 
property (automobile) and go to the store for food he needs in order to survive without having to 
pay some fictional entity for that right. Rights are not regulable.

    The language and definition of “motor vehicle” was changed in 1961 as a means to 
deliberately con people into believing that their RIGHTFUL use of the highways was a regulable 
“privilege” that required licensing:

Public highways of Washington state are open as a matter of right, not privilege, to public 
vehicular travel.

  In response to inquiries concerning this statutory claim, the WA Statute Law Committee (WA 
Code Reviser will testify to this) has directed that very particular Session Laws constitute those 
upon which the RCW 46.04.320 definition of the term “motor vehicle” rests or under which it is 
governed, and all are identical in their language regarding the scope of said term. (See 
Washington Sessions Laws of 1915, Chapter 1 42  §§ 1(1) “Motor vehicle” and 1(6) “Public 
highway” or public highways”; Sessions Laws of 1919, Chapter 59 §§ 1(1) “Motor vehicle” and 
2(6) “public highway”or public highways”; Sessions Laws of 1912, Chapter 96 §§ 2(1) “Motor 
vehicle” and 2(7) “Public highway” or public highways”). That language is as follows:

“Motor vehicle” shall include all vehicles or machines propelled by any power other than 
muscular, used upon the public highway for the transportation of freight, produce or any 
commodity, except traction engines temporarily upon the highway, road rollers or road making 
machines, and motor vehicles that run upon rails or tracks.

“Public highway” or “public highways” shall include any highway, state road, county road, public 
street, avenue, alley, driveway, boulevard or other place built, supported, maintained, controlled 
or used by public or by the state, county, district or municipal officers for the use of the public as 
a highway, or for the transportation of persons  or freight, or as a place of travel or 
communication between different localities or communities.

That was:

    (1) “place built, supported, maintained, controlled or used by the public or by the state, 
county,” or
    (2) “for the transportation of persons or freight,” or
    (3) “As a place of travel or communication between different localities or communities.”

     The term “motor vehicle” is said to embrace only those contrivances using the highways 
under purpose #2 above, and it is not said to embrace those not using the highways for purpose 
#3, for “travel and communication.”

    “Transportation. The movement of goods or persons from one place to another, by a carrier. 
Interstate Commerce.
    Commission v. Brimson, 154 U.S. 447, 14S.Ct. 1125, 38 L.Ed. 1047.”

    In the 1961 major rewrite of RCW 46 the focus in defining its scope was shifted from the 
definition of motor vehicle to transportation, to a distinction between privilege and common 
right, that right of public vehicular travel being repeatedly deemed a “matter of right.” In this 1961 
definition of “motor vehicle” we find no mention of “transportation.”

RCW 46.04.320 Motor vehicle. "Motor vehicle" means every vehicle that is self-propelled and 
every vehicle that is propelled by electric power obtained from overhead trolley wires, but not 
operated upon rails. "Motor vehicle" includes a neighborhood electric vehicle as defined in RCW 
46.04.357. "Motor vehicle" includes a medium-speed electric vehicle as defined in RCW 
46.04.295. An electric personal assistive mobility device is not considered a motor vehicle. A 
power wheelchair is not considered a motor vehicle. A golf cart is not considered a motor 
vehicle, except for the purposes of chapter 46.61 RCW.
[ 2010 c 217 § 1; 2007 c 510 § 1. Prior: 2003 c 353 § 1; 2003 c 141 § 2; 2002 c 247 § 2; 1961 c 12 
§ 46.04.320; prior: 1959 c 49 § 33; 1955 c 384 § 10; prior: (i) 1943 c 153 § 1, part; 1937 c 188 § 
1, part; Rem. Supp. 1943 § 6312-1, part; 1923 c 181 § 1, part; 1921 c 96 § 2, part; 1919 c 59 § 1, 
part; 1917 c 155 § 1, part; 1915 c 142 § 2, part; RRS § 6313, part. (ii) 1937 c 189 § 1, part; RRS § 
6360-1, part; 1929 c 180 § 1, part; 1927 c 309 § 2, part; RRS § 6362-2, part.]

