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LINDSEY-FLANIGAN COURTHOUSE, 520 West Colfax Avenue, Denver, Colorado 80204

An {8 US.C. § 4 Mixed War Affiduyit to JAG OfMicers: |COMMERCIAL AFFIDAVIT — NOTICE OF INTEREST]
The issue of this Notice: Crimlnnl alignrehy acting in treason to the U.S, Milltary Selective Service onth,
Donald Trump, U.S. Presiden, 1600 Pennsylvanin Ave., Washington, DC 20500

Secretary of Defense, 1000 Defense Pentagon, Washington, DC 20301-1000

U.S. Navy, OJAG, 1322 Patterson Ave., Suite 3000 Washington Navy Yard, DC 20374 - 5066

U.S. Navy, Staff Judge Advocate's Office, Larson Hall Annapolis, MD 21402 ~ 0000

U.S. Army, OSJA - Criminal Law, 9990 Belvoir Drive, Building 257, Fort Belyoir, VA 22060

U.S. Army, JAG, Building 6222, 1633 Mekong St., Fort Carson, CO 80913

U.S. Air Force, Buckley AFB, 460 SW/A, 510 S, Aspen Street, Suite 230, Buckley, AFB, CO 8001}

U.S. Marine Corps Farces Reserve, Augment, Reinforce, Suppon, 2000 Opelousas Ave., New Orleans, LA 701 14

THE PEOPLE [THE OFFICIALS]

OF THE STATE OF COLORADO , Case No, [7CR10088, [I7CR10087) (GJ case No.: 16CROD1)

Plaintiff, [18 U.S.C. § 1621] COMMERCIAL AFFIDAVIT - NOTICE OF INTEREST
For a three week (21 day) statutory grace period

V. for exhausting any commercial remedies.

Laurence R. Goodman, P.0, Box 3792, Boulder, Calorado 80307
and [Steve Byfield, U.S. Navy, honorably discharged in 1980, domestically still active.)
Deflendant.

[OFFICIAL] PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF COLORADO
The Mixed War belligerents {(combatants),
The Mixed War Offensive Declarant Partics Robent S. Shapiro, et al.,

Michael Spear, et al,
2

Laurence R, Gaodman,

and (Steve Byfield, U.S. Navy, honorably discharged in 1980, domestically still active.]

The Mixed War belligerents {combatants) common citizens

Mixed War Defensive Party

Defending the Constitution for the United States of America against all enemies foreign and domestic

This is not in o court jurisdiction; it is currently a Military tmperative!
Laurence R, Goodman,
and [Steve Byfield, U.S. Navy, honorably discharged in 1980, domestically stil] active.]
The Mixed War belligerents (combatants) common citizens
Third party counler plnintifTs
Defending the Constitution for the United States of America
against all enemics forelgn and domestic,

V.

[OFFICIAL} PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Mixed War belligerents

Mixed War declarant third parties including Deputy Attomey General, Robert Shapiro, “Esq. nobility class™, U.S, Armmy
Intelligence, who by declaring himself 1o be o member of the nobility class BAR Registration No. 26869, is deliberately
violating the Constitution for the United Siates of Americn and military Selective Setvice oath by failing to defend the
Constilution for the United States of Americn against all enemics foreign and domestic.

State of Colorado )
County of Denver ) ss.

1, Lourence R. Goodman, ong of the common People of Colorado, a defendant, and n third parly counter plaintiff,
and on the other side the commercin] Enterprise known as [OFFICIAL} PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF COLORADQ, cannot
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proceed any further with Case No,) 7CR 10088, [et, AL, withouta response 1o the following [COMMERCIAL AFEIDAVIT
=NOTICE OF INTEREST] und counter clalms:

Gaodman and all the common People of Colorado have been denied a sepublican due process form of law,
government resulting In a loss of constitutionnlly protected righls, liberty, and properly to a criminal oligarchy [the BAR
Association nobility], which has infiltrated nll branches of the enterprise known as the Colorado State Govemnment. It is (he
duly of the common People of Calorado under 18 U.S.C. § 4 (misprisian of felony) to report all crimes cognizable under the
laws of the United Siales of Americn.

