
Jessie Alexia-Johnson Schell
57560 N AZ Highway 188

Payson, Arizona 85541

In The Matter of Jessie Alexia-Johnson Schell,

Before me, the undersigned authority, personally appeared Jessie Alexia-Johnson Schell, who
being by me duly sworn, deposed as follows: “I, Jessie Alexia-Johnson Schell, a woman and a
creation of God-Almighty, am over the age of consent, am of sound mind, and have personal
knowledge of the matters stated herein. I have created this Affidavit to establish the true facts of
this matter, because this matter lacks the standard of regularity. I declare under the penalty of
perjury by the laws of the United States of America, that I testify here, and will testify in open
court, that the facts stated herein are the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help
me God.”

AFFIDAVIT OF FACT

1.) I, Jessie Alexia-Johnson Schell, am before this Court by “Special Appearance”, without
waiving any rights, remedies, or defenses. I am not waiving defects of service, nor am I
submitting to jurisdiction of the Court or the alleged Plaintiff/Claimant/ Litigant, hereinafter
moving party, in this Color of Law action; as there is no evidence of the Court or the alleged
moving party, having personal and subject matter jurisdiction in this matter.

COLOR OF LAW. “The appearance or semblance, without the substance, of legal
right.” Black’s Law Dictionary 4th edition

2.) I reserve all of my God-given rights, waive no rights, which are secured by the Constitution
of Arizona and the Constitution of the United States of America, that binds both the Court and
the alleged moving party.

3.) I am a natural flesh and blood woman - not a legal person, corporation, citizen, subject,
resident, et al. “We the People”, as secured parties, are now under hardship by the B.A.R.
Associations as to legal disabilities due to discrimination and violation under their color of law. I
have been informed that this violation under their color of law violates criminal codes [“Title 18
U.S.C. Sections 241 - Conspiracy against rights, Title 18 U.S.C. 242 - Deprivation of rights
under color of law”], is also actionable as a [Title 42 U.S.C. Section 1983 - Civil action for
deprivation of rights”] and meets all of the elements of the Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt
Organizations Act.



PERSON. “In law, man and person are not exactly-synonymous terms. Any human being
is a man, whether he be a member of society or not, whatever may be the rank he holds, or
whatever may be his age, sex, &c. A person is a man considered according to the rank he holds
in society, with all the rights to which the place he holds entitles him, and the duties which it
imposes.” Bouvier Law Dictionary 1856

4.) The Constitutions do not grant me rights and privileges, they only secure my inherent
God-given unalienable rights, which have been enumerated in the Constitutions, and “excepted
out of the general powers of government and shall forever remain inviolate”.

Constitution of Arizona Article 2 § 2 Political power; purpose of government.
All political power is inherent in the people, and governments derive their just
powers from the consent of the governed, and are established to protect and
maintain individual rights.

Amendment 9- Other Rights Kept by the People.
The enumeration in the Constitution of certain rights shall not be construed to
deny or disparage others retained by the people.

5.) My rights do not come from “written instruments” or municipal corporations, which were
created by other men with rights equal to mine - but never greater. My rights come from God -
my Creator and are unalienable and indefeasible. Any party claiming otherwise will have to
make such a claim in an Affidavit and be prepared to support that Affidavit with testimony under
oath and under the penalty of perjury.

6.) Any claim that any written instrument or municipal corporation grants me rights and
privileges, 1) violates my religious freedom protected under the 1st Amendment; 2) constitutes a
violation of my privacy and a seizure of my rights which are my property, protected under the
4th Amendment; 3) constitutes deprivation of my life, liberty, and property, without due process
of law, protected under the 5th Amendment; 4) violates my right to confront my accuser and a
trial by Jury in any criminal matter, protected under the 6th Amendment; 5) violates my right to
live by the Common Law, to face my accuser, and a trial by jury in any civil matter, protected
under the 7th Amendment; 6) violates my God-give retained right to freely travel, protected
under the 9th Amendnent; and 7) violates my right to freedom and imposes indenturement and
slavery upon me, protected under the 13th Amendment to the united States Constitution for
America.