Furthermore, proving that a “motor vehicle” is distinguished differently from an “automobile,” you 
have RCW 9A.56.075 Taking motor vehicle without permission in the second degree.

    (1) A person is guilty of taking a motor vehicle without permission in the second degree if he or 
she, without the permission of the owner or person entitled to possession, intentionally takes or 
drives away an automobile or motor vehicle, whether propelled by steam, electricity, or internal 
combustion engine, that is the property of another, or he or she voluntarily rides in or upon the 
automobile or motor vehicle with knowledge of the fact that the automobile or motor vehicle was 
unlawfully taken.
    (2) Taking a motor vehicle without permission in the second degree is a class C felony. [2003 c 
53 § 73.]

[NOTE: So, according to this Revised Code of Washington (RCW), “automobile” and “motor 
vehicle” are not the same thing.]

    The removal of the term “transportation” from the language of the RCW clearly is the cause of 
this controversy. Support of this claim, that private travel is not and has never been placed within 
the scope of the term “motor vehicle,” is found in other provisions as well. Washington 
(Sessions) Laws of 1961, Chapter 1 §  1(x) of the Highway License act defines a “Public Highway” 
as:

    “Every way, lane, road, street, boulevard, and every way or place in the State of Washington 
open as a matter of right to public vehicular travel both inside and outside the limits of 
incorporated cities and towns.”

    The proof that my activity of public vehicular travel is, by law, a common right and not at all a 
privilege, is overwhelming in the eyes of all but the morally bankrupt, criminally insane and 
irretrievably corrupt. The law, state and municipal, foreign and domestic, is virtually replete with 
this framework which recognizes outright, and therefore duly protects, my right to engage in 
public vehicular travel and to not be subjected to any privilege code as Washington has in its 
RCW 46. One needn’t trek into distant enactment of 1961 to find this expression in WA Sessions 
Laws.

“AN ACT Relating to the definition of “county engineer”; and amending RCW 36.75.010. BE IT 
ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON:
    Sec. 1. RCW 36.75.010 and 1984 c 7 s 26 are each amended to read as follows:
    (4) “City street,” every highway or part thereof, located within the limits of incorporated cities 
and towns, except alleys;
    (6) “County Road,” every highway or part thereof, outside the limits of incorporated cities and 
towns and which has not been designated as a state highway;
    (11) “Highway,” every way, lane, road, street, boulevard, and every way or place in the state of 
Washington open as a matter of right to public vehicular travel both inside and outside the limits 
of incorporated cities and towns.”

    —Laws of Washington state 2005, House Bill 1599, passed by the House March 11, 2005, Yeas 
93 and Nays 0, passed by the Senate April 12, 2005, Yeas 44 and Nays 0. Approved April 22, 
2005, C. Gregoire, Governor of the State of Washington; FILED April 22, 2005 - 4:12 p.m., 
Secretary of State, State of Washington. Effective date July 24, 2005.

There cannot be found in the Revised Code of Washington (the Commonwealth of Washington, 
where I reside) anything but COMMERCIAL application, stipulations and words that, using your 
own legal definitions, translate to COMMERCIAL activity.

Dunn v. Blumstein, 405 U.S. 330, 92 S Ct 995, 31 L Ed 2d 274. [5 U.S. Dig, Constitutional Law, 
and 101.5, Right of interstate of international travel. “The RIGHT TO TRAVEL is an unconditional 
personal right whose exercise may NOT be conditioned.”

The information included here and the additional information previously sent that you ignored 
and for which I received a Return Certificate proving that you had it in your possession (attached 
again with this correspondence) is irrefutable FACT and LAW which only the morally corrupt 
would ignore while continuing to try to extort illegal fees, charges and “penalties” against me. 
But this is not about money—this is about true justice, non-compliance with a lawless 
organization, and being a human exercising his inalienable right to travel which you have no 
authority or so-called “law” to regulate.

In Hertado v. California, 110 US 516, the U.S Supreme Court states very plainly: "The state 
cannot diminish rights of the people."  

Please see the attached copy of a letter sent from then-Senator Wayne Stump to Ralph Milstead, 
the Director of the Department of Public Safety in Arizona in 1985, in which he addresses people 
rescinding their contracts with the United States federal government and the State of Arizona 
(BOTH corporations) and establishing themselves as freemen and traveling WITHOUT auto 
registration, driver’s license, “or any other evidence of contract.”