M, Rabert Shapira “Esq. nobility class”, BAR Registration No, 26869, who was a U.S. Army Intelligence Officer,
has presumably taken the Selective Service oath to defend the Constitution for the United States of America against all
enemies foreign and domestic under § U.S.C, § 3331, an outh to serve the public, by public loyalty, and bonded by his life,
an oath which never cxp\ircs until the end of one’s life or the complete healing of his bottle injurles. By vintue of the nobility
clauses: Article I, Sec, 9, CI. 8, Adicle | Sec. 10, Cl. 1, and the original Amendment X!1| Constitution for the United States
of Amerlca (1819), Assistant Attorney General for Colorado, Shapiro has betrayed and is acting in treason against the
Constitulion by not henaring his said Selestive Service oath, and working for  state government not Joyal (o the Constitution
for the United States of America. See (Addendum 1), two pages®, :

Shopiro has violated his covenant oath with the Selective Service pursuant to the Uniform Code of Military Hustice]
found at 10 U.S.C, § 899 and is using military skills against the common People of Colorado, Shapiro has combined with
others to subject the common People of Colorado 1o a jurisdiction foreign fo the Constitution and unacknowledged by thelr
laws; giving liis consent to ather acts of pretended faw, (See Addendum I1), twa pages®. Additionally, Shapiro has utilized
FBI agents, other militaty personal wha violated their covenant Selective Service oath, and to nct in collusion with him to
inclte insurrection and to spy on the cammon People of Colarado, This included but was not limited to & Marshal Springer
former Lance Corporal, USMC and Keith Heavilin, also o former U.S, Army Intelligence Officer.

Shapiro is atlacking the common People of Colorade who are Irying to correct the officlal eriminal nctivity in
Colorado. Shuplro is treating the common People of Colorado as criminals, which is disgusting and dishonorable, by putting
them into jail for doing thelr civillan duty under title 18 U.S.C. § 4 (misprision of felony), Those common Peaple of
Colorado have not received one dime of poy and have spent much of their own savings-fighting this Mixed War, One of the
common People of Colordo Indicted for doing his duty under 18 U.S.C. § 4, defending the Constitution pursuant to his
Selective Service Oath is Steve Byfield. He was on nctjve duty in the U.S. Navy 1974-1980 serving aboord o guided missile
cruiser s a third class petty officer elecirician's mate in addition to serving on shore patrol when e was oversens, Steve
Byfield was sentence to 30 years in Fremont Correctional Facility in Colorado os a political prisaner under the puise of the
frivolous paperwork to prevent him from exposing the truth about the aloresaid eriminal aetivity.

The Indetment against nine of the common People of Colerado was frivolous because it violales the truth. See
{Addendum 1), two poges®,

CERTIFICATION

l, Laurence R, Goodman, certify and swear on my own Cammercial Linbility, that | have reed the foregoing
Instrument, titled COMMERCIAL AFFIDAVIT = NOTICE OF INTEREST, ond know the content thereof, and that, to the
best of my knowledue and belief, it is true, correct, complele, and not misleading, the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but
the truth. | reserve the right and duty to update and correct this instrument as needed,

IW./.Q‘ NI, 7%, make this clnim.
A . ' :
)@*"wu KW)W‘W M ﬁlr(’/té/

Witness 2~ /6~ 29| B Wimgss 93~ ~201%

LIRS o o
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Addendum I *~ Memorandum of Law
The Colorado State Racketing Enterprise

