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IN THE 36t JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT OF RIPLEY COUNTY, STATE OF MISSOURI

STATE OF MISSOURI, 3
Plaintiff, )

b Cause Nos,: 24RI-CRODI0R-1 &
V. }  21RI-CRO0579-01

)
SARA RICE MCFALL, y Division Il {Criminal Division}
Defendant. ) '

MOTION TO DISMISS CASE NOS, 24RI1-CR00308-1 & 21RI-CRO0579-01
EXTINGUISHMENT OF CONTRACT BY RESCISSION BY REASON OF THE
GIVING OF CONSENT BY MISTAKE, DISAVOWAL OF APPARENT CONSENT, AND
DIVESTMENT OF RIGHT OF ENTITLEMENT TO RECEIVE SOCIAL SECURITY
RETIREMENT OR SURVIVOR BENEFITS EVIDENCE IN EXHIBIT 1(

COMES NOW Zfendant Sara Rice McFall, who, inveking her inherent legal rights and
principles of contract law, submits this Motion for Dismissal of all charges in both cases, 24RJ-
CRO0308-1 and 2LRI-CR00579-01, for the reasons stated hetein. This Motion is grounded in
principles of extinguishment and rescission of consent, s well as procedural obstruction, which
vitiates the legitimacy of continued prosecution. Defendunt states the following:

I Graunds for Dismissal

1. Rescission of Consent and Extinguishment of Contractuai Obligations
Defendant, through the document titled "Extinguishment of Contract by Rescission by
Reason of the Giving of Consent by Mistake,” formally rescinds any apparent contractual
obligations or consent mistakenly given. This rescission underscores that any implied
consent, especially that obtained by misrepresentation or mistake, is nullified, sliminating
any legitimate contractual grounds for prosecution ageinst her. As stated in universal
contract law, a contract obtained through mistake, fraud, or undue influence can be
extinguished by the aggrieved party without further obligation. See attached Exhibit 1,
pages i-11

2. Documented Procedurs! Obstruction
Defendant has been actively obstructed in her attempts to file defense documents, as
detailed in an affidavit provided by Lisa Kay Ball, The refusal of the Ripiey County
Cirenit Clerk to acoept these filings on Qotober 30, 2024 represents a direet viclation of
Defendant’s due process rights. Such actions constitute unlawfil obstruction of justice
under Missouri law, specifically RSMo 575,020, impeding Defendant’s rdght 1o a fair
trial and compelling immediate dismissal. See attached Exhibit 1, pages 13-15,

3. Isit gue that Shawn Edward Boyd, alteged defense attorney for Sara McFall in Case Nos,
21 RI-CRO0579 and ZIRI-CRO0579-01, has not registered his law firm, BOYD LAW
OFFICE, L.L.L., as reqquired under RSMo 417.200 and the Fictitious Names Act? See
Ex 2 elof7
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5.

Is it true that Shawn Boyd, by failing to register his taw firm propedly, for Case Nos,
2IRI-CRO0579 and 21 RI-CROD579-01 has engaged in unauthorized legal practice, thua
voiding any alleged attorney-client contract with Sara Rice McFall? See Exhibit 2

Is it true that Judge Michael Martin Pritchett failed to verify whether Shawn Boyd was
compliant with the STATE OF MISSOURT's Fictitious Names Act for BOYD LAW
OFFICE, L.1.C. for Case Nos. 21RI-CRG0579 and 21RI-CROO579-01, as required
under R8Mo 417.2007 See Exhibit 2, Page 7

Can you confirm that by failing to comply with R8Mo 417,200, Shawn Boyd is operating
illegally, and his representation of Sara Rice McFall in Case Nos. 21RI-CR$0379 and
2IRI-CROB579-01 is void?

3 it truc that Shawn Boyd's lack of proper registration (Exhibit 2) disqualifies him from
legally representing Sara Rice MeFall, requiring the dismissal of Case Nos, 21RE-
CRO057% and 21RI-CRO0573-017

Can you confirm that under RSMo 417.200, failure to file a fictitious name registration
invalidates any and all contracts, including tegal representation in Case Nos, 21R1-
CROO579 and 21RI-CROOS79-017

is it true that Shawn Boyd's fathure o reglster his law firm violates Sars McFall's rights to
effective counsel, as profected by the Sixth Amendment in Case Nos. ZIRT-CROMSTS
and 21 RI-CRO0579-017

Can you confirm that Shawn Boyd's faiiure to comply (Exhibit 23 with the STATE OF
MISSOURT's Fictitious Name Act constitutes a breach of the STATE OF MISSOURI
state law and voids his representation in Case Nos. 21RI-CRO8579 aad 21 RI-CROOSTI-
7

Is it true that Bhewn Boyd’s fictitious entity BOYD LAW OFFICE, L.AL.C. has no lepal
standing to represant Sarae McFall in Case Nos. 2IRI-CR0579 and 21RI-CRO0S79-01
due to his non-compliance with RSMo 417.2007

12, Is it true, Shawn Boyd’s failure to register BOYD LAW QFFICE, L.C.C,, fctitious name

is & misdemeanor under Missouni law and businesses failing fo register are subject to
charges by the statutory duty of the local prosecuting attorney per RSMo 351.574{4)

“Every foreign corporation now doing business in or which may hereafier do
business in this state withowr a certificate of authority shall be 3ubject to a fine of
not tesy than one thousand doliars..., in addition fo which penaliy, no joreign
corporation, failing fo comply with this chapter, can mointain any suit or acifon,
either legal ar equdtable, in any of the courts of this state... " RS3o § 331.574

fs it true that as outlined in Section 351.574(4) RSMo., 1t is the responsibility of the
Secretary of State to notify the prosecuting aitorney of any city or county where these
Yorsign corporations are conducting business without a certificate of authority?

184t pot trug and correct that, "Any person who shall engage in or transact any business in

this state under a fictitious name, as in sections 417.200 to 417.230 defined, without
régistering such name as herein required, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor.™?

Furthermore, is it true that under Section 351.574(4) RSMo., every foreign corporation
doing business in Missouri without a certificate of authorify is subject to fines and is a
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misdemeanor and cannot maintain any suit or action such as Case Nos. 21RI-CR00579
and 21RI-CR00579-01 in Missouri courts.

1s.it within the statutory duty of the Secretary of State upon a formal complaint to notify
the prosecuting attomey of any city or county in which the foreign corporation is
operating without a certificate of authority, initiating the process of penalizing such
entities?

Registration Compliance: Can the STATE OF MISSOUR], as Plaintiff, confirm why
Shawn Boyd, under BOYD LAW OFFICE, L.L.C, is permitied to practice without the
necessary registration, given Missouri’s requirements for business entities to be formally
registered and compliant? Exhibit 2

Representation Legitimacy: How has the State validated Shawn Boyd’s legal standing
and authority to represent Sara Rice McFall, given that BOYD LAW OFFICE, L.L.C,
lacks official registration and that this voids the legitimacy of his representation? See
Exhibit 2, pages 1-7

Conflict of Interest and Dual Representation: Has the State reviewed and justified how
Public Defender Jordan Cantony’s switch from representing Megan McFall (Case Nos.
21RI-CR0O0578 and 21 RI-CR00578-01) to Sara McFall (Case Nos. 21RI-CR00579,
21RI-CR00579-01, 24RI-CR00308, and 24RI-CR00308-1) does not constitute a serious
conflict of interest, given the close relationship and overlapping interests of these cases?

20, Conflict of Interest Protocols: What specific protocols or safeguards did the STATE OF

21.

22.

23.

MISSOURI, as Plaintiff, enforce to ensure that Public Defender Jordan Cantony’s shift in
representation from one twin Megan Christian McFall to the other Sara Rice McFall
would not lead to compromised confidentiality, especially considering the exact
similarities in case details?

Public Defender Assignment Standards: On what basis did the STATE OF
MISSQURI, as Plaintiff, allow Public Defender Jordan Cantony to represent both twins
Megan and Sara McFall in separate but same situation cases, and were any independent
oversight or waivers obtained from either Megan Christian McFall or Sara Rice McFall
to ensure that ethical standards were not violated? See Exhibit 3

Review of Ethical Standards Compliance: Has the STATE OF MISSOURI, as
Plaintiff, conducted an independent review to assess whether Cantony’s representation of
Sara Rice MeFall (21RI-CR00579-01, 24RI-CR00308, 24RI-CR00308-01, following his
prior representation of Megan Christian McFall (21RI-CR00578 and 21RI-CR00578-01),
aligns with STATE OF MISSOUR], as Plaintiff, Rules of Professional Conduct on
conflicts of interest (particularly Rule 4-1.7, concemning conflicts of interest)? See
Exhihjt 3

Failure to Register the Law Office: Does the STATE OF MISSOURYI, as Plaintiff,
acknowledge the apparent contradiction between allowing BOYD LAW OFFICE, L.L.C.
to function without registration and Missouri’s legal requirements for entity registration,
especially when representing civil plaintiffs or respondent’s and criminal defendants in
every case since he allegedly opened his law firm after he was admitted to the BAR in
1995 and by RSMo. § 351.574 cannot maintain any suit or action FOR ANYONE since
because he has not registered his law firm since he started his law business in past and
ongoing cases under Section 351.574(4) RSMo., every foreign corporation doing

3
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business in Missouri without a certificate of authority is subject to fines and cannot
maintain any suit or action (Missouri Revised Statutes § 151.574) such as Case Nos.
ARI-CRO0579 and ZEYRICROO579-01 in Missouri courts?

4. Does the STATE OF MISSOURI, as Plaintiff, still believe that us per Exhibit 1, page 1,
and page 7 states that there was and is, “No Probable Cause 1o believe that the
defendant has received inefiective assistance of counsel.”? See Exhibit 1. and Exhibit2

35, Ethical Training and Oversight: What treining, if any, doss the STATE OF
MISSOURY, a5 Plaintiff, provide or require for public defenders in managing and
identifying conflicts of inferest in cases involying close relatives or interconnected case
details, as seen here?

26. Implications for Client Trust and Fairness: How does the STATE OF MISSOURY, as
Plaintiff, justify maintaining Sara Rice McFall’s representation undex conditions where
her attorney also previously represented her twin sister Megan Christian McFall in
identical case Nos. 21IRI-CR00578 and 21RI-CRO0O378-01 circumstances, impacting the
defandant Sara Rice McFail’s right to unbiased and fair representation? See Exhiblt 3,
and in Megan McFall 21RL.CROUS78 and 21RI-CRO0578-01 to Sara McFall ZiRi-
CROG379 and 2IRI-CRO0579-01.

27, Accouniabiliéy for Unregistered Practices: What actions does the STATE OF
MISSOUR], as Plaintiff, plan to take regarding BOYD LAW OFFICE, LL.Cs
unregistered status 1o uphold Missouti’s regulatory standards, and how will the STATE
OF MISSOURL as Pluintiff, address disciplinary or corrective measures fur any partios
involved in faciliuating or overlookiag this non-compliance?

28. Bresch of Fundamental Logal Protections
The actions deseribed, including procedural obstruction and misrepresentation of consent,
amount 1o & fundamental breach of Defendant’s constitutional profections under the
organic United Stales Constitution included herein in its entirety by reference. Purther
prosecution would only exacerbate these violations and continue to undermmine the
fairness of the judicial provess, Thersfore, dismissal is the only appropriate remedy ‘o
rectify these violations and prevent further harm.

29, 15 it true that Federal Reserve Notes (slave seript“*CASH /private credit) are classified
as debt obligations under 18 U.S.C, § 8 and cannot legally be used to settle debts? See
attached Exhibit 4

3%, Is it true that the STATE OF MISSOURI has no legal autbority to collect court fees,
fines, or bonds from SARA RICE MCFALL, SARA RICE MCLEOD, SARAR
MUCFALL, MCFALL SARA R, MCFALL, SARA R, SARA MCFALL in a currency
that is legaily classified as a debt instrament (private credit)? See atlached Exhibit 4

31, Has the STATE OF MISSOURI considersd the sthival implcations of charging (penal
surms/monctary value) Sara Rice McFall in a system based on unbacked unconstitutional
currency “Foderal Reserve Notes” aka “CASH™? See Exhibit 4, Pages 1 to 10

372, if federsl reserve notes are “private credit,” can the STATE OF MISSOURI claim
operate in the interest of all citizens, especially in Case Nos, 21RI-CRO0578 and 21RI-
CRO0578-01, 21RI-CRO05T9, 21RI-CRO0579-01, 24R1-CROG308, 24RI-CROC308-17

33, Tf the STATE OF MISSOURY, as Plaintiff, courts use capitalized names fo alter legal
identity, are they acting in full transparency? See Exhibit 1, pages 1-11

4
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34, Thoes the STATE GEMISSOURI, as Plaintiff, agree that the unbacked and
unconstitational (U.S.C. Article 1, Section 1) Federal Reserve Note aka “CASH", siave
seript, wivate credit, system’s alleged enslavement of citizens undennines its own justice
system espacially for Sara Rice McFall in Case Nos. 21 RI-CRO0579, 21RI-CROO579-01,
Z4R1.CRO0308, 24RI-CROG308-17 _

35, Why should Sara Rice McFall be penalized under a system with ties to unconstititional
private banking corporations sollateralizing the sweat equity of “We the Pgople” singe
with nnbacked Federal Reserve Notes, aka “CASH” (Exhibit 4) the 1933 bankruptey?

36. Does the STATE OF MISSOURI, as Plaintiff, have clear guidelines on how fiat currency
{Federal Reserve Notes aka “CASH™) impacts ifs legal and judicial processes?

37, Is 1t true and correct STATE OF MISSOURI, as Plaintiff, that, “A debt is not paid by the
giving of & note.” Noland Co. v. Maryland Casualty Co.?

38, Ts it true and correct STATE OF MISSOURI, as PlaintifY, that, “A {Federal Reserve] note
is only a promise to pay and not payment,” Fidelity Savings State Bank v, Grimes, 131
P.2nd 84947

39, s it true and correct STATE OF MISSOURY, as Plaintiff, that, “The "giving of a [Federal
Reserve} note DOES NOT constitute payment.” See Echart v Commiissioners C.C.A., 42
Fdzd 1587

40, Is it trae and correct STATE OF MISSOURY, as Plaintiff, that, "Legal Tender {Federal
Reserve} Notes ARE NOT goad and lawful money of the United States.” See Rains v
State, 226 5.W, 1897

4%, Te it trus and gorrect STATE OF MISSOUR], as Plaintiff, that, "Federal resgrve notes
ARE valueless.” See IRS Codes Section 1.3001-1 (3657) C.CH.?

42, Is 1t true and cotrect STATE OF MISSOURI, as Plaintiff, that, the individual cannot be
compelled to use ‘federal money,” nor federal negotiable instruments, Federal Notos
(Swanson v. Fuline, 248 F, Supp. 384} the federal reserve being & private corporation
{Lewis v. 1.8, 680 F.2d 1238 at 1241) which is engaged in commercial activity by law
of merchants (UCC 721-1-103) USE OF FEDERAL RESERVE NOTES I3 "USE OF
PRIVATE CREDIT® PURSUANT TO LEWIS v, UNITED STATES, SUPRAY

43, Is it true and correct SFATE OF MISSOURI, as Plaintiff, that, 18 U8, Code § 1583 -
Enticemant into slavery resonates with demands for “CASH” aka Federal Reserve Notes
zka “private eredit”? Exhibit 4

44, Can the STATE OF MISSOURI, as Plaindiff, guarantee the impartiality of is cowrt if it
relies on federal reserve notes “CASH™, private credit? See Exhibit 4

45, Does the STATE recognize any ethical conflicts in prosecuting under a system
established by private financial entities (Federal Reserve Bank)?

46. Can the STATE OF MISSOURI prove that Sara Rice McFall's charges with full penal
sums for Case Nos., 24RI-CR0O0308-1 & 21RI-CRO0ST9-01 were pursued withowt
financial motivaiions?

47 1f the STATE OF MISSOURI, as PlaintifY, relies on “faderal stave seript,” aka “CASH”
aka “Federal Reserve Notes”, does it not then support a flawed system?

