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When you can send me those
screenshots from today please

orr nental | am just

Might be old but

I'mnd 'S

Might be old but
I'm not dumb yeah

| Just wondering
 would you know if
international law
- trump's any
 federal, state or
 local law?
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I'll give you a call
this afternoon. |
was out recently.
I've received your
paperwork. | am
asking for a
competency
evaluation
tomorrow to have
a doctor r et with

@ [ Text me... ©
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kindly request for
a.contmuance to P
| give the %
2

prosecution at

2
%
 least 21 days to 2>
Va)

&

prove the evidence

upon the Brady ‘?5
request and | do %%
not consent to any 25
medical evaluation
N2
Textme.. @ {,
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Mr Harting, | have
asked, and the court
has ordered, a
competency
evaluation. It is
messages like these
that give me the
concern that you are
not able to proceed
with your case. This
Is not a medical
experiment. | have no
Idea what | ¥ ney you
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with your case. This
IS not a medical
experiment. | have no
idea what money you
are talking about. |
am a licensed

attorney in Virginia
and no where else. |
only practice in
Virginia. And no,
international law does
not apply here. -
Dave Walls
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VIRGINIA: IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE COUNTY OF WARREN

i

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA

. VS. DOCKET NUMBER: CR24000120-00

| DEAN FREDERICK HARTING, Defendant

WARREN COUNTY CIRCUIT COURT
WARREN COUNTY COURT HOUSE
1 EAST MAIN STREET

Qﬂ ﬁ&*‘{ FRONT ROYAL, VIRGINIA 22630
«arerE 8 DATE: JUNE 21, 2024

oy
Q.
h
O
[

The above-entitled matter came on to be hear
the purpose of HEARING at 9 o’clock, A.M.

BEFORE:
THE HONORARBRLE DARYIL L. FUNK
presiding
APPERRANCES:
FOR THE COMMOHNWEALTH BRIAN CAVE, ESQUIRE
PAGE COUNTY COMMONWEALTH'S ATINY.
116 SOUTH COURT STREET, SUITE D
LURAY, VIRGINIA 22835
FOR THE DEFENDANT DAVID WALLS, ESQUIRE
QFFICE OF THE PUBLIC DEFENDER
1516 N. SHENANDCAH AVENUE, SUITE A
FRONT ROYAL, VIRGINIA 22630
COURT REPORTER CBRA-ELIZABETH BROWN
Valley Reporting Agency
Linda Grimsley-Logan, R.P.R.
P. 0. Box 424

Front Royal, Virginia 22630

/) T ! (540) 635-8248
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+ % + PROCEEDINGS (IN PART) * ®

=4 e e R o con g DY REDY '3'4;'
{WHEREUPON, the Court Reporter was SWOTT. )

(WHEREUPON,
THE COURT: L is Commonwealth of Virginia
1 ; <48 4 193 0-00 Ar . Cave
versus Dean Frederick Harting, CR24-120-00. Mr. Lave

Mr., Walls

e
i

appears on behalf of Mr. Harting as... On behalf of the
Qffice of the Public Defender.

And, what are we going to do in this case
today? It is on to be set.

MR. WALLS: Your Honor, our Defense is asking
for a competency evaluation for Mr. Harting.

THE COURT: Alright. Let us see what we have
got going on here. Now, we have been on a couple times, but
nothing egregious. Any issue from the Commonwealth’s
perspective in that request?

MR. CKVE; No, Your Henor. In fact, based on

some of the correspondence I have received it is probably

.

goed.

THE COURT: Alright. Do we need ninety days
done? We have not had one in awhile.

MR. CAVE: I do not know what the time frame




i tg for thoge svaluations asver bere.

iy THE COURT: Alright, That [ usually what I...

roe f

Mr. Walls, you may be mo

Cat

4 taking these days.

g MR. WALLS: Usually, especially for the

& people that are out, I think they are a little less

¥ priority. I think ninety days would probably make the most
8 sense.

g THE COURT: Okay. If you find you need more
i0 time you can always submit an Agreed Order if vou would

11 like, Mr. Cave.

MR. CAVE: No problem.

fsh
o

THE COURT: Slash, Mr. Walls, obviously.

(]
Lat

MR. WALLS: Thank you, Your Honor.

ped
o

THE COURT: So, let us see. It would be

Jent
n

3

16  September. Let us not use probation day. And, you do not

17 ever have Friday court. So, whatever would work for you

18 right?
ig MR. CAVE: Regularly. So, Fridays would work

20 great.

N
faS

THE COURT: What about October 4" at 9.Q0

N
N

A.M.?

&g MR. CAVE: October 4'h7

: Lo
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some stuff going on in September.

p ! Pl “ : t
MR, CAVE: The Commonwealth can make tha

work. That is fine.

THE COURT: Mr. Walls?

Your Honor.

MR. WALLS: That is great,
THE COURT: Alright. That will give us plenty
of time, hopefully. October 4™ at 9:00 A.M. Alright. We
will have an Order.

MR. CAVE: Did I hear an affirmative waiver
of speedy, Your Honor?