The History of the Colorado Enterprise
The origin of the Colorado Attorney System
The common People/publics’ legal documentary creations must be construed liberally because the
commion people are accustomed to using ordinary words from ordinary dictionaries. The common
People/public are not given a formal education in the government’s own self-created langunge' and self-
serving fantasies, fictions, and machinations, applied by the nobility class operating the judicial system.
To put it simply, the English attorney system is the foundation of the BAR assaciation. [British
Accreditation Registry], The BAR Assaciation is the British Labor Union of Law. [t is Great Britain's
method of controlling America from England. The Judges of the American courts are the labor union
bosses of the closed union shops (courts) of the American branch of the English BAR association, and the
American attorneys are the inferior judicial officers of the labor union shop (courts) of the American based

English BAR association. Attomneys that operate as public defenders are licensed operators in the clased

union shops, (courts). The legal system of the American BAR association is under absolute contral of the
Judges. If an attorney does not absolutely obey the orders of the judge, the judge can exercise his power to
take away his bar card, Simply put, if the common person on the street does not pay off ta the BAR
Association then that common citizen will be deprived of liis due process of law. That condition is a form
of racketeering, Therefore, the primary commercial racketeering Enterprise of the State of Colorado is a
BAR Association protection insurance racket Enterprise.

The origin attorney system

The so called “Colorado Nine™ have been accused of exercising or committing a racketeering
enterprise. The state of Colorado is engaged in a racketeering enterprise. The Calorado State enterprise
will now be described. Hereinafter, the Colorado State Enterprise will be referred to as “THE
ENTERPRISE". The foundation of THE ENTERPRISE was established in approximately 1190 AD. Of
course the State of Colorado was not in existence yet. To fully understand the foundation of THE
ENTERPRISE, it is necessary to reach back a bit further in time. Like all other enterprises, its purpose was
to provide money. This historical account will begin in old England. The Kings of England fought battles,
Their military were called knights. The care takers and shield bearers of the Knights were called Esquires,
A Knights allegiance to the King was rewarded in landed property, what is now called “real estate”. These
Knights were called land-lords. Serfs tilled the land and the Knights profited from their labor, This was
called the feudal system of England.
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The Kings’ necessity.

“Necessity is the mother of invention.” (Plato) The Kings needed 1o raise money for their armies
and their wars. The Jews of the time were a nomadic people. The Jews had been barred from owning real
property and barred from joining trade guilds. So to speak, the Jews carried their property on their back
and the tools of their trade in their brains, They became very clever with numbers, mathematics, and the
sciences. The Jews had remarkable street savvy and success in the subject of handling money as buankers,
The Jews had maney to offer upon which they charged and gained interest. In order for the King to borrow
the Jew' money, the King, had to come up with collateral, and that collateral consisted of real praperty,
land. In order to get money from these bankers the King had to tuke back property from the Knights. This
threatened to cause an upset in the social class structure of England. When property was transferred or
attorned from Knight to Knight, the class structure had to be protected by a ceremony. The property was
being turned aver attorned. The ceremony was called nttornment. The ceremony was conducted by an
Esquire also known as an attorney. The purpose of the attorney was to guarantee the class structure of
England, to keep the rich rich and make the poor poor. v

The process of using real property, land, as collateral to puarantee the ioaning of money, brought
the English feudal system to an end. In 1215 AD the Magna Carta was established. Even more important,
all of these events served to weld together, into one system of law, the common law of England and the
comnercial law of the Jews. By 1300 AD the kings thought they could do without the help of the Jews,
For a detailed history of this period from 1190 AD to 1300 AD refer to the Georgetown Law Journal at vol.
71, pes. 117910 1200, to an article titled “The Shetar's Effect on English Law — A Law of the Jews Becomes

the Law of the Land", authored by Judith A. Shapiro, & member of & famous family‘ of attorneys. The
figurehead that brought the Jews back into Europe was Mayer Amschel Rotchschild, who's famous quote

was, “Give me cantrol of a nation’s money and | care not who makes its Jaws.".