7.) Neither the State of Arizona - a Fiction of Law, not a real entity or  the Officer who initiated
this matter have standing to proceed with the court system's dispute resolution process; therefore



depriving the Court of subject matter jurisdiction. Pursuant to the Constitution for the United
States of America, Article IV, Section 1 - The Full Faith and Credit Clause: “In general, the
question of standing is distinguishable from that of subject matter jurisdiction. However, when a
statute creates a cause of action and designates who may sue, the issue of standing becomes
interwoven with that of subject matter jurisdiction”, Hill v. Divecchio, 425 Pa.Super. 355, 625
A.2d 642 (1993), alloc, denied, 538 Pa. 613, 645 A.2d 1316 (1994). “Standing then becomes a
jurisdictional prerequisite to an action”, Id. at 361, 625 A.2d at 645. “It is well-settled that the
question of subject matter jurisdiction may be raised at any time, by any party, or by the court
sua sponte”, Id. at 361 n. 3, 625 A.2d at 645 n. 3. “Prior to judicial resolution of a dispute, an
individual must as a threshold matter show that he has standing to bring the action”, Bergdoll v.
Kane, 557 Pa. 72, 731 A.2d 1261, 1268 (1999). “The traditional concept of standing focuses on
the idea that a person who is not adversely impacted by the matter he seeks to challenge does not
have standing to proceed with the court system's dispute resolution process”, See William Penn
Parking Garage v. City of Pittsburgh, 464 Pa. 168, 346 A.2d

8.) The citation/summons is filed in the name of a Fictitious moving party doing business as the
State of Arizona, Dun & Bradstreet Number 072459266, by some unknown party to me, as no
one claiming to be the moving party has provided me an Affidavit or testified to anything in this
Matter.

9.) Filing an action against I, - a man, in the name of a Fictitious moving party is a sanctionable
offense, and I’m certain that it constitutes criminal fraud, as no party can enforce the rights or
claims of another party, especially when the other party is a Fiction of Law that exists only on
paper.

10.) I am not, and cannot, be the Defendant in this matter, as there is no real Adversary opposing
me, because the alleged moving party, the State of Arizona, is a Fictitious moving party. No one
has authority to arbitrarily change my Status to a Defendant, without a verified complaint, first,
being filed against me by a moving party with standing in the matter, and proper Service of
Process provided to me; especially when the alleged moving party is a Fiction of Law, existing
only on paper.

“As a general principal, standing to invoke the judicial process requires an actual
justiciable controversy as to which the complainant has a real interest in the ultimate
adjudication because he or she has either suffered or is about to suffer an injury.”
People v. Superior Court, 126 Cal.Rptr.2d 793



“In every criminal trial, the prosecution must prove the Corpus Delicti, or the body of the
crime itself-i.e., the fact of injury, loss or harm, and the existence of a criminal agency as
as its cause.” People v. Sapp 73 P. 3d 433, 467 (cal. 2003) [quoting People v. Alvarez,
(2002) 27 Cal. 4th 1161, 1168-1169, 119 Cal.Rptr.2d 903, 46 P. 3d 372]

“For a crime to exist, there must be an injured party (Corpus Delicti). There can be no
sanction or penalty imposed on one because of this Constitutional Right.”
Sherer v. Cullen 481 F. 945

11.) The only reason I carry the “driver’s license” is because of force, threat, and duress, and fear
for my safety and my life, and fear for the safety and lives of my family; as not having the
driver’s license would subject me to continuous harassment and threats by men posing as
Officers, employed by for-profit municipal corporations, who will forcibly stop me without a
warrant or probable cause for exercising my right to freely travel, and by force of arms, will
impose their statutes and codes, upon myself and my family, with the intent to extort money from
me for their benefit and their employer's benefit.

“The court makes it clear that a license relates to qualifications to engage in profession,
business, trade or calling; thus when merely traveling without compensation or profit, outside of
business or enterprise or adventure with the corporate state, no license is required of the natural
Individual traveling for personal business, pleasure, and transportation.” Wingfield v. Felder 20
CA 3d 213 (1972)

“Persons faced with an unconstitutional licensing law which purports to require a license
as a prerequisite to exercise of a right… may ignore the law and engage with impunity of such
right.” Shuttlesworth v. Birmingham 394 US 147 (1969)

“If the state does convert your right into a privilege and issue a license and fee for it, you
can ignore the license and fee and engage in the right with impunity.” Shuttlesworth v.
Birmingham AI. 373 US 262 (1962)

12.) Before any actions can be taken against I - a man, or my Private Property, I have a right to
due process of law and an inviolate right to a trial by jury, in an Article III, judicial court of law;
not in an inferior court or an administrative courts that lack a verified complaint stating a valid
“cause of action” for which the Court can grant relief, and in Courts possessing no evidence of
personal and subject matter jurisdiction, beyond their “say so”, involving any matter regarding
myself or my private property.