I have so far documented your absolute lack of response to my claims of Right to Travel and so-
far uncontested proof of your fraud. Due to your negligence in responding to my claims, I am left 
with four questions for you to answer:

Is it safe to assume that there is no law which requires a non-commercial traveler to register his 
conveyance and apply for a “Driver’s” license?
Does your utter lack of a response mean that you—a human being— are merely complicit in this 
massive fraud being perpetrated on every American?
Does my original letter with all of my EVIDENCE and PROOF of Right to Travel being sent back to 
me with nothing more than a date stamp on it mean that you have absolutely nothing to disprove 
me?
Can you PROVE to me that I am subject to your rules and regulations and obligated to follow your 
codes and statutes merely because I lived on the land known as “California”?

Bennett v. Boggs, 1 Baldw 60, "Statutes that violate the plain and obvious principles of common 
right and common reason are null and void."

If I am wrong, and the DMV is NOT extorting and defrauding millions of people out of hundreds 
of millions of dollars every year, please provide me evidence that the COMMERCIAL Driver’s 
License I had previously applied for is in fact a non-commercial license, and please provide your 
California Transportation Code (or ANY Transportation Code) outlining licensing for people 
traveling who are NOT engaged in commerce when they are conveying themselves in their 
automobiles (NOT “Motor Vehicles,” a COMMERCIAL term) in pursuit of their life, liberty & 
happiness. And when you do so, PROVE to me that it is a LAW passed by Legislation and not just 
a statute or code (i.e. NOT law), and if you are actually able to do this, please explain to me how 
a CORPORATION’S “law” has the ability to make a right illegal. It would be greatly appreciated.

Miller vs. U.S., 230 F. 486, 489. “The claim and exercise of a constitutional Right cannot be 
converted into a crime.”

If and when you respond to this STATEMENT OF FACT, please acknowledge that my private 
property/automobile has been UNREGISTERED and that the COMMERCIAL “Driver’s” license 
with my picture on it has been voided. Also include information on applying for and acquiring 
EXEMPT plates for my private automobile which, and I repeat for the third time, you are lawfully 
required to do under 188 Cal. 734; 207 P. 251; 1922 Cal. LEXIS 477.

Your prompt compliance is of utmost importance for my well-being and safety due to the fact 
that Policy Enforcers (Peace Officers, Police Officers, Traffic Cops) might illegally detain me and 
demand proof that I am a commercial “Driver” (which I am not), and who might then, when they 
do not get any proof of my COMMERCIAL activity on the highways/byways/roadways, potentially 
damage my household good/automobile and/or steal it, then at gunpoint kidnap me and throw 
me in a cage, possibly injuring or even murdering me—an unarmed, non-combatant man 
exercising his right to travel. Unfortunately, Traffic Cops/Policy Enforcers do this every day all 
over our Republic.

By ignoring these FACTS and the information in my letter (for the second time) you will be 
considered complicit in this fraud and could be held liable under 18 U.S. Code § 241 - 
Conspiracy against rights, and you could be held responsible for whatever injuries and or 
property damage I sustain.

I would appreciate a human being identify him or herself included in your response and that 
he/she sign a brief statement acknowledging that he/she has read this word-for-word. Your 
previous response to which this STATEMENT OF FACT is a reply was devoid of any human 
interaction save for some highlighting. Also, I would like to know who I can call to speak to about 
this, and prefer it be you who has (I assume) read this.

As for the two parking citations with which you continue to attempt to extort money out of me, 
and which were NOT signed by the citing officer and were NOT for an event that produced a 
flesh-and-blood victim, please take note once again that the transportation codes are not laws. 
In other words, I HAVE BROKEN NO LAWS. There was no flesh-and-blood victim to whom I have 
to answer, so there cannot have been a law that I broke or a crime that I committed. My 
automobile was parked on a PUBLIC road which I have the RIGHT to use.