Bnrad ~AF"1
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Addendum II*

The Indictment agninst ninc of the common People of Colorado violntes the truth,

Due Process: “No State shall pass any law impairing the Obligation of Contracis” Article 1, Section 10, Clause 1,
of the Constitution for the United States of America,

A form of Qbligation of Contract for the collection of a debt stated on puper, is un Affidavil Involee called a Lien,
Sucls & Lien, under the conditions of Mixed War, or the deliberate inlent 1o avaid the payment of o debt, has the power ofa

Letter af Marque ond Reprisal, feally defined ns a letter to march or cross boundaries and (0 seize properly (1ake and retumn),
Therefore, “No State shall pass any Low impairing a Lien,"

Without Commercial AfTidavit Invoices/Liens, nations could not collect debts from each other without war,
Therefare, Internationnl Commercial Treaty Law mandates the continuity of the commercial collection process, which has,
at its very foundation, the Commercial Lien.

Commercial Liens and Commercinl Distresses are writings used to establish a citizen's reasonable right to act with
Legal Force, and to seize property, to satisfy commercial obligations, Commercial Liens and Commercial Distresses can
[pursuant to: 18 U.S.C. § 4 MANDITORY COMPLAINT and 42 U.S.C. § 1986 REASONABLE DILIGENCE] be lawfully
used by o private cltizen, or by a Public Minister, or by a Public Proxy, as weapons of self-defense and s weapons of Mixed
War against corrupt officers of the government. Therefore, Commercinl Liens ond Commercial Distresses are okin to
{irearms, and are guaranteed to the citizen as lawful remedies under Amendment [ of the Constitution for the United States
of Americg, Right to keep and bear Arms,

Robert Shapiro, posing as a state officer, and the Denver District Cour, have no commercinl jurisdiction over
Commercial Affidavit Liens, which arc filed pursuant to the 18 U.S.C. & 4 mandate to report violations of the Constitution
for the United States of America commitied by persons unlawfully posing as real public officials. Therefore, the Issues
relating 1o the said Commercial Licns, as filed in state courts are erroncous and fraudulent, snd must be dealt within a

commercial court which is functionally legitimately and harmonious with the Constitution for the Unites Stales of America

and the United Stntes Selective Service Oath to dufend that constitution,

The common People of Colorado are laying claim 1o the evidence of Shapire's foregoing said error of due pracess,
The indictment is constructed in o manner which is violation of the correct method of presenting the Nature and Cause of

the Accusations which Is guaranteed under the Amendment VI, Constitution for the United States of America. Shapiro’s
signature is illegible, the signature of o person who is arrogant and or docs not want (o accept responsibility for his action,
When there is anly one signature on a brief without any other witnesses, and that one signature is illegible, then the person
who signed it, and is commercially responsible for it cannot be identified with uny certainty, It has no commercial reality.
Additionally, the [ndiciment fails 1o tell the truth that the persans who are posing as public officials, who are
required to know the law, who were notified that they are not daing their jobs, and who are receiving payment for services
nat rendered, are committing embezzlement, fraud, and thefl, See reference to federal Case No, 1:17-cv-02151 below,
Shopiro cannot be trusted because he is acting In treason opainst his Selective Service Onth,
No one has swom ta the truth of the lndictment. Therefare, the entire lodietment is hearsay F.R.E. 801,
Shapiro signed the Indigtment for ulterior reasons; to make money; 1o satisfy the officials Shapiro worked with
rather than to fulfill his obligation to this nation's Constitution and the nations Selective Service Qath; to conceal the crimes

of ather Colorado Officials; nnd Shapiro’s retaliation far exposing those crimes 18 U.S.C. § 1513: and Shapiro is engaging
in human (mfficking of the common People of Colorudo in violation of 42 U.S.C. § 1994, 1B US.C. § 1581, B US.C. §
1589, 18 U.S.C § 241, 18 U.S.C § 242, 1BUS.C. § 4, 1B U.S.C. §3, 1BUS.C. §1622,and 18 U.S,C. § 1621,