Constitution of Arizona Article 2 § 23. Trial by jury
“The Right of trial by jury shall remain inviolate.”



13.) The only court authorized by the referenced Constitution to hear matters of the People is a
court that conforms to and functions in accordance with Article III Section 2 of the referenced
Constitution in which all Officers of the court abide by their sworn and subscribed oaths of office
and support and defend the Rights of the People, and are heard only in “Trial by jury”, in
accordance with all aspects of due process of law.

14.) I have a firm, good faith reliance that the man who identified himself as an Officer,
responsible for issuing the citation/summons, has executed an oath to support both State and
Federal Constitutions, and to uphold the law. I have a firm, good faith reliance that the officer is
educated, trained, paid, and sworn to uphold the law. I have been defrauded by this man, facts set
forth in this Affidavit, with specific intent, since he has no excuse such as ignorance of the law.

15.) I have not been provided evidence, nor has any been cited on the citation, proving that a
private employee of a for-profit municipal corporation doing business as the City of Payson, who
identified himself to me as being an Officer, possesses the authority to force me off of the road,
approach my car by force of arms, and impose the extreme tactics of force, threat, and duress, to
impose commercial statutes upon me, which willfully and factually violates my Constitutionally
secured rights.

16.) On 8/20/2021, I was exercising my God-given, substantive, constitutionally secured right to
freely Travel, I was not acting as a Driver engaged in Commerce. My right to Travel is a
substantive right, essential to live, work, and to survive. To deprive me of my right to Travel is a
deprivation of my life, my liberty, and my pursuit of happiness.

SUBSTANTIVE. “An essential part or constituent or relating to what is essential.”
Stewart-Warner Corporation v. Le Vally, D.C.Ill., 15 F.Supp. 571, 576.

Constitution of Arizona  Article 2 § 1. Fundamental Principles
“A frequent recurrence to fundamental principles is essential to the security of
Individual rights and the perpetuity of free government”

“The use of the highway for the purpose of travel and transportation is not a mere
privilege but a common fundamentally protected right of which the public and individuals
cannot rightfully be deprived.” Chicago Motor Coach v. Chicago 169 NE 221

“ The right of the citizen to drive on the public street with freedom from police
interference, unless he is engaged in suspicious conduct associated in some manner with
criminality is a fundamental constitutional right which must be protected by the courts.”

Simeone v. Lindsay 65 Atl. 778,779; Hannigan v. Wright 63 Atl. 234,236



“ No state government entity has the power to allow or deny passage on the highways,
byways, nor waterways...Transporting his vehicles and personal property for either recreation or
business, but by being subject only to local regulation ie., safety, caution, traffic lights, speed
limits, etc. Travel is not a privilege requiring licensing, vehicle registration, or forced
insurances.” Chicago Coach Co. v. City of Chicago 337 111. 200, 169 N.E. 22.

17.) On 8/20/2021, Mr. G Erickson forced me off of the road, endangered my safety and the
safety of my family, approached my car by force of arms, posed as an Officer, and I believe he
acted in violation of 18 U.S. Code § 912 and 18 U.S. Code § 913, and proceeded to impose the
tactics of force, threat, and duress, upon me, so that he may impose corporate statutes upon me,
in order to benefit himself and to collect revenue for his employer, the for-profit municipal
corporation of the City of Payson; while intentionally, willfully, and factually violating my
Constitutionally secured rights.

18 U.S. Code § 912.Officer or employee of the United States: Whoever falsely assumes or
pretends to be an officer or employee acting under the authority of the United States or any
department, agency or officer thereof, and acts as such, or in such pretended character
demands or obtains any money, paper, document, or thing of value, shall be fined under this
title or imprisoned not more than three years, or both.

18 U.S. Code § 913.Impersonator making arrest or search: Whoever falsely represents
himself to be an officer, agent, or employee of the United States, and in such assumed
character arrests or detains any person or in any manner searches the person, buildings, or
other property of any person, shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than
three years, or both.

18.) I have a firm, good faith reliance that Officers of the Court have executed oaths to support
both State and Federal Constitutions, and to uphold the law. I have a firm, good faith reliance
that Officers of the court are educated, trained, paid, and sworn to uphold the law. Officers of the
court are required to report criminal activity as promptly as they become aware of it. I am
officially notifying this Court and making this Court aware that I have been defrauded in this
matter, evidence and facts are set forth in this Affidavit.