48, Can the STATE OF MISSOURI deny the existence of interests between banks and the
Sudicial system?

49. Does the STATE OF MISSOURI fully disclose and ensure that its citizens flly
understand the Federal Reserve's BANKS influence over their lawful rights in Case Nes.
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S4RI-CROG308-1 & 2IRI-CRO0579-01 regarding “CASH”, aka Federal Reserve
Notes/slave script/private crediv/checks/? See Exhibit 4

30, Is it not true and correct that (FRN) 18 U.8,C, § 8 FEDERAL RESERVE NOTES are not
money or legat tender per Public LawT3-10, Chapter 48, 48 Stat 48 112, 12 11, 8, C. 411
Securities Aot § 2(1), 3(aX3), AND settlement in terms of Congressionsl Statutes At
Large, Title 62.7 '

51, 1s it not true and correct STATE OF MISSOURYI, as Plaintiff, that contoacts requiring
Corporate Legal BANK money that is not true money like: bank checks, monegy orders,
attorney checks, FEDERAL RESERVE PROMISSORY NOTE DOLLARS, cashier
checks, and certified checks from a bank ot escrow vompany are illegal pursuent to Title
31 10.8.C. §511R(dX2), 31 U.S.C.A,, § 463, and Public Law 97-258 {Septernber 13, 1982)
contracts REQUIRING only types of BANK money to pay debts aresiilegal?

57 1s it not frue and correct STATE OF MISSOURY, as Plaintif), that “... Every taxpayer is a
cestui gue frust kaving a sufficient inferest in preventing abuse of the rust to be
recognized in the field of this court’s prerogative jurisdiction as « refator in the
proceeding to set a sovereign anthority in motion by action...” Inre Bolens 133 NW.
Rep, 164 (1912} Supreme Court Wisconsin? '

53, 1f federa! reserve notes are “debt,” STATE OF MISSQURY, as Plaintiff, how does this
impact the justice Sara Rice McFall receives?

54 Should the STATE OF MISSOURJ, as Plaintiff, court Case Nos, 24RI-CROU308-1 &
21RI-CROU579-01 have provided full disclosure and full discovery of the implications
and be educated on the 1933 removal of gold and «ilver backing for any and all Ripley
County 36% Judicial Circuit court cases?

34, Is the social sesurity number assigned to Sara Rice McFall being used in a way that alters
her status in court without her consent? See Exhibit 4, Page 4, 6, of 10

56, 1f social security numbers serve as & hidden contract, should the STATE OF MISSOURL,
as Plaintiff, disclose this to all defendants, including Sara Rice McFall?

57, Can the STATE OF MISSOURI, as Plaintiff, explain why Sara Rice McFall charges are
vatid if they’re linked to a bankrupt since 1933 federal system?

58, Can the STATE OF MISBCGURI, as Plaintiff, explain why Sars Rice McFall charges are
vatid if they're linked to g bankrupt federal system? SeqExhibit | and Exhibit 4

59, Does the state believe Sara Rice McFall has foll disclosule of her rights within the
Federal Reserve Note aka “CASH” debt-based system?

60. Can the STATE OF MISSOURJ, as Plaintiff, guarantee the impartiality of its court if it
relies on federal reserve notes ake “CASH™? See Exhibit 4 -

61. Does the STATE OF MISSOURI, as Plaintiff, recognize any ethical conflicts in
prosecuting under 2 system established by private financial entities such as the Federal
" Reserve Bank using their unbacked unconstitutional (UST Article 1, Section 10) private
credit known as Federal Reserve Notes aka “CASHT See Exhibit 4

62. Is it pot true and corvect that the 118, Constitution, Article I, Section 10 "No State shall
enter into any Treaty, Alliance, or Confederation; grant Letters of Marque and Reprisal;
coin Mosey; emit Bills of Credit; make any Thing but gold and silver Coin a Tender
in Payment of Debts; pass any Bill of Attainder, ¢x post facto Law, or Law impairing
the Cbligation of Contracts, or grant any Title of Nobility,"?

6
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3, Dioes Missouri acknowledge that anfhﬁ;ing charges with penal sums, fines, fees, “CASH”
bail bonds in federal reserve notes aka “CASH” indirectly binds Sara Rice MoFall to debt
servitude, given the 1933 federal bankruptcy? See Exhibit 1, Exshibit 4

64* Can Missouri confirm whether the charges in these cases reflect lawful monetary valtes,
or are they mere representations of “slave soript” aka “CASH crested by the privale
Federal Reserve corporation? :

65. Is Missouri able to fully disclose if penai sums associated with Sara Rice McFall's
charges are caloufated in a manner that does not impose debt servitde through fiat
currency? '

6. Has Missouri validated that the penal sums behind sach charge in Sara Rice MeFall’s
cases reflect tangible value, or are they sustained purely by private Federal Reserve
interpats? '

&7, Without disclosure of the penal sums” backing, can Missouri ensure that Sara Rice
McFall’s charges are free from debi-based peonage?

8. 1t is true and correct STATE OF MISSOURI, as Plaintiff, T require full disclosure and
challenge the Jordan Michael Cantoni and Shewn Edward Boyd for failing to raise these
and debt peonage due to the bankruptey in 1933 and the STATE OF MISSGURY's usage
of slave script/Federal Resorve Notes/private credit, critical defenses in his and Shawn
Edward Boyd's representation of Sara Rice McFall and Megan Christian MoFall?

&9 Does the STATE OF MISSOURI, as Plaintiff, disclose to defendants like Sara Rice
M Fall the implications of their soctal seourity numbers in court?

70. Can the STATE OF MISSOURI explain how SARA RICE MCFALL’s penal sums in
cases 24RI-CRO0308-1 & 2IRI-CRO0579-01, 24RI-CV00226, 21RI-CROG579, and
{4RT-CRO0O765 do not constitute a form of debt peonage, especially given the state’s
reliance on fiat currency established during the 1933 bankruptey?

71. Has the STATE OF MISSOURI provided full disclosure on whether the penal sums in
Sara Rice McFall’s cases are directly or indirectly funded by Federa! Reserve hank
rredit?

72, How does the STATE OF MISSOURI justify prosecuting Sara Rice MeFall if the penal
sums attached o her case effectively link het to & system based on private Federal
Reserve credit rather than lawful money as stated in Article I, Section 10 of the
Constitution?

73, If Ecclesiastes 7:12 states, “For wisdom is a defense, and money is a defense,” does the
STATE OF MISSOURI acknowiedge the debt-based currency it enforces deprives
citizens like Sara Rice McFall of true monetary defense?

‘74 Given that Social Security ties citizens’ identities to financial obligations, does the
STATE OF MISSOURI recognize how this might implicate Sara Rice McFall’s caseina
system of financial peonage?

75, Can the STATE OF MISSOURI show that it has no hidden financial interest o the penal
sums attached to Sara Rice McFall’s cases, considering the Federal Reserve's
involvement in the monetary system?
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716, 1s the STATE OF MISSOUR! able to fully diselose whether penal sums tied to Sara Rice
McFall’s cases are funded by private credit interests?

7% How can the STATE OF MISSOURI prove that Sara Rice McFall’s penal sums are not
tied 1o debt-based currency, potentially placing her in invaluntary servitude?

8. Is the STATE OF MISSOURI prepared to prove that the penal sums in Sara Rice
McFall’s cases have real, lawdul value outside the debt-based system instituted by the
1933 bankruptcy?

10 Can the STATE OF MISSOURI affirm it is not enforcing slavery by relying on debt
peonage through penal sums calentated in federal reserve notes in Sara Rice McFall's
cases?

80, How can the STATE OF MISSOURI guarantee that Sara Rice MoFall is not subjected to
financial servitude, considering the penal sums’ attachment to debt-based currency?

1. Does the STATE OF MISSOURI acknowledge that by prosecuting Sara Rice McFall, it
may be perpetusting a system of debt slavery under fiat currency?

2. Has the STATE OF MISSOURI fully disclosed the origin and valuation of each penal
sum related to Sara Rice McFall, especially in light of ?c&.ieaiams 7:12 on monetary
wisdom? o

83, Without disclosure of mopetary values in lawful terms, can the STATE G MISSOURI
justify the penal sums in Sara Rice McFall's cascs as constitutionally sound?

84, Does the STATE OF MISSOURI admit that, by enforcing penal sums, it may be
indirectly enforcing financial enslavement on Sara Rice McFall?

5. How does the STATE OF MISSOURI justify penal sums in federal reserve notes when
lawful currency is constitutionally required to be in gold or sitver?

86, Can the STATE OF MISSOURI prove that penal sums in Sara Rice McFall’s cases are
untainted by interests from the private banking sector?

87, Has the STATE OF MISSOURI ensured that penal sums related to Sara Rice McFall do
not perpetuate debt-based peonage?

83. By not providing full discovery, Is the STATE OF MISSOURI confident it isn’t hiding
connections to private banking interests tied to Sara Rice MeFall’s penal sums?

89, If the STATE OF MISSOUR! is operating under a fiat currency system, can i ensure that
Sars Rice McFall's penal sums are free from debi-peonage implications?

90, Has the STATE OF MISSOURI disclosed how it caloulates penal sums to avoid placing
sitizens in financial bondage?

91. Can the STATE OF MISSOURI prove Sara Rice McFall’s penal sums do rot carry debt
peonage characteristics, given the reliance on federal reserve notes?

9. Has the STATE OF MISSQURI fully disclosed the telationship between Social Security
and the financial Habilities tied to Sara Rice MoFall's identity?

93, Dioes the STATE OF MISSOURI acknowledge that penat sums may link eitizens o a
system of financial enslavement via federal reserve notes?

94, How can the STATE OF MISSOURI justify penat sums without addressing the private
interests involved in the fiat currency system?

9%, By prosecuting Sara Rice McFall, does the STATE OF MISSOURI admit to enforcing
financial obligations based on debt-poonage practices?

95, Has the STATE OF MISSOURI disclosed the full iraplications of the penal sums
attached to each of Sara Rice McFall's case numbers?
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97, Can the STATE G5*MISSOURI provide full transparency about federal reserve notes’
impact on pensl sums in Sara Rice McFail’s cases?

9% Does the STATE OF MISSOURI recognize that enforcing penal sums without disclosuse
risks imposing financial servitude on Sara Rice MeFall?

99. How can the STATE OF MISSOUR! ensurs Sara Rice McFall’s penal suros aren't part of
an ongoing financial enslavernent tied to debt currency?

1090, 1f penal sums rely on foderal reserve notes, is the STATE OF MISSOURI ceriain
they don’t indirectly enslave Sara Rice MeFall financially?

101, How does the STATE OF MISSOURI justify penal sums that may be packed by
private banking interests? :

102. By attaching financial obligations in federal reserve notes, does the STATE OF
MISSOURI avoid placing Sara Rice McFall under financial duress?

103, Has the STATE OF MISSOURI considered the moral implications of debt-based
penal sums?

104, Without full transparency, can the STATE OF MISSOURI prove penal sums are
not debt peonage mechanisms for Case Nos, 24RI-CRO0308-1 & ZIRI-CROO579-01%

105, Has the STATE OF MISSOURI disclosed its financial inferests in prosecuting

citizens under penal sums such as Sara Rice McFall in Case Nos. 24RI-CRO0308-1 &
2IRLCROBS7S-617

108, How do you justify the multiple infringements in Case Nos, 24RI-CRO0308,
I4R-CRO0308-1 & 2IRI-CRO0579, 2IRIL.CRO0579-01 and other cases on the
copyrighted name Sara Rice McFuil since 1986, including the failure to follow the proper
public fee schedule as published worldwide at SaraRiceMcFall.com?

107, Can you explain how you intend to aidress the ongoing financial lability incurred
from repeated copyright infringements published worldwide public fee schedule at
SaraRiceMeFall.com?

168, Are you aware that each unauthorized use of the name incurs a fee, and why has
the court not addressed these infringements?
109. Why was the fee schedule at SaraRiseMcFall.com for the use of Sara Rice

McFall not invoked before issuing subpoenas and gourt orders under these names?

110 What steps will you take to rectify the esroneous filings and infringements found
at SaraRiceMcFail.com on Sara Rice McFall's copyrighted name within your
jurisdiction?

111, How does the STATE OF MISSOURY, as Plaintiff, plan to handle the {inancial
sonsequencas of the copyright violations public fee schedule posted at
SaraRiceMcFall.oom caused by issuing legal documents under her copysighted names?

112, Dows the STATE OF MISSOURI admit that the charges and penal sums
{monetary value) associated with Sara Rice MoFall’s cases are calculated based en
Federal Reserve Notes aka “CASH™ (Exhibit 4), which violates constitutional provisions
requiring "gold and silver” {USC Asticle 1, Section 10} as legal tender for debis?

113, How does the STATE OF MISSOURI justify using charges with penal sums,
monetary values for Case Nos, 24RE-CR00308, 24RI-CRO0308-1 & Z1RI-CRO0579,
2IRICRO0579-01 that could place Sara Rice MeFall in financial servitude under a fiat
currency system, given that Federal Reserve Nates {(Fiat) do not constitute tawful money?
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114, Can the STATE OF MISSOURI demonstrate that it has disclosed all financial
implications of the penal sums tied to Sara Rice McFall's cases, ensuring she is not
subjected to involuntary debt-based servitude?

115. Is the STATE OF MISSOURI prepared to confirm that it bas no privaie banking
inferasts tied fo the penal sums in Sara Rice McFall's cases, ensuring these sums do not
exploit her through debt peonage?

116, Has the STATE OF MISSOURI disclosed that it may be operating 48 a corporaie entity
under federal bankruptcy administration since 1933, and if so, how does this impact the
validity of judgments and penal sums associated with Sare Rice McFail's cases?

117. (iven that Federai Reserve Notes do oot meet the lawful money standard, is the
STATE OF MISSOURI confident that its penal sums against Sara Rice McFall are
constitutionally sound?

118. How does the STATE OF MISSOURI justify demanding payment in Federal Reserve
Notes without offering the option of payment in gold or silver, as required by the U.S.
Congtitution?

119, Can the STATE OF MISSOURI demonstrate that Sara Rice McFall’s penal sums are
not caleulated n a manner that indirectly enslaves her through debi-based currency?

120, How does the STATE OF MISSOURI ensure that Sara Rice McFall’s charges and
penal sums for all cases regarding her in the STATE OF MISSOUR, as Plaintdy, are free
from the influence of private financial interests tied fo the Federal Reserve private banks
Fiat non-backed Federal Reserve Notes aka “CASH™

121, Yesor No: Is it not true and correct that the STATE OF MISSOURY, as Plaintiff,
requires defendants 1o pay bond in Federal Reserve Notes ("CASH") (Exhibit 4. which,
per 18 U.S.C. § 8, Public Law 73-10, and 12 U.8.C, 411, are not considerad lawful ‘
money or legal tender? And is it not true that such a demand (Exhibit 1 and Exhibit 4)
contradicts Titte 31 US.C. § S118(d)%2) and Public Law %7-258, making the use of such
“CASH” illegal?

122, Yesor No: Is it not true and correct that the STATE OF MISSOURI, as Plaintiff,
allows private bail bond agents to charge non-refundable fees in Federal Reserve Notes
("CASH") (Exhibit 4), despite FRNs not being recognized as lawful monsey under 18
1L8.C. § 8 and Pablic Law 73-10 and U.8.C, Article I, Section 107 Is it also correct
that such fees exploit individuals who may be found innocent, thersby contradicting the
purpose of fair bail practices?

123, Yes or No: Is it not true and correct that the STATE OF MISSOURI, as Plaintil,
imposes high court and filing fees, payable in Federal Reserve Notes ("CASH"} (Exhibit
43, which under 18 U.S.C. § 8 aad Public Law 73-10 are not considered true money,
thus creating n illegal obligation under Title 31 US.C. § 5118(d)2) and Public Law 97-
2587

174, ¥Yos or No: Is it not trup and corvect that the RTATE OF MISSOURI, as Plaintift,
requires defendants who cannot afford private counsel 1o pay for public defender services
in Federal Reserve Notes ("CASH"}, slave script, privste credit, even though FRNs are
not deemed lawful money by 18 US.C, § 8 and Public Law 73-10 and US.C, Article
1, Section 107 How does the STATE OF MISSOURY, as Plaintiff, justify enforcing this
payment when contracts requiring only corporate bank money are Hlegal?