"For a crime to exist, there must be an injured party. There can be no sanction or penalty 
imposed upon one because of this exercise of Constitutional rights." Sherar v. Cullen, 481 F. 9

9th Amendment: The enumeration in the Constitution, of certain rights, shall not be construed to 
deny or disparage others retained by the people.

In other words, failure of the Constitution to mention a specific right does not mean that the 
government can abridge that right, but its protection has to be found elsewhere, and the 
evidence of the protection of a free people’s RIGHT TO TRAVEL is overwhelming and evident.

I am beholden to Natural Law, a.k.a. Common Law, and there was no meeting of the minds 
wherein I became contracted with your organization. In fact, I was instead defrauded into 
believing that I was subject to the “State’s” statutes and codes (which are not laws) and that 
traveling was a privilege you can regulate, which clearly you cannot do to non-commercial 
travelers.

Schactman v. Dulles 96 App DC 287, 225 F2d 938, at 941. 99 “The right to travel is a well-
established common right that does not owe its existence to the federal government. It is 
recognized by the courts as a natural right.”

Please understand that the information provided in this document (#_______Vin #_____4/DMV-
2) and in my previous document (#_______Vin #_____4/DMV-1) is merely a small fraction of 
evidence put before you. If I am wrong, and there is actually a law that specifically states in plain 
English that any and all travelers NOT engaged in COMMERCE on the 
highways/byways/roadways are obligated to register their private property, apply for a Driver’s 
license, buy forced insurance and have State-issued license plates on their automobiles, please 
send me the information, and let these 9 pages of proof of my claim be nothing less than an 
inspiration to you and an example of the volume of evidence I will be expecting from you. And 
remember, I said LAW, not Statutes, Codes and Regulations which I have repeatedly PROVEN to 
YOU are NOT laws, as so ruled by the Supreme Court itself.

If you cannot prove to me, a mere traveler, that I am legally subject to the DMV’s COMMERCIAL 
Statutes, Codes & Regulations when traveling, or if you simply refuse to do so, I will expect 
nothing less from you than a letter assuring me that my automobile has been UN-REGISTERED 
and my COMMERCIAL Driver’s License & license plates voided. With this, I will expect an 
application for exempt plates to protect myself from policemen who do in fact physically injure, 
illegally detain and incarcerate, and often murder travelers for nothing more than exercising their 
right to travel.

We the People must put an end to tyranny, greed, extortion, lies and violence and take back our 
rights. We are all human, and we all have rights. You are a human, so make note that the natural, 
inalienable rights I exercise daily I do for you and yours.

Thank you for your time and attention to this very important matter.

Sincerely,

Given name: Family name

May 17 at 3:36 PM
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Great info about "drivers license and registration".
AAMVA = American Association of Motor Vehicle Administrators (AAMVA)
Thanks to Derrick Gonzalez (and Bryan Parker).

28 USC 607 "Administrative  agencies are prohibited to practice law."… See more
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...HERE ARE THE FEDERAL STATUTES ON THE DRIVER LICENSE AND PLATES. THE STATE HAS 
TO COMPLY WITH THESE REGULATIONS. THE STATES CAN NOT MAKE UP THEIR OWN RULES 
UNLESS IT GIVES YOU MORE FREEDOM, NOT LESS. MOST PEOPLE HAVE THIS BACKWARDS. 
THEY THINK THE STATE HAS THE POWER TO OVERRIDE THESE RULES FROM THE FED AND 
PLACE STRICTER REGULATIONS ON YOU.
 THIS IS NOT THE CASE, WHEN FEDERAL FUNDING IS GIVEN TO THE STATES AND THE D.O.T. 
IS FEDERALLY CONTROLLED. READ THIS DOCUMENT. YOU'LL … See more
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AUTOMOBILE:�
A privilege in the sense of being subject to a license requirement, �(This statement only applies 
in Commercial Commerce and only place were tickets can be issued.)�However a COMMON 
RIGHT in the sense of the RIGHT to make use of the highways for travel and the transportation of 
property. (Unrestricted usage as long as no harm is caused.)�protected by 7 Am J2d Auto § 6.
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ELIMINATE CREDIT CARD DEBT

There are at least 3 debt elimination procedures that can be used administratively to eliminate 
credit card debt:

1. challenge the validation of the debt… See more
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