19.) I’m not a subject or citizen, owing duties and obligations to the persons operating as the
for-profit municipal corporation doing business as the “State of Arizona ” -Dun & Bradstreet
Number 072459266 or to any other municipal corporation; nor does my physical location on the
geographic region referenced as Arizona, make me a subject or citizen, owing duties and
obligations, to the for-profit municipal corporation known as the State of Arizona, or to any other
municipal corporation.



20.) As an issue of fact, I see no verified evidence on the citation/summons proving that I was
physically located inside of the for-profit municipal corporation, a Fiction of Law, doing business
as the State of Arizona on August 20th, 2021, nor is there any evidence that my physical location
on the geographic region referenced as Arizona, makes me a subject with duties and obligations
owed to the for-profit municipal corporation, a Fiction of Law, doing business as the State of
Arizona, or to any other municipal corporation.

21.) If the man posing as an Officer is a member of the Executive branch, and is claiming to be a
witness in the alleged matter, he can’t act as a Process Server and has no authority to Summons I
- a woman, to Court. Process of Service must be served by a party not involved in the matter.
That is not only non-compliant with the Arizona Rules of Civil Procedure ( R.4.D 1-2), it
violates due process of law and violates several State and Federal Constitutionally secured rights.

22.) Void evidence of testimony to the contrary, made by a real party with personal knowledge,
under oath, subject to the penalties of perjury, who I’ve had the opportunity to cross examine,
every document issued to me and every statement made about me in this matter is complete
hearsay. I’m the only party that has submitted an Affidavit addressing this matter and has
pledged to support my Affidavit in open court, should there ever be a valid cause of action filed
against me.

23.) Further, the citation/summons Fails to State a Cause of Action. There’s no evidence of me
owing a duty to anyone, no evidence that I breached this unstated duty, and no evidence that my
alleged breach was a direct causation to anyone having a right violated or being damaged by me.
There’s no real victim in this matter with Standing to make any claim.

“As a general principal, standing to invoke the judicial process requires an actual
justiciable controversy as to which the complainant has a real interest in the ultimate
adjudication because he or she has either suffered or is about to suffer an injury.”
People v. Superior Court, 126 Cal.Rptr.2d 793

“In every criminal trial, the prosecution must prove the Corpus Delicti, or the body of the
crime itself-i.e., the fact of injury, loss or harm, and the existence of a criminal agency as
as its cause.” People v. Sapp 73 P. 3d 433, 467 (cal. 2003) [quoting People v. Alvarez,
(2002) 27 Cal. 4th 1161, 1168-1169, 119 Cal.Rptr.2d 903, 46 P. 3d 372]

“For a crime to exist, there must be an injured party (Corpus Delicti). There can be no
sanction or penalty imposed on one because of this Constitutional Right.”
Sherer v. Cullen 481 F. 945



24.) Absent evidence of possessing a warrant or probable cause to the contrary, the stop by Mr. G
Erickson, constituted an unreasonable search and seizure against me.

Constitution of Arizona Article 2  § 3. Supreme Law of The Land
“The Constitution of the United States is the supreme law of the land to which
all government, state and federal, is subject.”

Amendment IV of The United States Constitution
“The right of the people to be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and effects
against unreasonable searches and seizures, shall not be violated, and no Warrants
shall issue, but upon probable cause, supported by oath or affirmation, and
particularly describing the place to be searched, and the persons or things to be
seized.”

25.) A man, posing as an Officer, whose rights can only be equal to mine - never greater(Article
4 sec 19.13 Constitution of Arizona), who is a private employee of a for-profit municipal
corporation, that has NO authority over me, by force of arms, forced me off of the road, with no
warrant and no probable cause, and halted my substantive right to travel; acting in
non-compliance of the Constitutions, and violated my peace, safety, and happiness.

Constitution of Arizona Article 2 § 2 Political power; purpose of government.
All political power is inherent in the people, and governments derive their just
powers from the consent of the governed, and are established to protect and
maintain individual rights.