£25. Yes or Not Is it not true and correct that the STATE OF MISSOURI, as Plaintiff,
permits exorbitant charges for inmate phone calls, paid in Federal Reserve Noigs
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{"CASH?), stave script, private bank ¢redit, which 18 U.8.C. § 8 and Public Law 73-10
do not recognize as lawful money, imposing unnecessary financial hurdship on families?

126. Yes or Na: Is it not true and correct that the STATE OF MISSOURI, as Plaintiff,
permits excessive commissary markups requiring payment in Federal Reserve Notes
{*CASH"), slave script, which under 18 (.8.C. § 8 and Public Law 7310 are not lawtul
tender, thereby profiting at the expense of incarcerated individuals?

127. Yes or No: Is it not true and correct that the STATE OF MISSOURL as Plaintiff,
charges inmates for medical care in Federal Reserve Notes ("CASH"), even though FRNs
are not irue money per 18 U.8.C. § 8 and Public Law 73-10, thus creating an cbligation
in & currency of ot backed by gold or siiver, non-redecmable Federal Reserve Notes?

138. Yes or No: Is it niot true and correct that the STATE OF MISSOURL as Plaintiff,
imposes electronic monitoring fees in Federal Reserve Notes ("CASH"), despite FRNs
not being considered lawful money per 18 U.S.C, § 8 and Public Law 73-10, burdening
defendants with payment obligations in illegal currency (not gold or silver per use
Art.1, Sec, 107

120, Yes or No: Is it ot true and correct that the STATE OF MISSUURI, as Plaintiff,
demands monthly probation and parele fess in Federal Ressrve Notes {"CASH"), which
are not lawfal money per 18 U.S.C. § 8 and Public Law 73-18, turning post-convietion
monitoring into an illegal profit scheme?

130, Yes or No: Is i not true and correct that the STATE OF MISSOURY, as Plamntidl,
imposes administrative fees for community service payable in Federal Reserve Notes
{*"CASH"), & curreney that 18 US.C. § 8 and Public Law 731 do not recognize as
tawfid, thereby imposing undue financial burdens in contravention of federal law?

131, Yas or No: Is it not true and correct that the STATE OF MISSOURY, as Plaintiff,
imposes diversion program fees in Federal Reserve Notes ("CASH") aka slave seript,
which are not recognized as legal tender per 18 U.8.C. § 8 and Public Law 73-18,
praventing low-income defendants from completing diversion?

132, Yes or No: Is it not true and correct that the STATE OF MISSOURI, as Plaintiff,
coilects fees Sor managing restitution payments, requiring payment in Federal Reserve
Notes ("CASH") aka slave seript, private banker credit, even though 18 US.C. § 8 and
Public Law 73-10 do not recognize FRNs (Federal Reserve Notes aka “CASH™) as
{awful money?

133, Yes or No: Is it not true and correst thas the STATE OF MISSQURY, as Plaintff,
charges inmates transportation fees payable in Federal Reserve Notes ("CTABH"), despite
FRNs not being legal tender under 18 U.S.C. § 8 and Public Law 73-10, making these
fees illegal?

134, Yes or No: Is it not true and correct that the STATE OF MISSOURI, as Plaintifl,
imposes punitive late fees payable in Federal Reserve Notes ("CASH"), which 18 US.C,
§ 8 and Public Law 73-10 do not recognize as lawful money, creating ongoing financial
exploitation?

135, Yes or No: Is It not true and correct that the STATE OF MISSOURI, as Plaintifl
reguires fees for court supervision payable in Federal Reserve Notes ("CASH") aka slave
seript, a currency that lacks legal tender status per 18 U.S.C. § 8 and Public Law 73-12,
essentially the STATE OF MISSOURI profiting from monitoring requirements?

il
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136, Yes or No: Is it not true and correct that the STATE OF MISSOURI, as Plaintiff,
imposes daily jaif fees in Federal Reserve Notes ("CASH") on pretrial detainees, despite
¥RNs not being recognized as lawful tender per 18 U.S.C. § 8 and Public Law 73107

137, Yes or No: Is it not true and correct that the STATE OF MISSOURY, 6s Plaintiff,
permits high charges for digital starops and emails in Federal Reserve Notes ("CASH",
which 18 U.8.C. § 8§ sud Public Law 73-10 do not recognize as lawful, adding
urmecessary bardship?

138, Yes or No: Is if not true and correct that the STATE OF MISSOURL, as Plaintiff,
charges visitation fees in Federal Reserve Notes {"CASH"), event though FRNs are not
tawfat money under 18 U.S,C. § 8 and Public Law 7310, further exploiting families of
inmates?

139. Yes or No; Is it not true and cotrect that the STATE OF MISSOUR], as Plalatift,
charges high fees for court transcripts, payable in Federal Reserve Notes (*CASH"), 2
gurrency not considered lawful money under 18 US.C, § 8 and PubBe Law 73-167,

140, Yes or No: Is it not true and cotrect that the STATE OF MISSOURL, as Plaintiti,
requires appeal filing foes in Federal Reserve Notes ("CASH"), slave soript, despite the
fact that FRNs unbacked and private bankers’ credit are not lawiul tender per I8 US.C. §
8 and Pablic Law 73-107 '

141. Yes or No: Ts it not trise and correct that the STATE OF MISBOUR], as Plaintiff,
{mposes residency fees in halfway housos payable in Federal Reserve Notes (* CASH", 8
currency not considered lawful by 18 U.S.C. § 8 and Public Law 73-107

142, Yes or No: Is it aot troe and correet that the STATE OF MISSOURI, as Plaintiff,
requires reeniry program fees payabie in Federal Reserve Notes ("CASH"), a currency
not considered lawful money under 18 U.8.C, § 8 and Public Law 73-107

143, Yes or No: is it not true and correct that the STATE OF MISSQURI, as Plaintiff, adds
processing fees on fine payments in Federal Reserve Notes {"CASH™), even though 18
1.8.C. § 8 and Pablic Law 73-10 do not recognize FRNs as lawful tender?

144. Yes or No: Is it not true and correct that the STATE OF MISSOURY, as Plaintiff,
permits interest accrual on unpaid fines in Federal Reserve Notes {"CASH"), despite
FRNs not being lawful money per 18 U.S.C. § 8 and Public Law 73167

145, Yes or No: Is it not true and correct that the STATE OF MISSOURY, as Plaintiff, relies
on civil penalties and fines as revenue, requiring payment in Federal Reserve Notes
("CASHY), even though FRNs are not lawful money per 18 US.C. § 8 and Public Law
73-107

It. Legal Basis for Immediate Dismissal |

1. Statutory snd Contractusl Principles Supporting Rescission
The STATE OF MISSOUR], as Plaintiff, rescission is justified when consent is obtained
by mistake or misrepresentation (Exhibit 1). The Defendant’s express rescisgion of any
contractual obligation related to these cases, as declared in the attached affidawit,
extinguishes any legal basis for continued prosecution including, but not mited to thess
Case Nos. 24RI-CR00308, 24RI-CROG308-1 & 21RI-CRO0579, 21RI-CRO0573-01 .
Bee Exhibit

2. Vielation of Defendant’s Right to Due Process
By obstructing the acceptance of Defendant’s filings on October 30, 2024, the Plaintiff
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has engaged in conduct that not only infringes on statutory protections bt alsc deprives
Defendant of her right to participate fully in her defense. This deprivation underscores the
necessity for dismissal on procedural and equitable grounds, Exhibit 1, Page 12-18

{II. Demand for Immediate Dismissal and Release

1n light of these clear statutory and contractual grounds for rescission (Exhibit 1, Page 1-11}, as
well s the Plaintifs procedural misconduct (Exhibit 1, Page 12-18), Defendant raspectiully
requests that the Court dismiss all charges iramediately and order her pnconditional release,

WHEREFORE, Sara Rice McFall moves this Court dismiss all charges in Cases ZARLCROGIOR,
JARLORO0308-1 and 2ZIRICRO0579, 21RI-CRO0579-01, order her immediate release from
detention, and grant such other relief as the Court deems just and equitable.

Dated this 4th day of November, 2024.

_ Respectfully Submitted,
TiS A KAY BALL
Hotar - Fubie, Moty Ssal : s
Huate of Migsoutt ‘Q‘S&Aﬂu %W
?’%‘.F.és‘é‘;’i,‘gﬁﬁ?’% ot .
Gammtbolon § 3T #R0Y . e
My Commi e o by 24-2026 Sara Rice MeFall®
AP Ripley County Detention Center
301 Lafayeite Street
Doniphan, union-Missourt

CERTIFICATE ERVIC

t hereby certify that this document is being personally filed into Case Nos. 24R1-CRO0308,
URI-CRO0308-1 & 2IRI-CROGSTY, 2IRI-CRM0879-01 on Novernber 4, 2024 with the Ripley
County Circuit Clerk’s Office, Upposing counsel is served through electronic filing system as
provided in Rule 103 .8,

i WM —__ Beneficiary

Sarz c:e MeFall$

By:

G

43 {or afbrmect) ard subscribed befors s
25 L ¥ _ [ .:-
y d A 1924

T LIGA KAY BAL

§ Hotary Public we . ' asl :
Staie of slsawy

o Riptey County

Sniigsion # 225 U50g
LMy Comenission Exgrm%‘:‘--%»?{;zﬁ

i3
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PROPOSED ORDER
N THE 36th JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT OF RIPLEY COUNTY, STATE OF MISSOURE

STATE OF MISSQURI, }
Plaintiff, }
3 Cause Nos.: 24Ri-CROU308-1 &
V. Yy 21RICRO0579-01
)
SARA RICE MCFALL, }  Diviston I {Criminal Division}
Befendant, )
ORDER GRANTING DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO DISMISS AND ORDERING
IMMEDIATE RELEASE

Upon review of Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss and the attached affidavits in Exhibit |, Pages 1-
15, declaring the rescission of any iraplied or apparent consent, as well as the documented
procedural obstructions against her, and for good cause shown, i is hereby:

ORDERED that the charges in Case Nos. 24RI-CRO0308, 24RI-CRO0308-1 & ZIRI-CROGS79,
URI-CRO0579-01 against Defendant Sara Rice McFall are hereby DISMISSED WITH
PREJUDICE.

1T IS FURTHER ORDERED that Defendant Sara Rice McFall shall be imunediately
RELEASED FROM DETENTION at Ripley County Detention Center, Doniphan, MO,

$0 ORDERED on this, ... day of November, 2024,

JUDGE OF THE CIRCUIT COURT

i
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o Kiee Mol Exhibit 1 - Page 1 of 15

oo [Lisa Kay Sall)
71U Epst Pine Shreet
Doniphan, MO 83838

USPS CERTIFIED WAL

I

§214 8501 429& MﬁB 8731 65

Lakdar g s e i

Mastin J, O Malley, Commissioner
4 United States Sonial S&m&ﬂ'!ym:lmﬁcn
@ 8401 Boyitevar
 Baltimore, MD 212358

See Important Information Enclosed
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Exhibit . - Page 2 of 15

{Bara Rice McFallay]
{efo Lisk Bali, 716 Fast Fine Strest]
[Dniphisn, Uslon-Missourl.]

{Re advised: TIF Code declined.’)
Martin §. {'Madley, Commissioner Fatmer encount gutaber
Linited Stades Souial Ssenrity Adminisration [4SRLRA354]
5301 Seswrity Bovlevard
Faltienors, MEY 21233

Extinguishosent of Contraet by Rescission by Reason of the Giving of Consent by Mistake,
Disavewal of Apparent Consent, and Divestmsent of Right of Eatitienseat to
Receive Sovist Security Retirement or Surviver Benefits,

Be advised: You are hereby cherged with knowledge of the contents hereof.

mmwzgmhwmwﬁm@&tﬁm@cms%ﬂm

Disrvowal of Apparent Conyent, and Divestment of Right of Entitiment 1o Reveive Social Secarisy
 or Survivor Benafits (rercinafier this “Exiinpuishment by Resciscon, Did

g, Dtz of Bighs of Extitternset”) iy athwrized by certain apiversal principies” of contrsct Jaw,

maxims of lsw,” and, ip pertinest part, Coltformia Civil Code (beretoafier "CUCT, in pari materia with

the civil node of sl ofber jurisdictions,

Be further advised; Titke 26 United States Code, wloo known a5 the Totersal Bevenue Code tharpite S
sallgeiale JTROCT §§ 701K, 1160 and 3401 {c), relating to, respectively, the 1RC trros “United
States ™ “Siwin,” snd “eropluves,” spply heesin ace obasawtr.

Be further advised: Herein, bold, italichred txt, whetber in English or Latin {gnd followed by text in
Engibsh), sppescing within brackets, ¢.g. “{Regwic pro lege. ... In defxuilt of . . 1" signifies o maxim of
Lo, cach of which, unless noted othersise, is found in Sowvier's Law Dictionary, T pan, 8% 04, 5.4,
“Maxhits” po. 2122-2168.

S a1

Wik 2 ST

iniverssl conteact baw and, is partinent part, COC, provide:
1558,

P Y —
3, Laoful obees; 2od,
&, & sefTicient cauge or considerathor. [Hropdanls added §

e moic that uader sscion (2232 of e 113, Postal Servics Doendstiv Mall Mumal, e ase of 2 7ip cose
trpaing volusery. How tinited Status Postel Service Domestic Mall Masnal § 12232, of 8% (Mae, 3992}, ..
« aweph Petere v, Nationgl Batiroad Fussenger Corpovation, 365 ¥4 (RS, 156 US.App D0 250, 02
Fed R.Sere.3d 1123 (19920
ontro segantem principie son ert digeiandar. There is wo ditpating againg! o denying prisisies.
Bowvier's Law Divtionry, 6% o, s.v. “Maxim.”

Nom e onviandkon de rexalis heris, Thert [ vo dispiting shogt rules of law. Rouvier’s Law
Destonary, 3 s, 8% od, wv, “Maxim
*Reguln pro Jege, of deficit feox. In detealt of the lw, Tie masii rules. Thid,

Maxine lia detn quit mazima el g Egnitar o certitsing aucioritas, atgue geod madime osaibus
probensr, A moocim i 80 eafled becsuss its dignity is chiefist, and i watheniey the most pertais, eod
Trcmawe niversally sppeoved by all. Thid.