THE COURT: Since he is arguably not
competent to stand trial how does he... I mean, there is a
statutory provision that deals with this request. So...

MR. CAVE: Just old habits when it comes to
continuances, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Yeah, I understand. That is
generally my position too, but that would directly fly
against what Mr. Walls believes is going.

MR. CAVE: I do not disagree.

THE COURT: Alright. We will have an Order.

Thank you all.

MR. CAVE: Thank you, Your Honor.



* % % CERTIFICATE * * *

\,,}

e 4 — 3 3 B £1
I, CARA-ELIZABETH BROWN, solemnly swear
: : AL 4 ipcidents of triail
T have truly taken down Lhe evidence and incid 8

, . : : R . £ owledge
in the aforementioned hearing to the best of my knowie

and ability. ,ﬁ}
.

Given under my hand, this the wai_ ~ day

| of \;kau\\ ¢ 2UTH. :
. O
(i?UdﬁL EZZLLQAD%Qth (ng’BLLN

CARA-ELIZABETH BROWYN, COURT REPCRIER
"\“
/ z,buév

iy LINDA GRIMSLEY-LOGAN, solemnly swear

# * * CERTIFICATE * * *

that I have truly transcribed, under my direction, the
evidence and incidents of trial in the aforementioned
hearing to the best of my knowledge and abllltyq“\

Given under my hand, this the _&&E:; day of

g &(,Qi;a;@ -~ (Me
] o 7

LINDA GRIMSLEY-LOGAN, COUR%“;%?ORTER

e 2024.

Valley Reporting Agency
Linda Grimsley-Logan, R.P.RR.

P. O, Box 424

Pront Roval, Virginia 22630 G f ;’ {540} 635-8248



| VIRGINIA: 1IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE COUNTY OF WARREN

S P AT e A T
IR TR o

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA

Vs DOCKET NUMBER: CR24000120-00

DEAN FREDERICK HARTING, Defendant

WARREN COUNTY CIRCUIT QCGRT
WARREN COUNTY COURT HOUSE

; e | 1 EAST MAIN STREET :
: Op‘@* FRONT ROYAT, VIRGINIA 22630

DATE: JUNE 21, 2024

o ¥ § s e
The above-~entitled matter came on to be heard for
the purpose of HEARING at 9 o'clock, A.M.

BEFORE:
THE HONORABLE DARYL L. FUNK
presiding
APPEARANCES :
. FOR THE COMMONWEALTH BRIAN CAVE, ESQUIRE
PAGE COUNTY COMMONWEALTH’S ATTNY.
116 SOUTH COURT STREET, SUITE D
LURAY, VIRGINIA 22835
FOR THE DEFENDANT DAVID WALLS, ESQUIRE
OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC DEFENDER
1516 N. SHENANDOAH AVENUE, SUITE A
FRONT ROYAL, VIRGINIA 22630
- COURT REPORTER CARA~ELIZABETH BROWN
Valley Reporting Agency
Linda Grimsley-Logan, RP.R.
P. 0. Box 424
Front Royal, Virginia 22630 { | E (540) 635.8248
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# % % PROCREDINGS * * ¥
(WHERRBUPON, the Court Reporier was Avorn.l
(WHEREUPON,

PUHE COURT: 1t ia Commonwealth of Virginia

Caye

versus Dean Frederick Harting, CRZ24-17 .
appears as Special Prosecutor from Page County. Mr. Wallis

£ gy
{‘},{, &, :‘

appears on behalf of Mr. Harting as... On behalf
Office of the Public Defender.

And, what are we going to do in this case

is on to be set.

&
0
{1
w
by
L%
st
rt

MR. WALLS: Your Honor, our Defense 1s agking
for a competency evaluation for Mr. Harting.

THE DEFENDANT: No. No. No. I am not doing

that.

THE COURT: Alright. Let us see what we have
got going on here. Now, we have been on a couple times, but
nothing egregious. Any issue from the Commonwealth’s
perspective in that reguest?

MR. CAVE: No, Your Honor. In fact, based on
some of the correspondence I have received it is probably
good.

THE COURT: Alright. Do we need ninety days

to get that done? We have not had one in awhile.

M
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MR. CAVE: [ do not know what the time frame

for those evaluations over here,

frt
]

PHE COURT: Alright. That 1 usually what T...

o

Mr. Walls, you may be more familiar than 1 amn what it is

taking these days.
MR. WALLS: Usually, especially for the

w

people that are out, I think they are a little less

=

o
[
£F

priority. I think ninety days would probably make the
sense.

THE COURT: Okay. If you find you need more
time you can always submit an Agreed Order if you would
like, Mr. Cave.

MR. CAVE: No problem.

THE COURT: Slash, Mr. Walls, obviously.

MR. WALLS: Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: So, let us see. It would be
September. Let us not use probation day. And, vyou do not

ever have Friday court. So, whatever would work for you

right?

MR. CAVE: Regularly. So, Fridays would work
great.