26.) The persons in this matter, acting on behalf of for-profit municipal corporations, attempting
to extort and steal money from me in the name of a Fictitious moving party, for financial gain, is
not only non-compliant with the Constitutions, it violates my religious right of conscience, and is
an abomination to God - my Creator as “Thou shalt not defraud thy neighbour, or neither rob
him.” LEVITICUS 19:13

Constitution of Arizona Article 2 § 12 Liberty of Conscience; Religious Freedom
“The Liberty of conscience secured by the provisions of this constitution shall not
be so construed as to excuse acts of licentiousness, or justify practices
inconsistent with the peace and safety of the state”

27.) 16th Am Juris 2nd, section 97 states that it (Constitution) shall be interpreted in my favor,
because I am the clearly intended and expressly designated beneficiary, ...for the protection of
my rights and property, see Byars v. United States 273 U.S. 28



The Constitution is the Supreme Law of the Land, Article 6 Section 2 -
Supremacy Clause, and is echoed in “Marbury v. Madison, 5 U.S. 137.”

“Personal liberty largely consists of the Right of locomotion — to go where and
when one pleases — only so far restrained as the Rights of others may make it
necessary for the welfare of all other citizens. The Right of the Citizen to travel
upon the public highways and to transport his property thereon, by horsedrawn
carriage, wagon, or automobile, is not a mere privilege which may be permitted
or prohibited at will, but the common right which he has under his Right to life,
liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. Under this Constitutional guarantee one may,
therefore, under normal conditions, travel at his inclination along the public
highways or in public places, and while conducting himself in an orderly and
decent manner, neither interfering with nor disturbing another’s Rights, he will be
protected, not only in his person, but in his safe conduct.”

Am Juris 1st. Constitutional law, Sec 329 P.1135

“Highways are for the use of traveling public, and all have the right to use them in
a reasonable and proper manner; the use of is an inalienable right of every
citizen.” Escobedo v. State 35 C2d 870 I.N. 8 Cal. Jur 3d P.27

28.) I only deal with men, persons, corporations, and municipal corporations in Affidavit form. If
someone can’t, or won’t, be truthful and provide me their claims and statements in the form of a
sworn Affidavit, aren’t willing to testify in a court of law to support their affidavit, and won’t
allow me to cross examine them under the penalty of perjury, then anything that person claims
about me or states about me, is hearsay, a lie, and criminal fraud.

29.) I am not an expert in the law however I do know right from wrong. If there is any human
being damaged by any statements herein, if he will inform me by facts I will sincerely make
every effort to amend my ways. I hereby and herein reserve the right to amend and make
amendment to this document as necessary in order that the truth may be ascertained and
proceedings justly determined. If the parties given notice by means of this document have
information that would controvert and overcome this Affidavit, please advise me IN WRITTEN
AFFIDAVIT FORM within three (3) days from receipt hereof, providing me with your counter
affidavit, proving with particularity by stating all requisite actual evidentiary fact and all
requisite actual law, and not merely the ultimate facts or conclusions of law, that this Affidavit
Statement is substantially and materially false sufficiently to change materially my status and
factual declarations. Your silence stands as consent to, and tacit approval of, the factual
declarations herein being established as fact as a matter of law. May the will of our Heavenly



Father, through the power and authority of the blood of his son be done on Earth as it is in
Heaven

Conclusion
Given the facts provided within this Affidavit, I move that this case be immediately dismissed,
the moving party be sanctioned for bringing a frivolous and fraudulent case before this Court,
and my Status be restored to whole.

Pursuant to 28 USC § 1746(1)
“...any matter is required or permitted to be supported, evidenced, established, or proved by the
sworn declaration, verification, certificate, statement, oath, or affidavit, in writing of the person
making the same, such matter may, with like force and effect, be supported, evidenced,
established, or proved by the unsworn declaration, certificate, verification, or statement, in
writing of such person which is subscribed by him, as true under penalty of perjury, and dated, in
substantially the following form:”

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America that the
foregoing is true and correct. Executed on this ____ day, of the ____ month, in the year of our
Lord and Savior, two thousand twenty-one.

____________________________________________
Jessie Alexia-Johnson Schell, Affiant

Notary used without prejudice to my rights:

BE IT REMEMBERED, That on this ______ day of _________________ in the
year of our LORD, two thousand and twenty-one, personally appeared before me, the
Subscriber, a Notary Public for the State of Arizona, Jessie Alexia-Johnson Schell, party
to this Document, known to me personally to be such, and he acknowledged this
Document to be his act and deed. Given under my hand and seal of office, the day and
year aforesaid.

________________________________________________
Notary Public Sitting in, and for, The State of Arizona