1af 8 {Cortitiod Mail No, 9589 9718 5270 0395 3855 08
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Exhibit 1 - Page 3 of 15

2:&&@;%
%, Cementsriited by ench 1o the wther, [Erpkis sdded)

L4587,

g o i gy resoingding, o of mry party jointly covdracting with Bies, was giveg by
atluiake, 0t vikained through turest, menace, frand, or undee lafluencs, sxercised by ot with the
wmﬂm«ﬂmuumhmmwﬁwmwm&wwﬁnm
with wuch party. (Bmpbaris wided |

As verified herein, there exist 5o that a1 the time T gave my sppareut consent, suthorized the
: egeinafier the = F Areomnd

jurisdiction, & resident of the United States, o alien lawfully admiticd for permanent residence i@ the
Lhited Siates,

%WMWM&MWimMWmW%MM@FWAW; T2
incet consentire videtur, He wiso is vifent appexrs to vonsent.] and give oy apparent consen? and eater
tos the Former Social Security Contract with UBSSA:

s Neider the Usited States nor sty political subdivision therenf, nor e Bistrict of Columbda,
snor 40y agency ov insrumentulity of any one or mmore of the foregoing, noe USG nor any sifieer,
rrrloyee, or elested officiat of any ote o move of the foregoing, &.3. Commissioner of Socia/
Security, tor any othes thing otherwise withis the meaning of any one or tore of the foregoing
{ g of which of tf ereingiier ¢ theety "G00, disshosed to ae, nor wis

o The principal part of the Foemer Social Security Contraet s linbility not for payroll tax
Bzt Gz S5, B0 ancmaious foature wnrslsted to the advertised pursose and intent of
e Social Secarity rotirotaen: progrem {Ditperast non Sebent jungi. Distimilar
thingx sught not tu be jolned];

o Though motiotsd 55 2 pertonal mtirement program, Social Security is ratber closeeio g
third-pariy retirgrcnt program whensiz ous, 55 8 Socla) Security payroll taxpryer,
conttibutes Runds pot S hiv own retiremnent but to that of thind partizs whoers be does
ot know and bas nevey g, 2o other funds for beaefits 1o other unkavown third-
parties n the Social Seourity retirement program patsdige clessified ss ssrvivors end
disabied; and vetgios no acored properiy rights to any of the fands he contritates [
sewtit g, sentive debes of commodune. Hie who bears the burden ought ales to
Aerive the bemetit, an uncossrionable barguis {Newo et in seiprum. No man xoty
aprinst dussetl],

2ofs Fonrtified Mait Mo, 9389 0710 S230 (395 3558 o8]




FIFSTUTELAR

IR 1.4

Exhibit 1 - Page 4 of 15

o Mgmmwmﬁmwmmmmmm
Comtract, USE would corrupt oy Bull true name, [Sem Rice McFallj, which is property
mmm&ammmﬁmm iy & corporstely styied, -
oapital-ietters NAME, politiosl franchises of District of Cokumbia, and juristic person,
Le, SARA RICE ALL] [ Talis Aon st eodens, wow wuilum simike exi dem,
Whntbs Bike b wat the sumre, Tor nethiing sicniiar b the sume, — Propricteles
verborum obsevverandm sunt. The propriviiee of words {. o proper nreanings of
wards) sre o be obeerved.), without ty knowledge or cotnens kad thareafier classify
ISARA RICE MOFALLL and me by inwplication, tobe &

" ‘MMWrmdmwﬁeizimﬁe&xmmmi

o Metnber of the class defined ss Federal pervonnel;

s Ulnited Stazes Govermment smployee’;

»  Dithren and resident of the District of Cobumbia, persenpily milvert to all
Segitiation within the Pstrict of Columbia®;

» %itﬁ@ﬁm&wmdmﬁmm‘mmfwimmdm
mﬁﬁw?wmmuﬁmmﬁm Going busivess a5 Unlted
peysonaily fable For the debt obilgativas of the United States,
mtymmﬁfmm&ewmnﬁdm—wﬁ&&ér&w&ym
landers—in the foem of income mx';

o So-csiled citen of the United Srated™,
o Citizen of the federal goveronem’;
v So-calied indivichial™; and

s Soecalled pewon'®; end

Huarbetic parson , . . & coponation . . . or ather gl entity that s cesometed try live ws e sulioct of Tigie
anch dintfes oalled whke areifiond persen, WWWW Mesrioom-Wehsrer's
Linadridiped Divdionary, oo, version 2.5, 3.5, “haristie peraon
%mﬂmwmmmmmmmmwﬁmmemﬁmmw:
mmm%&mw;&fﬁwwmm&yhmmm%msﬁw&yéﬂ{mmf
August 14, 1835} (B, 8, 1260], Tile VHES 801

‘mm“ﬂi’mﬁwfm - sBvichals entitiad to receive irnmediste of defirred retirament
M&memwwefwmwmnfmﬂmm{MWW
ﬁma}. Unjtedd Siasex Codle GreinaBer “LEH THie § Covernment Orpartation and Brplayvess §

by ERAN

&

i,

B det to provide » Cowensronat Ror S Districh of Colmnbin Ch €2, 16 Stat, 419, Pebroary 31, 1871,
WSWWﬁwmmmmmwsmcmzﬂ ar
R et of whiet B collected {5 absorbed solely by interest om the Fedarsl debt and by Federsl

Shovirmment contrinetions w frasaler peymenty, In other words, i individasl incore ey revens st
gone before one nickis? b spent on the services which texpioyers wxpect from dheir Oowermment. 5. Pater

Chemes, “Preaident’s Privale Sentor Survey on Cost Condrol, A Repart io the Prasident™ s Commisiion

Hm)§WﬁWWtZWES 1984, 3,

e Uniied States 32 losated o the Diateics of Cohmhia. Unifoem Comemercinl Code § 230K,

VA cltieen of the Uindtedd Statas i & ohiten of the federsd govertiment . .. Kitvhenz v Sterf, DO W0

o, 112 Fowpp. 383 {1953,

e sevve “indivichual™ means s citizen of the $icited Staes or un alien owfly sdrriited for permanent

retideonce ... § IS0 § S5hH0E)

St term “person™ shill be construed 1o mean and inofude an individoal, & trosy, sstae, partoership,

msovintion, campatty or corperation. 1RC § TY01a1A

Jofd {Certifled Muil Mo, 0385 0710 3270 4395 3555 O8]
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Exhibit J, - Page S of 15

o The Secrotary of the Tressury, « nomvemployer of USG, ™ would coovert, for purposes
of incote texation, the Former Account Nutmber into a sc-oslied mpayer
dentificotion mumber withow my keowledgs or consent via applicstion of IRC (Ls.,
IRC § $309(d) Ure of social secirity account mumbet}, & speics of the revenoe lews of
the Guited States with whizh, prior to being induced 1o sutharize, viamy silence, the
opeaing of the Former Account by the giviag of sy apparent onnsest 1 the Pommer
Sooisl Security Contract, | hud pu vexus or relation or duty 1 know;

»  Under the pretest of & relirensent program, USC intended [insenslo inservive debet
Irgibus, non leges intewtiond, Intentions owght te be subservient to the Imws, not the
laws to iatentionst 1o indues e to renain silont and thereby give oy apparent
sonsent to the Pormer Sowtal Security Conteact i wder !

o Trassfoens me into s member of the class defired ax Federal persommel et 5
UISCH employes and residant and pofiticsd fratehisee and subjoct of the
political, muminipally incomoested District of Columbria and therefore o so-
called saxpayer s citizen of the United Stares trves whose life, liberty, and
property UISE exercise sbsolute legislative, excoutive, sud Jrdiviat power;

» Qbﬁmmasamnmmaiﬁmaadmidm!ﬁﬂmmm}mm&
Cotumbin 1 pey loterest, i the forn of focome tax, on G national debt
feurred by Congres and owed 1o private lendess; and

»  Makeme regwmsible for the paytnent of Socisl Security setivmnent, sirvivor,
el disebled besefits to thind partics whom 1o not know in onder fo et
myare payroll taxpayers inio the Social Security “retirement program”™ and,
fiearely, more incorae faXpayers t pey interest on the oations] debt inpumred by
Congreas id owed 1o private lenders; and

o To impute (5 my Iabor, for purposes of determination of federal income tex Hebility, o
2o dolincvalus ($0.00) Wnremtio carca, wale, A bidden intention is twl.], in arder
1o justify comstruing alf ovy carnings to be 100% gainsprofity/income for calcuiation of
jscotne-ax Hability sader e revenss Iaw of the United Siates {Newo debet rem
sucwm sive facte aus defectn suo amistere, No ose shonld toss his progerty without
his sct or noghipenved; despite the fact that there is zoro galas’profimdinconwe in what
one receives for hig inbor, an equst cxchange of vonsidenstion betwoon prtios;

o The Social Seenrity retivempnt program hus sl the clensents of 2 Porai scheme [Von
differunt quar concordins re, iameisi non e verbis isdem. Those things which
agres in sudsinnse, thongh not in the same words, do ot differ.}, wherein the
prospect of 4 proget participant realizing s retirement bamefit is & gomfie [Nemo
Eenatur seipsam infortuniis o pericalis exponere, No one it bound to expose hMmaei!
6 misfbrtune and dangees], completely dopondent upon USG Aeding and luring into
the sehome saffiviom numbers of sdditional participenty Moow fnvesiey™) whe snter
the workSares and contribite (“invest™) sufficient payroll taxas b offant logs of
contribations (avestments™) from ativing payroll taxpayers (“old invastors™) and sl
mest schaduled Social Becwrity beoefits {artificially high dividends) for rettrees/
swrviverwdisshisd, cach of which beneficisries roquires the contribations of multiple
current workers (“pow invesins™), & schome projectod by you at waw.se oy o be
operating in the tsd by 2019 and bankrupt by J045;

ot 1.3, Secretey of the Treasuny tovsives o sompensstion o ropresenting the Upndred Stvies. Senete
Bopost No, 361148 of Ocober §, 1976 {re stizndment of Brettos Wonds Agresments A, BL, 94-364, 98
Beat, B660, pr § 2 {p. 8 of House Report 13533), 5942

No person: [e.g., Seoretmy of the Treasury] shudl be eotited to recoive soy salary of other cotpensation
frovns the Huied Stabes for servioes ax & Governorn fof the World Baak, TMF, s ). . . 22 USE $ 226204K1).

4of§ fCertifiad Mall No, 85990710 5270 D258 3885 08}
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¢ The scle beneficiaries of g WWMMW@?&M@M@@M@
PIOERTIr ML Hehility fnd BOTME-0X YEVERIS 3 wrivats benders

5 USSSA is e exirs-constitutions! instrumentality rus under the aegis of the eounicips
comption, politiead siste, o second nationsl government known s Distict of
Columbis (16 Stat, 419}, doing business a5 United Stres®, which IYBA is locrted i
and synenyraous with the District af Colurmbin {supr, . £2); and

o Asofihe Act of June 30, 1564 {infra), Congress is acting in bad faith towend
Ammmmfmmwmmwmum&mmmwwm
it the dieaiopary, is somveried imo o ferm, Kl ol in federal Jegislation, revised in
the Revired Statutes of the Uniied States . ., 187374 {infra} s "State," and the
sontrolling definition thereof in ait subsequent federal fegislativancts, such a5 the 18*
Amendment to the Constitution, IO of 1988, and every fexleend title, comprehends
oty dve Distict of Colurnbin and certain of the Terttiores vs so-patied Simtey Lderio
exterions imiicant interiond seereta, Oiward scts iudicate the loward latest); o
the exchaion--per standsrd appiication of the rules of stautory intapreiatioe {Stammics
indmgﬁmvfgmmknmaﬂ&m&dy%ﬁmmmﬁ&e%“@%"
and the TRC pam “inghudes™ {IRC § TIH (Rl the severud siotes of the Union (not
the de Tacto so-catled 50 Siates, “political subdivisions” of the United States®, alsc
Enown 13 the Dieteiet of Columbia); fo wit, respectivedy aand Dt pertiment part:

Ao e i frther enocied, That whesgver the: wordd state T need i this ot i gl be
cemstried o trchude e territories xud the Distdet of Cotunsbix, wivers sudh construntion Is
eveREAny O CarTY OUF st provisices of this ot (AN Act Yo provide Interal Revenue to
W&mmmmwm“:mmwmmmmrm“m

173, e, 183, 13 St 223, 306, Juns 36, 1864]

The word “Slate.” when ssad in this Titls, sl be conttroed o Tushode the Toeeloriss and
the Digtdct of Cobunbia, where wch soustruction 1 nectsssry to orry o4l I provlslons. .
. IRevised Stomter of e Uriied Stotes, Possed at the Firn Stssion of the Sortp-fied
Comgreas, JETE-24, Tithe 35, (k. 1, p. 801, spproved etrosctivedy as of the Axt o Mgrols
2, FETY, arncnded aad mogroved ax of the Act of Makeh 3, 1878)

T trees “Stabe™ inchuden the Distriat of Oolumbls, the Commenwealth of Pusyt Rios, de
Viggho Teinods, Chns, and Aovevioas Samea. [IRC § 38 20K

Obtigations fruposed by wniversal law and, iv perineat pare, COC § 1709, peovide:

Cine who willfully Geomives soother with intewt o induce i to alier his position i Ms fnjury of H6, Is Eable
fior aavy darmage ook he thereby suffers,

Relying on representations from sumerous disparise promoters, ali of which run to USS, both before sad
e the time 1 wax induced & suthorize the opening of the Former Account and give, by my silence apon
attabring the sge of majority, ty Apparent consent i the Fottner Sociat Security Contraot {Owi tacet
conientive videsyr. He who b dlent appears to compent], I was indnced 1o aiper my positivs from:

»  Consfityent menber of that certais body corporate and real and natural soversign comortion
knows as tse good Peaple of these Colonies, tustoricreator/donor/grantonsettior of the voluntary
trust known os dhe Daited States af Awserico, under the decinration of trust known &5 The
wnarimons Declaration of the thirteen wnited Statey of America of Tuly 4, U775, who, in
individual caparity 55 one of the Facple—i.¢, one of B beneficiarics of sald trast, enjoys certaln
unalisnabie Rights with which el men are cadowed by their Crastor, emang witich are Lifs,
Liberty, md the pursuit of Happisess—and xontaxpayer,” Lo, [Sars Rice MaFalle], without the
seape of the revenue laws of the United States;—p

Pt yavemue lvws 2o 1 code of eyt i regitation of tex sssesametd wad cofiention. They relsio o
s, wosd ek povtexpiyers, The latie ses withoot thelr sooon, Mo mpcsdhers & proscribed for

5of% Foartified Mail Mo, 9580 4710 3770 (353 35595 48]
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»  Motaber of the clnss onown a8 Federal persornel, US( conployee, citizen and resident of the
Digtrict of Colutobia, vitizen of the federal governtmuent end so-calied iudividual, citizen of the
United Stater, snd person snd political Mim%nivﬂﬁgﬁammbyﬁw,wsm
zwgfwmmmmwmmwmmmmwwnf
USG, and twxpayer, in, [SARA RICE MCFALL), both of the subjeot and of the object of the
revenoe laws of the United Stases ansd all tegislation in the District of Columbia enacted under
sxthowity of the eriborin clase of the Coustitution, Artiels TV, Section 3, Clauss 2,

Wherefore: It is not unreasonaiie to vonolude thai | sssumed the political Habilities asd oblipations dut
camewith the Pormer Socied Secarity Contract and ?mm.wmwigﬁngly [Newo provgens nisi

Judicisl power gver, smong other things, my life, liberty, 2o , &1 amconscionabls hergain,
theeehy altering my position 10 1oy injury and risk [Vemo tewerur selpasm infortmuily el pericalis
2ponsre, N6 ane s bound to expese hismssif 1o misfariune snd dungers.} based on representations
from numerons disparass promoteny, all of which rva to USGag. "“You can't get o job without o sonial
Security number,” “Wa regudre 5 social seourity number for o 1099 before we oan pety you, * "¥ou pan't
remove your newdorn from the Rospital untif ke ko a zoctal security moxber, “We connot issus a driver

He who errs does 66t coupent.|—which spparen consent | cermainly wonld ot have given bad such:
representations tot heen folsted on s or the mutedial facts cited supra disclosed to me —twreby
vendering it imposaibie 10 securs the mutil sgreement and assemt of the parties o substancn and terms of
conteact {Omde praesumuninr logitime fuces donee prodesur In contrarium, AR things are presumed ;
15 be duwe legltimntely uuill the contrary bs proved], f

For tiwe shove ressons und on that basds, . matherized by Irw:

[ bereby extingish, a5 of the date by me list-beiow writies, the Former Social Secarity Contract snd
Former Account by rescission |Except ejns rei caehes pesichur dissoiiio aubln es1, There att be o !