THE COURT: What about October 4 at 9:00
oM.z
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MR. CAVE: October 4'%7
TUE OCOURT: It is A bit further, but there is

o

some stuff going on in September.

MR. CAVE: The Commonwealth can make that
work. That is fine.

THE COURT: Mr. Walls?

MR. WALLS: That is great, Your Henor.

THE COURT: Alright. That will give us plenty
of time, hopefully. October 4" at 9:00 A.M. Alright. We
will have an Order.

MR. CAVE: Did I hear an affirmative waiver
of speedy, Your Honor?

THE COURT: Since he is arguably not
competent to stand trial how does he... I mean, there is a
statutory provision that deals with this reguest. So...

MR. CAVE: Just old habits when it comes to
continuances, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Yeah, I understand. That is
generally my position too, but that would directly fly
against what Mr. Walls believes is going.

MR. CAVE: I do not disagree.

THE COURT: Alright. We will have an Order.

Thank you all. / égf
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w * % CERTIFICATE * * *

I, CARA-ELIZABETH BROWN, solemnly swear that
I have truly taken down the evidence and incidents of trial
in the aforementioned hearing to the best of my knowledge

and ability. 3{}

Given under my hand, this the MMéé?}dm day

k"-’ 3

2 A g\; R
1 v(ﬁ?@& 2.@5\@ {/;'3{,3 L g‘x%%\%@\:

ARA-ELIZABETH BRD?N, OURT REPORTER

i

o

-~

O

¥ % ¥ DERTIVICATRE * * =
i 3 LINDA GRIMSLEY-LOGAN, solemnly swear
that I have truly transcribed, under my direction, the
evidence and incidents of trial in the aforementioned
hearing to the best of my knowledge and ability.

Given under my hand, this the EEQ', day of

V)?ill% , 2028,
.

o e
LINDA GRI COURE_REPORTER

¢ Valley Reporting Agency
Linda Grimsley-Logan, R.P.R.

P. 0. Box 424
Front Royal, Virginia 22630 %7{{/ é {540) 635-8248



According to Article VI, Section 2 of the United States Constitution, “This Constitution, and the Laws
of the United States which shall be made in Pursuance thereof; and all Treaties made, or which shall be
made, under the Authority of the United States, shall be the supreme Law of the Land; and the Judges
in every State shall be bound thereby, any Thing in the Constitution or Laws of any State to the
Contrary notwithstanding.”

us supreme court case 18-748 December 4, 2108

n.

it is mandated only to the provisions of the constitution
and statutes of the Commonwealth of Virginia and
Stafford County that were presented in support of the
Respondent's position. App. 9, 10.

On February 28, 2018 the Petitioner submitted a
Motion to Reconsider which objected to the February
21, 2018 Final Order. The Motion expressed how the
court failed to require the Respondent to submit
evidence to prove that the Petitioner's political status
(nationality) was false, untrue or invalid. App. 15. The
Motion expressed that by the court failing to recognize
the authority of the Petitioner's nation state and of the
rights secured to the Petitioner under the Constitution
and Laws of his nation State also violates the
Petitioner's secured rights under the United States
Constitution and Laws. It further expressed how by the
court ignoring the Petitioner's nationality caused the
court to subject the Petitioner and his nation State to
servitude under the Commonwealth of Virginia. App.
16. On March 9, 2018 the Circuit Court denied
granting a hearing on the Motion to Reconsider without
giving an opinion or providing finding of facts or
conclusion of law. App. 3, 4.

The Petitioner then filed a Petition for Appeal in the
Supreme Court of Virginia. In the Petitioner's
argument he expressed that based upon the
Constitution, Laws and ratified Treaties of the United
States that the Circuit Court does have the power and
granted jurisdiction to recognize the authority of the
Petitioner's nation State for the purpose of securing
certain rights invoked by the Petitioner and for the
purpose of fulfilling certain international obligations
under the ICCPR. On August 30, 2018 the Petitioner

7

was permitted to argue the reason(s) why the Supreme
Court of Virginia should take up the case. The
Petitioner expressed: (1) the obligations that the
United States and the Commonwealth / State of

Virginia have under the ICCPR, (2) expressed that the
ratification of the ICCPR and the obligations and

duties that come with its ratification grants at the very

T



least the jurisdiction to the said courts to recognize the
authority of USAR so that the court may ensure that
the Commonwealth / State of Virginia fulfills its
obligations and duties under the ICCPR, and

(3) expressed that the right to self-determination is
recognized under the ICCPR and that the "authority"”

of USAR represents the delegate powers of the Moorish
American Nationals of which power, in part, represents
the fundamental rights of each individual National
citizen of USAR as well as their collective right to self-
determination. The Petitioner also expressed that if the
Circuit Court did not truly have the jurisdiction then
the Supreme Court of Virginia does pursuant to Article
VI, Section 1, Clause 2 of the Constitution of Virginia.
On September 18, 2018 the Supreme Court of Virginia
entered its Final Order which refused the Petition for
Appeal which held that there is no reversible error in
the judgment complained of. The Final Order was
given without an opinion or finding of facts and
conclusion of law. App. 1, 2.
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