Paoe 1 nF9
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By virtue of the following, Shapiro has no legitimate autharity to issue an Indictment against any of the common
People of Colorado: A PETITION FOR A WRIT OF MANDAMUS, WINFRED P. ADAMS, Major, USAF, Retired v,
GOVERNMENT OF THE STATE OF COLORADO, Case No, 1:17-cv-0215 1, filed in United States District Court in and
for the District of Colorado, on September 5, 2017. As n result, the GOVERNMENT OF THE STATE OF COLORADO
has acquiesced to the fact that there are no public officials lawfully holding public office in the State of Colorado,

Shapiro and the court have prevented me (Laurence R, Goodman A fTiant) {rom presenting information, arguments,
and filings in my own defense withaut the cansent of my attorney. Shapire and the person posing as a judge, Michael Spear,
In Deaver District Court Case No, [7CR10088 blocked all of my defense by imposing a motion in limine on me.  That

motion in limine s used by Shapiro and Spearas o wenpon against me and my first amendment guaraniees, which makes
it practically impossible for me to obiain g fair trial. 1 have been prevented from filing any affidavits on my own behalf, that
is a fine example of duress of thrent, and denied the means 1o Inspect discovery as a result the theft of privale propenty,

“The proseeutor's recent expunded use of the motion in limine to exclude an entice defense threntens traditional
cancepts af criminal trial practice, When the courts requires the defense to respand to the government's filing of such o
mation, it has already skewed the scales of justice by providing the prosceution with information on the defendant’s case in
advanee of trial and consequently lightening the prosecutions burden of proofat trial. At the same time, the requirement of
answering ta this motion subverts three crucial rights of criminal defendants: the right against self-inctimination, the right
to remain silent, and the right 1o be presumed innocent. When sucl motions are granted, a defendant’s right to present a full
defense becomes severely compromised. And in the context oftrinl by jury, the cffect of granting such a motion may be to
remave the determination of guill or innocence from the jury's hands. ... “but also becouse it suppresses evidence
concerning government policy that is essential 1o he cultivation of an informed citizeory. See Stanford Law Review, July
1987 val. 39 pg. 1271 an article titled THE MOTION IN LIMINE IN POLITICALLY SENSITIVE CASES:; SILENCING
THE DEFENDANT AT TRIAL authored by Douglus L. Calbert, i

A witness at a related trinl, Mareh 2018, Denver District Court, reported that one of Shapiro’s victims, an American

man named Bruce Doucelte nsked pointed questions and hypotheticals abaut the Seventh Amendment (the right to trinl by
jury). “Daes it not say that common law applies?" Doucetic asked the [FBI] agent, “No, that's n misinterpretation,” FB)
English replied on the stand. “Oh,” Doucette answered meekly, then stalled for more than o minute... “So if somebody

believes they have a constitutional right 1o do something, do you believe that they are committing a crime if they believe
they are following the constitution?* “There...could still be [eriminal] intent there,” [FBI Agent], English replied after
thinking a moment, FBI Agent English, expased the paramount conversion of law in one rather unintelligible word: whercby
the supreme faw of the land is now a formulated Jurisdictional nature process of ‘Substantive rights/duties’ nnd fts
hundmaiden of 'Procedures’.  An absolute defiance to the rules of the common law is o criminal, contemptible, insanity of
evil perversion, to a quasi 19 house rule game of chance.

Conclusion

The Constitution for the United Siates of America, was established a5 a commercinl contract with the world at

large, known as o Commercinl Treaty. It told, all the world, that the peaple of the United States of America would operale
as a vinble nation with full commercial respect for all of the other nations, in the conduct of intlerational business, and pay
its international trade debis 1o the ather nations of the world. But a nation of people who violate the Constitution, and allow
their leaders to vialate the Canstitution, will lose the economic benefits that the Constitution was designed to provide and
protect, and that nation will lose the respect of the world, and be overrun by the other nations.

Bana Y nifrn
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