Piea of that thing of whick the dissolution ts sought. (Bounier’s Law Dictionary, 6 o, r.v,

“ﬁmﬁwmwwm The bew will ﬂmysﬁwumﬁy.—ftmkx

kdﬁpmmuu:mhwwmkmwmk«mbem:udt :
slxnse in 2 Inw which procludes the power of sbrogatiew Is void ol {oitio, — VS s, i
remedinm. Where there is x right, there I 3 remedy. — Whew the common low and statute law
concur, the common law it o be proferred } and disuvow, ab initio, the said spasrent congent given i
bymaménb&ine&byﬁ&ﬁﬁrwﬁmymim&z.mdawnﬁyﬁﬁmmm tryeeif snd an j
and ait corvaptions of sy Rill true name, «.8. ISARA R MOFALLY, s and Rawvor, of sny and all
right of entitlement to recsive immediste oF deferrsd Socie! Security retivement o survivor st
Qwitivet potest remwncinre Jurt pro se inducio, Any ome may remonnce 8 right introduced for kiy
owa beneltt.} under the Social Security retiremenl program of the Govermment of the Utiited States,
angd exoreasly dixsvow and disclain o suck sight of entitlement fhersts sud reinin nuoe [Fomt e que
&Ww%dmmmkaﬁm&.wﬁkﬁamﬁb&%uww@m B
m.ig,ﬁmmmmmwmdﬁmmmwmmamm created viathe
Former Socis! Security Cowtract, 1.8, [SARA RICE MICFALL], effective the date of the opening of
ga mem;m {Errores ad sus principia refurrs, e3t rafelfere, To refer trvors to thedy brigin
1 refinte them.j.

ﬂww&m&wwismmmwaf&wﬁm med remealies in Jue course of lew, With
émyWMMW%M,MMWW@M@MWM%@W&%@%&M
b, Lowg v Rusmsconem, 19 O} 0.0 Moot, 1572, 285 ¥, 236,

dofg [Certified Mait No. 95 39 0710 5270 0395 3555 08}
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Wherefore: zw-mmmmmémmmwmamwﬁm
kind whatsosver bearing my nmmemWW'wwwmwmmanﬂm

a0 act vold in its origin..

He advired: Notwithetanding sy provision t allows for terminstion of the Fomoer Soclal Secutity
Contract Unfral, bt ot for termination/oessation of the sxpress object thereof, Lo, gkt of pstifionent i
recetye ingwectiate o deferved Social Secwrily refi i UL SO pempliis—4ilsstvEi wuilifding any
such provision vis competied of the seifsame “right of entitlement ty receive Bocial Security
beneBity™ (Owilibet potest emancire furl pro se inducte. ANy oue BAY reRGRCE 2 Hghit introduced
{or Bix awn bewefit] tus praported 1o make me § USG emphiyes, vitizen of the federal govwemment, xud
WMMWMW&M&*WWW,WWWW For we pught
thWQM‘WWW%LMWmeWQWm
ugconsclonsbis bargsin [Contraonr ex barpl caxss, vl contra Dewnr morey mudus ex. A contisit
foumded on # ustiwiul considerstion sr against good worals, b pull}-such provision severthelass
mmwmmmmwwammmwmwwmwwmumm
Pormer Socizl Security Cootrsct T was Jocsiad without the geogoaphicel United Statex {ocns contrectes
repit sctum. The pisce of the coptract gevers the set], which, per IRC §§ TH0NS, (1) wnd
T and standaré nuies of sistotory interpeetation (Shetwies i derogasion of comman law mwst be
serictly constraed.), conyists of the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, Virgs Iebaewds, Guam, Armericar
Sanus, Commonwesith of the Northers Mariana Tdaods, aod Dristrics of Columbin gnd na other ting, 2
faet affinmed by vou & kg ivew g pav/OP Home/sactssact. i, which webpams spumérates o six
de Tact States of the so-catied United States snd exeludes all the do jure several siates of the tnion,
theretsy rendering otiess, nugatory, and non-existent toht of pafitiement fo reveivg fmevediate o
deferred Social Security rotiremtind o Servivor DRl and barring io: of sy clabm to g contrary
10uod alins Bonum 2t justim £3t, X per vim wel frandeni peittur, weadme ¢t Infristaom officiter, What by
atherwise good wod just, If seaght by forve ar fraud, Becomes bad and wnjust) by suy one of mowe of
the docktines of equitable extappel, legal extoppe!, and extoppel by silewce; i Wil, In pertinesi pari:

Buch aproseein shall costain provisions for i possible terminktion, It e apresent I torraleadnd, entilionsent
50 banafits o covermge noguired by an individust betors ierorination shall be retelned. . .. [Tithe 20 LFR
Fowiopons” Benalit § 4045905 Termination of upreements]

Be further advized: This Extinguishment by Rexcisyion, Dizgvowed of Conzent, snd Divestment af Right of
Entitlement and ite vontents wre binding on every principad and apent re the subject matter set forth heteln:
snd shall, along with e accompanying Affidavit of Mailing, be entered in evidence in any civil or
arimsingl proceeding that may srise in connection therewith,

Be further advised: As oue without the scope of the revenne laws of the United Sturey, .3 Tites 42 and
26 ol the ﬂn&é&m%iaﬁ@:ﬁﬁ%ﬂaﬁmmﬁmwwﬁmﬁﬁwagﬁmaﬁmmﬁ
exsployees of the United States who, in discharge of disretocions ministorisl dutice, cotamit withoos
suthoity, sontrary Lo theis daty, and in violation of tie due process of the Consmitution and the tevenus
tawa of the Uinlted States, positive sets of wespass for wisich they are personadly Habis™ [Nemo dmsm
fuck, wisi gui i ookt yuod facers jus non hebet. No oze is considersd is copvmitting demager, usless
Be b doiny what he hes no right to do.j.

Be further advised: Those officers, employees, or clected officialy or politiesl subdivisions, aptncied, o
inperrumentalities of the United States or Disttict of Cplumbia who wish to correspond swith ome are berthy

i .

ry

"] Yoo distitction bitweon persoas ind dings within the sope of the revenus Iaws wud thoss without
them is vitl. See e i v, Bitbwe®, 1821 8. 176, 179, 21 Sup Ut 143, 45 LES, 1041, To the former
onity does section 3224 soply (sec cases sited is Yicktte v. Walsh {D.C.] 272 Ped, 1016}, and the well-
undesxend exigencios of governement and I revenes nd their soliection do not wrve 0 extend i 1o the
Tateor., it in w shiekd for official sction, i & sword for priveteaggression . . . Long v. Rowessen, [9 Cir
D05k, 1922, 281 F. 238,

Fof fCeetifnd Mail Mo, S8R 0740 5278 4305 3583 85]
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givon Notion via you s UMEA—-origis of e commserfiolt siewss Sntwwan TISCE ok o and o wikick

A nne wie rovidies woither e e Cuited Stains, L, the Diwict of Cobuelie, wor 4 political wibdivision
Sasect e & 5008, Dock i, mgacvaly, e Staw o Calidorsls or e Comencmenith of 02 Nosthos
mmsm:mwmnmuw ) - idbdentvid soaliplece:
hmﬁuhwm»ﬂ&iﬁwﬂumw i snices of aiy act by you o8

g Jughravidiem. Thare it o oulk oon thue ax welh] S © heve cxumingd this *
Exruguishouni of Dowlim h‘-WthﬁMa{Mkmmaf
Lot i EXEwibasait off f e Swciul or

Bwiec [Navemiber B, 34}

| ccommisiin s3emes:
ATy fan .
3 Mfﬁ@mg&s;g;?wh” F- &m

Jord {Cerifiad Madl Mo, 545 QTUG 3372 0095 5350 58]
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Affidavit of Mailing
Viited Seaten off Arerica g

{Virsboon i ponar] ; -

{Rigley] Comty 3

Tamsover LE years of sgnand oot s perty ®rtie within stiog. My mailing lovation is:

{iim Kuy Bull]
18 Enet Pl Sirol)
gwim Unlon-Missmeri]

Guh{ﬁﬂwo{w’mﬂt, lﬁﬂdm en;iuld‘&a M

soml ﬁﬁmmm-m inchading MWWW
Affidyvis o’ ‘- {ikted Mates. Postal Serviced Cevtitind Nad ™ {032 0710 53700398 336508,
in ammﬂmamm-am O/ntalley, Coemwiaioner xs

;ghmhmmwmﬁmmuaﬁummw
ﬂMﬁmwdummut&kMﬁ
mawmw

e "%ﬁg&‘;ﬁ&; méc;f &Q
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AFFIDAVIT

State of Missourt )
Yas
County of Ripley  }

Affidavit of Rejection of Documents (Exhibit 1) for Filing by the 36th Judicial Circult Count, Ripfey
County, Missour

1, Lisa Kay Bafl, being duly swora, depose and state as follows:

1. On October 30, 2024, | sttempted to file attached Exhibitl on hehatf of Sara Rice Mobeod, also
know as Sara Rice MeFall, into Case No. 24R1-CRO0308 with the Ripley County Chrowlt Clesks
Dffice,

2. The Ripley County Circuit Clerk refused to accept and file attached Exhibis 1 documents into the
recurd for Case No, 24RI-CRDO208, despite roy formal request,

3, 1believe this refusal by the Ripley County Cireult Clerk Deputy o file Exhibit § court documents
into Case No, 24R-CRO0308 sonstitutes an obstruction of judicial procedure for Sora Rice
MicLeod/Sars Rice McRall {maiden name) outlined in RSMp 575020,

4. | respectfully submit this atfidavit to docament the refusal, #5 this act directly impedes the legal

rights of Sara Rice McLeod/Sara Rice McFall and constitutes Violationis] under Migsouti state
faw,

| declare under penatly of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct to the best of my knowledge and
betief, "

CERJONNBON

Subseribad and sworn to before me on this 4th dav of November, 2024. Né%%%%gmm . ge-mgyt SEAL
g ey, - ‘ STATE OF MISSQUR

Notary Public: § bl DAL AOVIAS COUNTY OF RIPLEY

My Commission Expiras: 3 COMMISSION #24878873

| by Gommission Expirest Sept. 22, 2028

LR

Pl CoactiSog MNotary iy an independens contractor Bod 1ot @ party W this olaing, ¥nobah,
the Ceriifing Motary is ¢ Fadersl Witnons Prrsssng w0 TYILE LS, PART &, CHAPTER TE BELC.
1812, Fampering with o witeess, vietim or an infarmant. Ths Ceetifying Motavy aizo porfionms the
Hgnorions of 1 guasi-Postal Inspector. Under the Momeland Seourity Act, by baibg compoelioed 2o
repsont wny winkidon LLE, Postat regolstions ms an CriYicer of the BExecutive Depatirnant,
Irtismiduting a Moy Publiz wader the Color of Law by o vicdation of Fite YR, US. Code, § 342,
Hited “Deprivation RIGHTS under Color of aw,™ which primacily governs policy miseondust
fvestigations, The statige makeys it o orime for oy person metbeng wnder the Cotor oF Law 3o
willfually deprive way individus seslding i the Untund Btntes wrdior Pnited Swtes of Aonerioa
thows rights protested by the Constitation e 118, Taws,
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RSMo 575.020, Obstructing govemnment operations — penatty.

1. A person commits the offense of obstructing government operations If he or she purposely
shstructs, impalrs, hinders, or perverts the performance of a governmenta| function by using or
threatening to use viokence, force, or physical interferenca ot ghstache.

4. The offense of obstructing government operations is a class 8 misderacante uniess the
obstruction fs to prevent the execution of 2 process of law, in whichcase itisaclass A
misdemeanor,
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STATE CF MISSOURE )
355
COUNTY OF RIPLEY )

IN THE 36% JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT OF RIPLEY COUNTY, STATE OF MISSOUR!

STAYE OF MISSOURI }

Platntity, ; Cause No. 24RHCROO0S

5, ; Division 1 {Criminal Division) !
SARA RICE MCFALL ;

Defendant, %

MOTION TO TERMINATE PUBLIC DEFENDER AND REQUEST FOR TIME TO DBTAIN PRIVATE COUNSEL

COMES NOW, Sara Rice McFall, and respectfully moves this Court for an Order aliowing her to terminate
her current reprassotation by the Public Defender and request additional time to retsin private coungel,
in support of this motion, Sara Rice McFall states as foliows:

1, Teemination of Public Defender: Sara Rice McFall wishes to proceed with private legal counsal
and Sars Rive BcFall requests to terminate the services of her appointed Public Defender, Mr,
Jordan Cantoni, Mo Bar No. 65345,

4. Request for Addithonal Thme: Sara Rice McFall requests a pariod of thres {3} weeks to locate sngd
secure private rapresentation, understanding the importance of finding counsel who can
adeguataly represent her Inferests In this matter,

3. No Prejudice to Procesdings: Sara Rice Mcfali believes umﬂh&mmforamnuﬁmwiﬁ
not undily deiay the proceedings and will ensure that she receives effective representation
theoughout this process.

WHEREFORE, Sara Rice Mckal respectully requests this Honorable Court grant her Motion to Terminats
the Public Deferder’s services and aliow her three {3) weeks to retain private counsel, and for sucly
other relief as the Court deerns just and proper,

DATED this 30" day of October, 2024,

Stne, R, Weland{ Sage e 00
75/ Sara Rice Mcisod®/Sara Rive McFaliid
Ripley County Detention Canter
305 Lafayette Street
Doniphan, MO, 53535
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

i hereby cestify that on this 30® day of October, 2024, & true awmmﬁfﬁmfamgoiw Motion
was filed and sent through the Missourl e-Filing system to a counsel of record.

{3l Sars Rice McFall

Sars Rice Mchslil:

Ripley County Detention Center
301 Latayette Street

Doniphan, MO, 63935

STATE OF MISSOURE )
}88.
COUNTY OF RIPLEY )

On this 30th day of October, 2024, before me, Lika Ball, & Notary Bubiic in and for the State of Missour,
mmﬁywmmm,ammasmmewmmmm;,m;s
wmmﬁhmnmm{m%w%uﬁ%wmww}wmwmmm
same is subscribed to the within instrument, and acknowledged that she executed the same as her free
act and deed,

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have hereunto set my hand and affixed my officlal seal on {he day and year first
above written.

gﬁ‘{a{&fﬂ—

My Commission Expires: 07 ~R4-Suad

SA KAY BALL
Mutury Public, Nolsry Sesl
State of Mizsausi
Ripley County
Commission # 22384808 .
Commssian Expicas 07-24-2028
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EXHIBIT 2

% Page 1 of 7
John R. Ashcroft
Secretary of State

CORPORATION DIVISION
CERTIFICATE OF NO RECORD

I JOHN R ASHCROFT, Secretary of State of the State of Missouri, do hereby: centify

| that there are no records in my office and in my care and custody as the Scoretary of
| State which show that

BOYD LAW OFFICE, L.L.C.

¥ not, nor has ever been registered as a Foreign or Domestic Corporation, Poreign or
Domestic Limited Partnership, Foreign or Dorestic Limiled Liability Company, Foreign or
Domestic Limited Linbility Partnership, Forsign or Domestic Limited Lisbily Limnited

i Partnership, under the Fictitious Name Act, or any other business entity required by law to fle
with the Secretary of State.

| INCTESTIMONY WHEREBOF, | hereursto sef my huend and
cause o be afficed the GREAT SEAL of the Btate of
Missauri. Done at the City of Jefforson, this 2151 day of
October, 2024,

o e e
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STATE OF MISSOURI § g
s ;
COUNTY OF RIPLEY ) g
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF RIPLEY COUNTY g
STATE OF MISSOURI %
STATE OF MISSOURI } ?é
Flaim ) 3
) 17?7 Does not existi z
};,

for the Defendant, Sars McFall

Ph: (573) 0965001
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Exhibit 2: Page 3 of 7
STATROF MISSOURI | )
) $
COUNTY OF RIPLEY )
STATE OF MISSOURI ’
BTATE OF MISSOURI ;
Plaintift, J
3 Case no. 2IRI-CROOETS
¥s, )
) g;::m no, Wﬁmm}?? Does not exist!
Trefendant., 3
REOL

Defendant requests the following within ten days and Groughout the durstion of this cause,
prrsuiet o Rule 25.06;

1, 'The nmmes and last known addresses of persons whom the State intends to call a5
witneases st any Seaving or trisl, together with their written or recorded statements and
existing memomnda reporting or sumitruriving part of all of their orsl statesnents;

2. The substance of any orsl or written statements made by the Defendant or by a {o-
Defendant, and any wiitlen memorsnda or recordings of mich stxtements, a list of s}
witnesses 1 the making and & list of all withesses 1o the acdknowledgement of such
stabements, and » list of the last known sddresses of such witnesses;

3 m.mm&wmmﬁmmmmmwm
offense with which Defendint io charged, containing testinvny of the Defendant snd
testimany of persors whom the State intends to call &s witriesses at any hearing or st irial

4 MMWmmﬁw&mwmmﬁﬁm;ﬁmmm
in the Defendant’s case if the State has such in its possesskn or i such is available to the
Shacte;

5 Am&mywmmm@mmmm&mmmm&m
cormection with this parficulay case which the State intends to use at any hesxings or at

P BT - LZ0E ‘OF Jeqummon - Ao - poN - ARRURKUOES
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Exhibit 2: Page 4 &f 7

mmm&wmmmmam&m,

6 Alistof any books, papers, documenis, photographs or cbjects, which the State intends to
=m.w%ﬁmwmmﬂdmymmw-atmm&Qa&tﬁmf
guch ibemw tbiatred from or belonging to the Defendant,

7. mmawmmwamumawamm
State intends to call as witnesees st any hearings or af trial; .

8 gmmﬂ%hummmmmmwmmmm
uﬂpmm%&gwy@mpbkmdxﬂmkm&ﬁmxm&ﬁgm&m&m&
which this Defendant is chargad;

9. Any materisl or informatio mmwwmﬁm&mwmww
W&Md&%amﬁmwwmm&&m

afferse chasged, or redhace the punistunent;

10, I the State expects notice of ny definse of alild, the date, time and place of the
allegad offerse;

n,mwummm&ammmmm&mmmwmm
Mmﬁﬁwmmﬁmﬁmw&hmyh_mt&egﬁmmm&
Wm_wmmmmﬁmmm}.

WY BO0L - 1202 08 BRSO - Kl - pong FEDRCITNT
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1 QPENING

: R N

[RIPWC00003)

B 5V SARA MGFALL Exhibit 2i Page Sof 71
 SENTENCING ‘ ;
JUDGE PRITCHETT
PA: MATT MICHEL
DFT: SARA MCFALL

[RIPWC00003]

JUDG o

ADFT

ARRAIGNMENT WAIVED

JUDICGE

TSWEARS INDFT

JUBEEX
DET

PA

RANGE BF PUNISHMENT

JUDGE,
LFT

ADVISEMENT OF RIGHTS

1 JUDGE,

ADFT

JUDGE, PATDLEA NEGOTIATIONS

JUDGE.
ADFT, OFT

JUDGE,
OFT

1GUILTY PLEA ENTERED

s £ o

JUDGE, PATIEVIDENCE PRESENTED

JUDGE,
DFT

FINDINGS OF PLEA AGCEPTED

JUDGE,
ADFT

. 9:59:02 AM

JUDGE

{GENTENCE OF 7 YRS SES

JUDGE,
DFET

JUDGE

ADVISEMENT OF RIGHTS UPON CONVICTION

1012023

END

A b ot s e

1 of 4
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IR THE 36TH JUDICIAL CIRCINT COURT, RIPLEY

Exhibit 2: Page 6 of 7

Cage Number;  24RRCRO0578.01
[] Crange of Venue from

Offenss Gycie No . DOOO23%8

Siate OF Missourt Ve Progecuting Attormey/MO Bar No
Defendant: SARA R MCFALL (MCFSRA4564) MATTHEW PE‘?&R@E@RG SAUCHEL 1682883
38 Qary Orive L e,
Donighan, Mo 83635 Cbfense Attoraay/MO Bar No ; \}
[ BHAWN EDWARD BOYD (46871
DOB . $8-Aug-1888 SEN: 4spaBaBss 0 I it
BEX; F
Pre-Serdance Assesement Report Wabad Anpenl Bong Sat Uate |
At |
SJudgment
. Charge# ChargeDats  Charge Code  ChargeDeserigtion
Original Charge: 1 FO-Cek 202y 5E5050-002Y202010.0  Assaul - il Degree Or Atteinpd { Fulony
B REMe: 865,080 §
Arended To: 1 0021 AGR.0BZO01VZOIDASY  Assault- 2nd Degrew { Felony D REMe:
HEEDS2 }
Uisposition! DB -Jan-2023 ity Plea
Qrder Drate: DE-Jaegll3 Samence or 15 ; Ingarcaratian DOG
Length s T Years Stwrt Dta © Dtan2023
Taxt: Sount 1« Deferdent sentanced fo 7 Years Dog, SES ang sount coul.
DanciCons CONCURRENT. ARY OTHER CASE
EXECUTION OF SENTENCE SUSPENDED
Churge ¥ ChargeDate  Charge Code L _Charge Description

QOriginal Charge: 3

13002021
Disposition: U6-Jan-2023
Progrsm: PROBATION
Classification ©  SUPERMVIBED
Sssociated To :  Chame |
Start Onte ; O6-Jan-2023

571.015001¥202060.0  Awmned Criming! Adtion { Pelony
Unclaguified REMg: 57T1.015 1

Dismissed by Prosec/holie Prog
Agency : [iivigion of Probation and Parcls
Bue to End Do-Jun-2028

[ Defendant's Probation hes not wsn mevoked,

IRBCRESEFRDY

Page foli

(iR
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The court informed the defendant of verdictifinding, asks the defendant wh
- judgment should not be pronounced, and inds that no sufficient b odiiddpl
Bopears fo the court, - “\

-~
Defendant has been advised of histher ighis t Ble a motio
Supreme Court Rule 24.9385/29.18 st the noort has fouy
mtaived ineffsofive assistance of counsel. |

days towan the servios of
sroured and belors conviction,

§ That Judgment enterad In favor of the Stets of Miseour! and sgingt the deferdant for the sum of $48.00 for the
| Grime Vietims Gompensation fund, Judgment is Not Satisfiad.

| Costs taxed against Defendant

The Sourt futher orfers:

B8-Fan2023 Judgment CVC $48 . Other

Db Jan-2023 Defendant Sontenced

Count 4 - Dafan@a;ﬁ sentanged o ¥ Yeare Dog, SEE, & Yeers of Provation

: ' Jugge .

Vcartify that the sbove is & true sopy of the orginat Judgment and 'Sarsmm of the pourt I the above sauss, as it
Tappears on record It ray office, P .

Bo Ordered on: 2tRLCROBSTION ST VEARARMCFALL %

11072023 il

Dete o

{Beal of
tosuzed of /102023
4 Diate
 n———
k.
’ l N
{\\
f
H
HR-CRUNE R4 . Paga 2 nf 2

v 24,09
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S

Some Conflicts Are
Without a Cure

By Meiody Nashas

Many lawyers seliewe that all con.
flicts of interest are wajvabse, There
are however, both consentable and
noncomsentahe confficts of interest
“IS]ome copflicts .re non onsent. bie,
mreanmnp, that (e bewver mvolved cat.
ot properly ask for swch sgreement of
provide reresesation on the basis of
the ¢lient’s consent.™

Tire connnsnts to Rule &1.7 pro-
viue the staps & lawysr st take to
address 5 conflict of intersst problem:

(1) clearly identify the chent or
slients;

{2; determiine whether a conflict of
inereqt exigts;

(3} decide whether the representation
may be undertalen despite
the gxistencs of 2 conflict,
ie.. whether the confhict is
consentabis: and

{a} i 50, comsult with the cheats
affected wodér [ide 4-3.7(8) sad
ohtain (heir infonmed comsent,
copfinmed in writing. The cliends
affected under Rude 4-1. 7003
include both of the clients
referrad o in Ruole 41701 and
the one or more clents whose
represeutation might Do meateciaily
imited under Rule 4.1, TaX2)°

Step three is oritical, vet often skipped
by many practjtioners.

Confticts of interest arising from s
lawver's former represemtation of a
cHent are consemable i thet consent
is informed and confivmed in wiiting
But, nor all conflicts of interest arising

from the reprosentation of corrent
clients are consentable. The opaative
Rule of Professions) Conduct i 4-1.7.
it provides:

{a) Except as provided in
Rute 4-1. 70, & lawyer shall
e represent 1 client if the
representation invelves @ con-
pErent conftict of interest, A
concurtent confiler of infersst

{1 ihe representation of one
chent will be divectly adverse
1o another clisnt; or

{2} there is % signiticant fsk
1hat the represepiation of one
or meore clients will be materi-
ally limited by the lnwyer's
responsitifities 1o another
ciient, a former client, or &
third person ar by a personsi
lurerest of the lawvyey.

{b) Notwithstanding the exis-
tenice of a concurrent conflict
of nterest yndar Rule 441.7{4),
a lawyer mey reprasent 2 ol
ant if

{1y the lawyer reasonably
balioves that the lawver will
b sble o provide compatent
ant ditigeot represemation to
ench affectad clent

{2 ihe representation is not
probibited by law;

{..} the representation dosy
not involive the assertion of a
wieim by one client agrinst an-
ciher client represented by the
fawyer in the same ltigation
of oflier procesding befbren

Prazadent Fall 201}

wibunal: and

{#) ench affected client
gives informed cogsenl, oot
firmed b writing,

Conflicts that are not consentable,
therefore, are {1 contlicts in which
the lswyer cannor reasonably beligve
hie can provide competent and diligent
representation to each affected client,
£23 conliicts i which the represen-
tation is prohibited by Yaw, and (3)
confiicty in which the represesiation
mvolves sseertion of & clabm by one
client apainst apother cHent in the
sume Htgation or ather proceeding.
1f apy one of the three ts presect, the
jssue of consent is not reached, fe.,
that conflict carmnt be waived by the
wiients.

Client lovaity, of course, is the basis
far prohibising contbicts of huerest
“Loyalty and independent judgment
are esyentisl sloments iy the lawvar’s
relationshin to u cllent™ The So.
preme Court of Missourd bas snpha-
siged “that “the nature of & lewyes's
pirafession nevessitates the shmost
good faith tyaverd his cliont and the
hivhest Jovalty and devetion fo his
client's interssts.™™ Recently, the Mis-
goml Coure of Appeals wrote: “The
lawver-ciient relationship is grounded
in the fuadamentat uoderstuading that
a nwyer wilk give s or hey complets
andd vmdivided foyaity to the clent,
fuily appiving the lowyer's profession-
af fraiping, sbility. and fndement .’

Whethsr 2 conflict is prohibited by
applicabla law 1s & simple copcept ?
Also, it is esvy fo understand why
fawyers may Dot represeat opposing

fﬁmw

N
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parties in the same litigation, vegard-
foss of the clients” cotisent” “Regire.
semtaticn of thienty whout iterests e
directly adverse in the same litigation
constitutes (he ‘reost egregions con-
Hict of wieres. ™" Other goncossent-
able conflizts, however, may not be go
obvious. 1o Stafe e rel. Horn v Ray"
the Missourt Uoust of Appeals re-
cently anuiyeed whether a conflict was
consentable where the lawyer sought
10 represent both the defendast and the
nileged victim in the Siate's prosecy-
tion of that defendant for second.
depree domestic nasanit, The alieged
wictim was the defendsnt’s wife, The
Jawyer obtained affidavits executed by

 theclients purposting to waive “soy

conflict of intevest” and asserting that
neither chient wemid testify at the v
aL2 The county prosecutor nroved to
disqualify the lawyes, When the trial
court denied the motios to disqualify,
thia prosecutor pelitionsd Gie court of
sppeals for 8 writ of prokibitien

The court of appeals foued that He
tawyer could not rexsorably belleve
fiuat he would be shie to provide Cog-
petent and difigent vepresentarion to
both: the defendant and alleged victun
i the criminal prosecution.

Counsel’s dury of lovaity 1o
the defendunt ... pravents
vounsel from faicly present-
fig o the victing alf possible
conrses of sciion becnse
sotne of those epticns — st
aotably testifying against

she defepdant - sroudd be
detrimenia to the defendant
Covmsel’s duty of loysity to
the defendant thus plaindy
forecloses alternatives that
otherwdss might be recas-
mended 1o the vietin, ...
Likewise, counsel’s duty of
forpalty to the victin prevesss

Exhibit 3 - Page 2 of 3

connsel S Paitdy presenting -
ta the defendant all possibie
conirses of action because
sowe of those options ~ such
45 testifying that the victim
tied about events leading to
the instant charges of claiming
self defense ~would be der-
vimenial fo the vietm, Thus,
counsel’s thiry of Toyalty tothe
vietien forecloses alternatives
that would otherwise be avails
ablz to the defendant .. *

“Fo our clrCUmSIances, COuses’s

duty of lovalty to ane client patueslly
compromises hiz duty of loyal(y to the
other,™

Rule 4.3.7(bX 11 specifies an objec-
dve test as to whether the awysr
“reanonably believes” ke can provide
competent and ditigent represeqta-
dion 10 both clients. Rule 4-1.6(8)
provides: “Ressonable’ of “reason~
ably® when used in relation to copduet
Ty 8 Jawyes denctes the conduct of
8 ressonably prudunt and competent
jmwyer” One comymeniaior medincly
explaiced: “Unless each client has the
same oppostunily to achieve a good
resiit with the ‘conflicted” lawyer a8
she would with an independent lowyer,
e Brwyer cuntiod represant hoth
chents,

The coust of sppeals also foand that
counset in State ex rel. Horry Ray
ceonsld not mneet subsection (b3} of
Rule 4-1.7. Remember, il require-
ments of 4.1. 708 must be met. Rule
4.3, HBK3) prohibils represectation
by & lawyes of two clients in the same
Tigation, or ather proceeding before a
sribunal, where ane client is agserting
# claion againgt the other. The lwwyer
argusd tha because the slieged victim
et chosen not to testify, the clients’
interosts were the same. The vourt of
appesls wa not persiuaded.

Precedent Fall 2071

Looking o the plain language of the
rule, the court found thar Rule 4118
{3} spplied to “clients” iz the satpe -
gation or proveading, not only (0 up
posing parties.” The court found s
the siteged victim in State ex rer. Horn
v Rap, % least initially, had ssserted
# claim when she reported aflegations
against the defendant o the police
and sought the State’s protection™
The court held that the defendant and
alleged victins could got, theretore,
consent i the conflict of interest.

Also, sometisnes conflicts are
ot copsentsble because “informed
congent” cannot, it & practical sense.
be obtained. Rule 4-1.8{e} defines
nformed consent;

“Informed consent” denotes
the agreement by & person o
3 proposged courss of conduct
after the lawysr bas comag-
nicated adequate information
and axplanation sboat the ww-
terial visks of and ressonebly
avallable aiternatives o the
groposed cowrse of condact,

Informed consent, therefore, reguires
the fawyer to disclose W the affected
chients e pros aud sous of consenting
to the representation desplfe e cap-
Hict of nterest. “Ordinarily, this will
require commumication that includes
o disclostre of the fhots and ohown-
stances giving rizse to the situation, any
explaation ressonalily necsssy o
inform the client or othet person o the
materisl advaniagss and disadvantages
of the propossd course of conduct, and
a discussion of the ¢lien?’s or other
person's options and alternatives, ™
Any consent obtained must be “koow.
fig, fntelfiped, end volaatary.™

The lient must be capabie of gl
ing cansont. In fr re Schaefir, Chent
Acwras 30 cheessed with Client B that
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the Supreme Coust of Missouri found
that the lJawyer reascnsbly should have
keovwn that CHent A’y judgent was
tmpaired and that hie could not give
knowing consent o sy Ganpaction
igvolving Client B.% “The client must
be of sufficiently seund mind fo assent
1o the conflict, to understend the con-
sequencas of cousent, and o exercise
judgment i the matter.”” The cltent
mrast not be unduly influenced by ag-
other peson® “Consent purpottedly
given by a client whom the lawver
should reascpably know Iacks capacity
1o give consent is inetfective.”™

‘There also may be situations whers
the lawyer simply cannor obtain -
formed consent booause, for example,
he cannot disclose information to one
chient because it is confidential infor-
mation the fawyer has obtaioed fom
wnokbser client, Rule 4.1.6{a) prohibit
lawyers from disclosing confidential
information of 2 cilent uxdess the client
gives informed consent, the Jsclosure
& imepliedly authorized, o it is pamit-
ted by Rule 4-1.6{0), If the lawyer
raust disclose confidential information
fromn Client A to Client B i opder for
Chient 3 to have sdequale informa.
tion 1o decide whetler fo cottsent to
the conflici, the lawyer will have to
obtain Client A's informed consant 1o
disciose thit confidestial informostion,
per Rule 4-3.608), Again, the lawyer
wondd have to fully disclose fo Cliest
Acali the material risks of and reasos.
shie alternatives fo that disclosure by
Client A of confidentia! information fo
Chient B

Figally, if's Inwyer does jump all the
Ingrdies and obtain laflrmed consent
to u conflict of interest, dut infonmed
consent must be confirmed in writing,
“Coafirmed in writltg,” wheit used in

Exhibit 3 - Page3 of 3

reference to the informed cotisent of &
person, denotes informed consent thet
i griven in writing by the person or 8
writing that a lawywr peotaptly ttans.
mits to the person confirming au oral
informed consent.™*

While it might secm easier to skip
gver the mere involved steps and go
straight to seeking inforrond consent
10 & conflict of interest, the analysis
cagnot start there, Attorneys must first
anatyze the facts of the cuse and the
natire of the representation to defer-
mine, objectively, whether they will be
able to pive impartial and candid ad-
vice fo both chients, and to advance the
interests of both elepts. I the conflicy
i consentable, that prior thorough
analysis of the requiresnents in Rule
41,70y will better equip attomeys
1o muke the disciogures necessary to
abtain wruly informed conserd.

Many tools are uvaiiable to help
tawyers analyze potential vontlicts.
Rule 4.1.7 and s cormnents provide
pelpfil and rather sxtensive guidance.
Bowws concemed lawyers analyze
potential condticts by Tralastonm.
iy about all the things that could
go wrong in g jolnt representation.
Others take it & step Tunthey asd Yy o
cousider all the arpuments o plaiatifs
malpractice etiomey reasonably could
make in & case againgt them. Others
seek advice from their insrance car-
riecs risk msnagers and/or from the
{egal Ethics Counsel. Whateves tools
sttormevs use, they should not assame
that consent cures aff s,
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3.} 1N THE 36TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, RIPLEY COUNTY, MISSOUR!

| pEvin s ey R——
SARAR MCFALL Invastigating Agency ORY: MOO 100
10 CRLAND AVE Warrant Number: 24RIARN-{ 84
BONPHAN, NG 53856 P ;
Offaree Cycin No. (OCH) gt Fie Shp)
Warrant for Arrest

(Yo Ay Pance OMicer in the Stete of Missour!:

mau&h‘

%9180 Burgleey 1xt Degree
57 mwmm Aot Trievingl Action:
S74 HT0004Y 200450920 Uil Fomsestion OF A Firesitr

{71 The court frther finds ressonable grounds 1 believe Detandant,
Wl ek ADDOEE O BININGNG;

nm&wm «ummmm

» cxiimw of vickencs,
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| Exhibit 4: Page 3 of 10
E) IN THE 36TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, RIPLEY COUNTY, MISSOURI

wm: Cued Numbar ZIRLCROETIYT

KACEY LEE PROCTOR
Detendants Narmel Alas{os i A Court ORE Humbaer: S0001G33)
 SARKRMCFALL nvestigating Agency ORY, MODE10100
' Warrant Number: 24RIARW-1TS
| 610 GRAND AVENUE i ;
DONIPHAN, WO 83035 MSHE Number:
m {Date Fiis Stamp}
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Exhibit 4: Page 4 of 10

f_ i 3 IN THE 36TH JUDICIAL CIRCUFT COURT, RIPLEY COUNTY, MISSOUR!

méé T*’”‘gm

o Division: " ICaw Number: 2iRICRIOST e
A% SWINDLE Ciffenme Cycle No. {OCN): N oIIRGY 12 PRIz oS
Typeof Bond: L] Unvecursd (ROR) L1 Cah  gioe
_ O om a ﬁw Surety sf‘éfé{? ;gggﬁmm*.zg
" Name, Address, Zip Code: Pond RIPLEY mw},ﬁé‘;,ﬁ
ARA RICE MCFALL .
16 GRAND AVE  Descripeon of Sesurtes {lfﬁpﬁ&uﬁk} g
DONIPHAN, MO, 63935 | $50.000,00 /S HUNTER HOLIDA BONDSMEN b
Sraremen P DOB: %mm -
AVI-SOB-2075 | ABEDBA434 OO 1586 Chveck if Surety Qualifications Flied
Nt Cowt Hewng (Do, Tawe, Diviskon) | CHARGES: ASSAULT-1ST DEGREE |
HAG21 @ 09:00 ARMED CRIMINAL ACTION %
Bowd
J
R0 A, 1 RS0 (AOND: Fof 2 R $3.08, 405 AT, S04 ATS, S IRRSMe
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————— L G

oesanr st Gncsa el v oweki MO ok

The undersigned as principal and surety agree to pay the State of Missouri ﬁn%m [ o0
mmmmmwwwmmﬂ out below,
Bowd conditions snd cossequences for failure 16 meet conditions:

Having been charged with/convicted of the criminal offense(s) shown above, the defendant hies posted this
band 1o be refeased from the sherifl*s cusiody.

The defendant is reguired t6 and agrees 10}
1. Anend sl court hearings a3 set by this cour or zny court to which this case I transferred or
appealed.
2. Submitto sy orders, judgments and sentenco of this court of any coust bearing this case.
3, Inform the court of mvy chenge of address.
8. Defendant shall 0ot tamper with a witness or victim nor aliow another person 1 tamper with &
withess or victin: on behall of the defendant a3 described on the reverse of this form,
b, Obey all laws,
: Dl !

1§ the above conditions sre followed, the defendant will be refeased froms this bond snd any cashor
securities deposited will be retumed fo the defendant or the assignes, Jess any fimes, court custs,
restitution, snd varicus other Foes which will be deducted from the cash bond béfore any money will
be refunded.

The defendant understands i the consequences for failure fo follow any of the above conditions are:
1. Ay cush or seeurities deposited with the court may be forfeited.

2. The defendant’s property may be sold 1o sollect the full amount of the bond.

3. The defendant's bond muy be revoked.

For persom: othar thas the defendant who post bond:

I now assume custody of the defendant. The defendunt will appear and sbice by the conditions as shown sbove.
if the defendae Tails @0 9o a0, | onderstand that 1 or the company 1 represent avast forfeit or pay the full miount of the
bond or i will be levied against my property or estste of the property of the compary | represent. 11 the bond

" conerns a cask oo appest from e Circuit Court, 1 irmevorably sppoint the Clerk of this Court end the Clerk of the
Apoeiiste Court 53 my wmmmofwmmpm&'mm-%m%m&tﬁsmﬁ
16 mctinng 2 bl bond xgent 0¥ geneea! bail bond agent, T sttest that | have no unsatisfied judgments sgainst me.

Whis posting & cash bound, xxy senvy deposited wilil be consblersd by the Cowrt s beioaging 15 the
defendant. Be advised fnes, Court conts, resfitution, und various other fees will be deducted frem the cask
bowtd Defore suy money will be refunded to the Gefenda.

OBCA M0y TRAG{BOND) 2 of2 Rishe 33,01, #91430, SPAAES, 315270 REMe

- i i TR SN ottt SRR NNt i
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Exhibit 4; Page 6 of 10

36" JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - RIPLEY COUNTY
CONFIDENTIAL CASE INFORAMATION SHEET

State v. Sara R, MeFall Filing Date: 11/03/2021
DEFENDANT INFORMATION |
Tast Name: McFail First Name: Sara Middle Name: R

Street Address: Grand -

City: Dotiphan State: MO Zip Code: 63935
"DOB: 08/06/1986 "SSN: 488-08-4554

Race: W Gender: ¥ Height: 5'04 Weight: 100 Hair: Eyes:

CHARGE INFORMATION ' -

‘ 24 HOUR HOLD: YES O T COURT APPEARANCE REQUIRED: YES L] NOLJ

[Count | - Assault 15{ Degree Or Attemp, F/B
 Count 11 - Armed Criminal Action, F/HJ
OCN:

BOND INFORMATION

Recommendation: 75k cash or surety

| Facts in support of recommendation:

Arrest Date:

Nature of charges / criminal history.

Submitted by: Paul . Oesterreicher Bar #: 29344
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Exhibit 4: Page 7 of 10

CZRG B. JETH MITHCIAL SIRCUIT Dt t0Nov-202Y

Repoet 26 viB.& BUTLER Tine: SILIEAM
DIRDUY COURT SOCKET SHEEY Page, 4

G continued from previous cage.

Aamem ahnaver 01 STV HARA 1 wror s L AR T e

Toud reviews Probation Violation Repcrn dated 7/28/14 and received by the Court 773014
and finds probable cause to issue capias warrant. SO ORDERED - Bond set at
{} 000.00 cash only. PO requests delayed action. When Defendant is in custody, case

T S T T T

e Limnaln 2 o srshation status bearing, Clerk to notify PA and Probation & Parole
Offics. So Ordered. MMP

Filed By: MICHAEL MARTIN PRITCHETT

31.Jul-2014  Warrant Issd- ProblParole Viol
Document I 14-BTPBR-150, for MCFALL, SARAR. , Bond Amount: 20,000.00, Bond
Text: CASH ONLY
Servica/Attempt Date: 01Aug-2014

01-Aug-2014 Warrant Served
Document 1D - 14.BTPBR-150; Served To - MCFALL, SARAR; Server - SO BUTLER
CO-POPLAR BLUFF; Served Date- 0+AUG-14; Served Time - 00:00:00; Service
Type - Sheriff Department, Reason Description - Served

04-Aug-2014 Probation Status Hrng Sched
Scheduled For: 05-Aug-2014; 9:01AM; MICHAEL MARTIN PRITCHETT, Setting: 0
Butier

JAIL
08-Aug-2014 Probation Status Hmg Held

Defendast appears in person and with PD Steven Lynxwiler. PA Kevin Barbour appears
tor State. Case continued for probation revocation status 0811 2/2014 @ 9:00 amMMPsit
Probation Status Hmyg Sched
Scheduted For: 12-Aug-2014; 8.01AM; MICHAEL MARTIN PRITCHETT, Setling: O,
Bytier
08-Aug-2014 Mot for Probation Revogation
Motian o Revoke Probation; Eiectronic Filing Cerntificate of Service.
Filed By: R. KEVIN BARBOUR
JudgeiClerk - Nots !
Court raviews Motion to Revoke Probation dated 81114, MMPfco
Filed By: MICHAEL MARTIN PRITCHETT
12-Aug-2014 Case Review Held

Case called. APA Oasterreicher appears. Defendant is in jail but was not brought over.
Attorney Tad Liszewski appears for Defenant. Case is set 08/19/14 at 9:00 am, for
probation status hearing. MMP
Probation Status Hrng Sched
gchedﬂied For: 19-Aug-2014; 8:01AM: MICHAEL MARTIN PRITCHETT, Setting: 0
uller
18-Aug-2014 Entry of Appearance Filed

Entry of Appearance; Electronic Filing Certificate of Semm
Filed By: KATHRYN ELIZABETH NEW
On Baehalt Of: SARA R MCFALL

19-Aug-2014 Hearing Held
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Exhibit 4: Page 8 of 10

Ropart: CIROCE wILD 3WTH ammuﬂ ?;i: ma
CIRCUHT COURT DOCKEY SHEEY Page: &
{4BT-CRO0765-01 ST V SARA R MCFALL , Security Level: 1 Public

23.Sep-2014 Def Advised under Rule 24.035
Filed By: MICHAEL MARTIN PRITCHETT
Order
Qrder for Transport
Financisl Documents Filed
150012015 Progress Report Filed
Sourt Report; judge sheet; Electronic Filing Certificate of Service.
Note to Clerk eFiling
18-0et-2015 Progress Repuri Fiiwa ,
Court reviews Court Report investipation dated 101152015, MMP
Filed By: MICHAEL MARTIN PRITCHETT
268-0¢ct-2015  Order for Release
S.5idn 217,362 Order of Release executed and filed. Defendant to be released on
probation 1¥3/15.  Clerk to furnish certified copies of COrder to Vicki Bealmear at
WERDCO, Prosecuting Attomey, and District 25 Office of Probation & Parole. So
Ordered, MMP
Filed By; MICHAEL MARTIN PRITCHETT
Order for Supsrvised Probation
RSMg 217,382 Order Following Completion of LTC Program executed and filed. Court
orders supervision of the Defendant by the Board of Probation and Parolz for = fomm il
years. Case set for payment review hearing 2/2/2016 at 8:00 a.m, Clerk to fumish:
certified copies of Order 1o Vicki Bealmear at WERDCC, PA, and District 25 Office of
Probation & Parcle, So Ordered. MMP
Fitad By: MICHAEL MARTIN PRITCHETT
Defendant Sentenced
120 ORDER OF RELEASE 7 YRS SE8 5 YRS SUPERVISED PROBATION
PA035/20.15 INEFFECT COUNSEL - No
Sentence Date: 28-Oct-2015 Sentenice:  incarceration DOC
27-0ct-2015 Payment Review Hrng Scheduled
28-0ct-2015 Judge/Clerk - Note
Order of Release faxed to WERDCC. dm
18-Dec-2018 Filing:
Probation Warrant filed. Bond set $20,000.00 cash only.
PEP information Report Filed
{}c;:;t reviews PAP Detainer Warrant issued 12/18/15 with $20,000.00 cash only bond,
KAME
Filed By: MICHAEL MARTIN PRITCHETT
Crimiinal Setting Scheduted

Scheduled For: 22-Dec-2015; 8:00 AM; MICHAEL MARTIN PRITCHETT, Setting: O,
Butler

24-Dec-2015 Probation Violation Filed
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Exhibit 4: Page 9 of 10

CIRe MTH SUDICIAL LIRGUT Oabic 10-Mocr001
Fuport Canezé vido e Tows $2850ane
GRCUT COURT DOCKET SHEET Page: ¥
T4BT-CROOT45-01 ST\ eaBa p aanEats o Racurity Level: ¢ Public
Viala
Note t

22-De6-2015 Hearing Heid .
Dett in person, PA Barbour; case vontinued'to 1272915 for probation revocation status.
MMP g -

Soheduled For: 22.Dec-2015; :00 AM; MICHAEL MARTIN PRITCHETT, Setting: 0:

Probuation Status Hrng Sched
Scheduled For: 29-Dec-2015; 9:60 A, MICHAEL MARTIN PRITCHETT: Satting: 0:
Butier '
23-Dec-2015 Ordar .
Court reviews Probation Viokation Report dated 12/18/15 and received by the Court
12/22/15 and finds probable cause to iesuB capias warrant, S0 ORDERED - Bord set at
$20,000.00 cash only, Case curently set for probation revocation hearing on 1212015,
Clerk to notify PA and Prabation & Paroje office. 8o Ordered. MMP
Filed By: MICHAEL MARTIN PRITCHETT
Warrant Issd- ProbiParole Viol -
Document ID: 15-BTPBR-268, for MCFALL, SARAR. , Bond Amount: 20,000.00, Bong
Text: CASH ONLY .
Service/Attempt Date: 28-Dec.2015
Notice
Mot for Probation Revocation
Muotion to Ravoke Probation.
Filed By: R. KEVIN BARBOUR
Judge/Clerk - Note o
Court reviews Motion To Revoke Probation dated 12/23/15. MMP
Fited By: MICHAEL MARTIN PRITCHETT
28-Dec-2015 Warrant Served _
Document iD - 15-BTPBR-286; Served To«MCFALL, SARAR; Server- 50 BUTLER
CQO-POPLAR BLUFF: Served Date - 28-DEC-15; Served Time - 00:00:00; Service
Type - Sheriff Department: Reason Description - Served
29-Dec-2016 Hearing Held
e . Oiale Sy ADA Payl Oesterreicher, Defendant in person {ncustody) with P~
Adar Cartwright who enters appearance. {ase reset for probation revoeation hearing on
O¥12116 @ 1pm. MMPIdy .
gggaum For: 20-Dec-2015; 9:00 AM:; MIGHAEL MARTIN PRITCHETT Setting: o
Probation Vioi Hrng Scheduled o
mulw For: 12.Jan2018; 1:00 PM; MICHAEL MARTIN PRITCHETT; Setting: 0:

e
30-Dec-2015 Entry of Appearance Filed
Entry of Agpearance; Electronic Fiiing Certificate of Service.

¥
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o Exhibit4 Page 10 of' 10
GH, IN THE 36TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, RIPLEY COUNTY, MISSOURE
 Juddge or Diviston: Case Number: 21RI-CRO0E79.01
KACEY LEE PROGTOR RN
Tfendants Name/Aliasies fAddress: Court OR! Number. MOG§10334
zggamm investigaling Agency ORL MOOF10100
615 éws AVENUE Warrant Number: 24-RIARW-178 J W
BONIPHAN, MO B3935 SHP Number: AR EARTER
"Otterise Cyde No. (OGN} DCOD2338 (Date Fre Siangs
Warrant for Arrest

"o Any Peace Officer in the State of Missouri:

This court hraving found probable cause that an offense has been committed commands you 1o arrest the above-nammed
defendant who is charged with: .

66605 2-00TYZ20201300.0 Assault - 2nd Degres : - Felany D W0-0C0T2024

alleged to have been committed within the jurisdiction of this court and in viclation of the laws of the state of Missourt.
You are hurther comenanded to bring Defentiant before this court forthwith, i person, or by interactive vided fachnalogy.

] The court further finds reasonable grounds to believe Defendant,
wilt not appear on summons;
is a danger to the crime vidim, the community o another person.
i Defendant is charged with any of {he following and is a concealed cany permit holder, Defendant shall surrersher _
| hisdher permit to the sarving officer to be forwarded with the retum of this warrant to the court.
. Any fslony, :
Any misdemeanot involving expiosive weapons, firearms, fireanm silencer or gas guns; i
Any misdemeancy offense jovolving & trime of viclence;
Any misdemeanor offense involving possession or abuse of a conteolled substance, or prios or persistent DW
alcohol or drugs: or
5, A fugitive from justice or charged by Information or indiciment in any uther state of any similar offense described
in the above parsgraphs B,
Bond Setat: § 2200060 Bond Conditions: CASH ONLY
Furiiter information:
Tha officer serving thie warrant shall execute in writing & retum on

oo tr

107224
Sate
Officer's Return
| certify that | served this wamant In (CountyiCity of 81 Louwis), MO, o fumtyl,
by arresiing the abova-named defendant and bringing himier before the gourt on {Aate).

Offasse Cycle Number (OGN} if not indicated ¥bave
{1 Detendanty penmit surmendsred for conoealed carry suspension and fs attached.

Bheritls Fees

Foas §_ A Rerver By

Mieage o e e @3 pegr e}

Yotat § THie Agency L)

BIRC (0725 CRIGU (ARWA) 1 {2RLCRO0E?S-01) BOR 2189, 21.04, 21.06, 22032205 671.10%, 671,104 REMs
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IN THE 36th JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT OF RIPLEY COUNTY,

STATE OF MISSOURI

STATE OF MISSOURI, 3
Plaintiff, )

}  Cause Nos.: 24RI-CR00308-1 &
v, ) 21RI-CRO0579-01

)
SARA RICE MCFALL, y  Division I (Criminal Division)
Defendant. )

AFFIDAVIT OF FACTS AND DEMAND FOR ACCOUNTABILITY BY THE STATE OF MISSOURI

Affiant: Sara Rice McFail

Incarcerated at:

RIPLEY COUNTY DETENTION CENTER {See attached Exhibit 1)
301 LAFAYETTE ST., DONIPHAN MO 63935

Novernber 4, 2024

Statement of Facts:

1. Denial of Defendant’s Right to Self-Representation and Document Fiting:

On November 4, 2024, i, Sara Rice McFall, in shackies, attempted to file court documents that
included documents on October 29, 2024 that were also refused, for Case Nos. 24RI-CRO0308,
24RI-CROG308-1, 21RI-CRO0579, and 21RI-CROO575-01. My purpose was to formally discharge my
appointed Public Defender, Jordan Michael Cantoni, from the 36th Judicial Circuit Public
Defender's Office {Public Defender’'s Office, 2323 North Main 5t, Poplar Btuff, MO 63501), and
assert my constitutional right to seif-representation. The practice of Law CAN NOT be licensed
by any state/State. (Schware v, Board of Examiners, 353 U.5. 238, 239) The practice of Law is
AN QCCUPATION OF COMMON RIGHT (Sims v. Aherns, 271 5.W. 720 {1925)}

Judge’s Obstruction of Defendant’s Rights in Open Court:

Judge Kacey Lee Proctor, presiding over the case, refused to sllow me to file my documents or
discharge my appeinted attorney. instead, Judge Practor instructed that | “wait and let {my] new
attorney fire the Public Defender and file the documents,” This obstruction is a direct violation of

my right to self-representation and infringes upon due process as guaranteed by the U.S. and
Missouri Constitutions.

Viotation of Constitutional Rights to Due Process and Self-Representation:
According to Missouri Canstitution, Art. {, 5ec, 10, "no person shall be deprived of life, liberty, or
property without due process of faw.” The refusal to altow me to exercise my right to represent

myself and manage my own defense denies me the fair process due to me under hoth state and
federal law.

Confiict of interest in Representation:

Public Defender Jjordan Michael Cantoni previously represented my twin sister, Megan McFall, in
related cases {Nos. 24RI-CROD308, 24RI-CRO0308-1, 21RI-CRO0579, and 21RI-CROD579-01), raising
a significant conflict of interest under RSMo Section 600,042, Appointed counsel must operate
without conflicts of interest that could jeopardize fair representation. The fack of
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immiediate corrective action in m casz calls into question the integrity of the representation
provided.

. Lack of Accountablity for judicial Misconduct:

Missouri law and the U.5. Constitution protect agalnst arbitrary judicial dacisions that infringe
upon due process and constitutional rights {See U.5. Const. Amendrments Vi, XV} The actions of
judge Proctor, In denying my right to self-representation, warrant nvestigation under federal
crintinal statutes that protect citizens from deprivation of rights under color of law {18 LS. B
242},

. Criminal Complaint and Violation of Civil Rights:

Pursuant to 18 UL5.5, § 241, any perscn who ¢onspires to “injure, oporess, threaten, or
intimidate” In viclation of constitutional rights i subject to federal prosecution. The denial of
my tights in open court and the hindrance to file my own defense documents demonstrate a
clear disregard for these protections and constitute grounds for & ¢riminal comuplaint against
those obstructing my constitutional rights.

. Unconstitutional Demand for Payment in Unbacked Federal Reserve Notes aka “CASH” and

immediate Grounds for Release:

Furthermore, the STATE OF MISSOUR's reliance on Federal Reserve Notes [FRNs) as ‘cash’ for
fines, bail, bonds, fees, or any alleged deht obligations in Cases 24RI-CROD308, 24Ri-CRU0308-1,
21R1-CRO0S79, and 21RI-CROD579-01 is fundamentally lawed and constitutionally
impermissible. Under Articie 1, Section 10 of the United States Constitution, ‘No State shail...
make any Thing but gold and stiver Coin a Tenger In Payment of Debts.' FEDERAL RESERVE
NOTES, as defined in 1B U.S.C. § 8, constitute debt obligations and lack the status of lawful
maney, Singe FRNS are classified as private credit instruments rather than legat tender, thelr
enfarcemnent constitutes an unfawful extension of credit by coerclve means, akin to the
prohibition descried in 18 UL.5.C. § 894, This code explicitly criminalizes the collection of debt
through extortionate means. By imposing ball and fines In a form of ‘currency’ not recognized as
tawful monay, the STATE OF MISSOUR Is acting outside its constitutional suthority and

sffectively attempting 1o enfarce debt peonage, thereby mandating my immediate release and
dismissal of all charges against me.

Relief Requested:

. immediate Action and investigation by the State of Missourl:

t, the undersigned Affiant, respectfully demand that the State of Missowr! aliow me to exerciss
my sonstitutions! right to self-reprasentation, file documents independently, and proceed
without Public Defender represertaiion. | also call for an impartisl investigation into the
handiing of my case, perticalarly the conduct of JUDGE KACEY LEE PROCTOR, and the Public
Defender JORDAN MICHAEL CANTONI {o ensure zdherence to both Missourt snd federst law.

. Recegnition and Valldation of Filad Documants:

{ request that all documents | attemuted to file on November 4, 2024, be recognized ard treated
33 valld submissions 1o the court records for Case Nos, ZaRFCROGI0S, 24RI-CRO0308-1, 21RF
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CROG579, and Z1IRHCROOS79-01, as these documents were antewfully refused by the presiding
jutdge.

3. Acgountabliity for Violations of Constitutional Rights:
 request an investigation into the actions of eii parties invoived In denying my constitationy
rights including, bt not limited to October 29, 2024 and November 4, 2024, with socountabifity
enforced as required by law, and for ali relevant authorities to recognize that these actions may
constitute a crimine! victatlon under 18 U.S.C, §§ 241 and 242,

Affirrnation:

I, Sara Rice McFall, afflrm under penalty of perjury that the facts stated in this affidavit are true and
correct to the best of my knowledge,

Statement of Facts:
Refusal to Allow Defendant’s Self-Representation Between Counsel and Dagument Filings:

On November 4, 2024, the Defendant, Sara Rice McFall, in shackles, stterapted to file several court
documents into Case Nos, 24R1-CRO0308, 24R1-CRO0308-1 and ZIR-CROOS 72, 21R-CRO0S79-01 snd
raquesting formally to JUDGE CASEY LEE PROCTOR discharging her court-appointed Public Defender,
JORDAN MICHAEL CANTONY, of the 35th Judicial Circuit Puhlic Defender's Office {Public Defender’s
Office, 2323 North Main 58, Poplar Biuff, MQ 63801},

Iudge's Denist of Defondant’s Rights in Open Cowrt:

WIDGE KACEY LEE PROCTUR pregiding over the matter, openty refused Defendam Sara Rice McFall's
request 1o file her documents and discharge her appointed counsel, Instructing Instead to "walt end let
your new attorney fire your Pubiic Defender and file your documents.” This refusal violates her right to
self-representation and her dug process rights under Missourt and US. constitutions! law,

Witness to Court Proceedings:

These events were withessed and documernted by Notary Liss Xay Ball {Notary Address: 740 € Pine
Street, Poplar Bluff, MO 63935), who will attest as 3 withess to the accuracy of this account of the
tourtrapm procesdings.

Legal Basis and Violations CRed:
Right to Seif-Representation (Missourt and U5, Constitutionsh:
Missourt courts are required to uphold @ defendant’s constitutional right to selfrepresentation under

the Sixth Amendrment of the 1.8, Constitution, 5% well as under Missour! law, The refusal to allow the
Defendant to discharge har attorney and represent herself violates this fundamental right.

Due Process {Miissouri Constitution, Art. 1, Bill of Rights, Sec. 10, Due process of lawj:
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The actiotis of Judge Kacey Lee Proctor infringe upon the Defendant’s due process rights by denying her
the abikty to manage her defense and file motions independently. Missouri Constitution, Art. i, Sec. 30
guarantees that “no person shall be deprived of 1ife, liberty, or property without due process of law.”

Conflict of interest {RSMo Section 600.042}:

it is afieged in the filings that were denled by Judge Proctor on November 4% 2024 In open court that
the refusal to allow the Defendant to discharge her Public Defender raises Issues of conflict, as the
Public Defender, JORDAN MICHAEL CANTONI, previously reprasanted Defendant’s twin sister, Megan
McFall, in 2 related cases 24RI-CRO0308, 24R1-CRO0308-1, 21R1-CRO0579, and 21RI-CRO0579-01, Linder
RSMo Saction 600,042, appointed counsel shall act without conflicts of interest that compromise the
defendant’s represantation.

Statutory Requirement for Notary and Witness Auvthentication:

This affidavit by Sara Rice McFall) has been notarized by Lisa Kay Bali, in compliance with state
requirements, to authenticate the stated events and ensure the preservation of Defendant’s rlghts to
have her account of the court pracesdings documented.

Relief Requested:

immediate Action by the STATE OF MISSOURI, as Plaintiff, to investigate tself {which is a Conflict of
interest in of kself)

{, the undersigned Affiant, Sara Rice McFall®, respectiully demand that the State of Missour! tavestigate
Hself, whicls weuld be another conflict of interast, to ensure compliance with statutory and

constitutiona) requirements by aliowing the Defendant to discharge her appolnted Public Defender and
exercise her right 1o self-representation,

Recognition of Ail Filed Documents as Valid:

The Stats of Missourt is requested to recognize all documents atterptead to be filed by the Defendant on
Novermber 4, 2024, as valid submissions 1o the court records imto Case Numbers 24R-CRE0E0E, 2481
CROO308-1, Z1IRMCRODGTS, snd 2IRLCROQET9-01.

Investigation into Judicial Conduct:

| requast that an investigation be conducted into the actions of JUDGE KACEY LEE PROCTOR for alleged
misconduct in refusing the Defendant’s right to self-representation, to fire my court appointed sttorney
and 1o e documants into Case Numbers 24R-CROD308, 24RLCRO0308-1, 2IRL-CROOS7Y, and 21R3-
CRODS78-01 with accountability measurss as required by law.

Affirmation:

4, Sara Rice Morall, swear under penalty of periury that the facts stated In this affidavit agg true and
correct to the best of my knowiedge.

Goutdee S0P

Sara Rice Mokall Date: November 4, 2024
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Jurat Witness
Missouri State 3

388,
Ripley County 3

The foregoing document was acknowledged and affirmed for its slated purpose and autograph

affixed by Sara Rice McFatl©, a living woman, affirmed and known to me, on this 4th day of
November 2024,

NOTARY PUBLIC

My Commission Bxpires: 07:/24 18026 SEAL

TISA KAY BALL
Hotary Public, Motary Sesl
Staie of Missourt
Ripley Counity _
Commigsion # 22388902 :
WMy Commission Explres 07242026

The Certifving Notary is an independent contrantor and not a pearty 1o this claim. In fact,
the Cortitving Notary is 2 Federal Witness Pursuant to TITLE 18, PART 1, CHAPTER 73, SEC.
18512, Tampering with a whness, victim or an formant. The Certifying Notary also performs the
funetions of a guasi-Postal Inspector. Under the Homeland Security Act, by being compelied to
report any violation U.8. Posts! regubations as s Officer of the Executive Dupartment.
Intimidating a Notary Public under the Color of Law is u violation of Titke 18, U.B. Code, § 242,
titled “Deprivation RIGHTS under Color of law,” which primarily governs policy misconduct
investigations. The statute makes it a crime for any person acting under the Color of Law to
willfully deprive any individual residing in the United States and/or United Sates of Amerios
those rights protected by the Constitution or 1.8, laws.
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John R‘ A&hcmﬁ:
Secretary of State
CORPORATION DIVISION
CERTIFIC ATE QF NO RECORD

1 JOHN R ASHCROFT, Secretary c::f‘ Smm of the State of Missouri, do bereby certify:

that tb&m are no records in my office and i my: care and custody as the Secretary of
State which show that

RIPLEY COUNTY DETENTION CENTER
301 IAFAYETTE ST, DONIPHAN, M() 63935

is not, nor has ever been registered as a Foreign or Domestic Corporation, Foreign or
Domestic Limited Partnership, Foreign or Domestic Limited Liability Company,
Foreign or Domestic Limited Liability Partnership. Foreign or Domestic Limited
Liabitity Limited Parinership, under the Fictitious Name Act, or any other business
enlity tequired by law to file with the Sccretary of State,

IN TESTIMONY WHEREQF 1 hereunto set oy hand and

Eopause wbe afficed the GREAT SEAL of the Sue of

Missouri. Done at the City of Jefferson, this 21stdayv of
QC{:O%}GK 2024,

SR 430 NGV




