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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF ARKANSAS 

LITTLE ROCK DIVISION 

500 West Capitol Avenue, Little Rock, Arkansas 72201 

Don Hamrick )   
322 Rouse Street )   
Kensett, AR 72082 )  Kensett District Court (Charged as a Kangaroo Court)  
 )   (Citing AR Code § 5-53-16 Simulating Legal Process) 
v.  )   (See below and pages 2 & 21 herein.) 
 ) 
Judge Mark Defrrick )   CASE NO. RPS #: 19-00088 
Kensett District Court ) 
202 SE 1st Street )   August 9, 2019 
Kensett, AR 72082 ) 
__________________________ )  

 

Demanding Emergency Motion for Court Order to Compel Judge Mark Derrick to Dismiss 

City of Kensett v. Don Hamrick, Case No.19-00088 with Prejudice & Expunge My Record of 

All Misdemeanor Convictions as Tainted by Judge Derrick’s  

Proclivity to Falsely Convict the Innocent. 

 

The Contested Case is Based on a Proven False Affidavit 

 

The United States Constitution in Article IV, Section 4 states that: “The United States 
shall guarantee to every State in this Union a Republican Form of Government, and shall 
protect each of them against Invasion; and on Application of the Legislature, or of the 
Executive (when the Legislature cannot be convened) against domestic Violence.” 

On the Domestic Violence Front NATIONAL OPEN CARRY IS BUILT INTO THE UNITED 

STATES CONSTITUTION. That is the big dirty secret that the gun control advocates don’t want 
the American people to know about because an openly armed society is a polite society. 

NATIONAL OPEN CARRY is the Gold Standard and the original intent for the Second 
Amendment when it is combined with the COMMON DEFENCE CLAUSE in the Preamble to 
the U.S. Constitution and in Article I, Section 8 and the PRIVILEGES AND IMMUNITIES 
CLAUSE of Article IV, Section 2, that no one exercising their Second Amendment 
constitutional rights in a lawful manner shall be harassed by law enforcement or 
the judicial system. 
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Rephrasing the Preamble to the United States Constitution to put the Second  
Amendment into the proper priority of importance to our Republican form of 
Government: 

“NATIONAL OPEN CARRY will establish Justice, insure domestic Tranquility, by 
providing for the common defence, promoting the general Welfare, and 
thereby securing the Blessings of Liberty to ourselves and our Posterity.” 

Gun Control is NOT working. It will never work. Gun Control along with Absolute 
Immunity for Federal and State judges are delusional false doctrines as they are a national 
joke to our Republican form of Government. 

A WORD ABOUT TRANSFORMING AMERICA 
The left-wing Democrat candidates running for the 2020 Presidential race seem 

hell-bent on transforming America into a socialist country.  Attempting to transform 
America into Socialist form of government without going through constitutional 
Amendment process as required by Article V is committing TREASON, (18 U.S. CODE 2381). 
Anyone knowing about this attempt to transform America into a socialist country and does 
nothing to stop it is commiting MISPRISION OF TREASON (18 U.S. CODE 2382). 

NOW A WORD ABOUT KANGAROO COURTS ALL ACROSS THE COUNTRY 
Through intended or unintended consequences, former Attorney General Jeff 

Sessions’ response to President Trump’s EXECUTIVE ORDER 13777 ENFORCING THE REGULATORY 

REFORM AGENDA caused the resurgence of Debtors’ Prisons all across the country 
transforming legal courts into kangaroo courts when he rescinded 25 Guidance Directives 
on December 21, 2017. Of those 25 directives, it is the GUIDANCE DIRECTIVE No. 11, DEAR 

COLLEAGUE LETTER ON ENFORCEMENT OF FINES AND FEES (March 2016) that caused the 
resurgence of Debtors’ Prisons all across America spurring FALSE CONVICTIONS OF THE 

INNOCENT.1   

 Arkansas has a law against debtors’ prisons and kangaroo courts. That law is 
Arkansas Code § 5-53-116 Simulating Legal Process. 

ARKANSAS CODE § 5-53-116 SIMULATING LEGAL PROCESS. 

(a)  A person commits the offense of simulating legal process 

if, with the purpose of obtaining anything of value, he or she 

knowingly delivers or causes to be delivered to another a 

request, demand, or notice that simulates any legal process 
issued by any court of this state. 

Judges in Arkansas adapted to former Attorney General Jeff Sessions’ rescinding 
Guidance Directive No. 11, DEAR COLLEAGUE LETTER ON ENFORCEMENT OF FINES AND FEES 

 
1 See President Trump's EXECUTIVE ORDER 13777 ENFORCING THE REGULATORY REFORM AGENDA, dated 
February 24, 2017. Available online at: https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2017-03-01/pdf/2017-
04107.pdf. See also, ATTORNEY GENERAL JEFF SESSIONS RESCINDS 25 GUIDANCE DOCUMENTS, dated 
December 21, 2017. Available online at: https://www.justice.gov/opa/pr/attorney-general-jeff-
sessions-rescinds-25-guidance-documents. See item 11 in that list of 25 Guidance Documents: 11. 
DEAR COLLEAGUE LETTER ON ENFORCEMENT OF FINES AND FEES (March 2016) Available online at 
https://www.justice.gov/opa/file/832541/download. It is widely reported in the media that the 
Dear Colleague Letter is responsible for the resurgence of Debtors' Prisons across America. 
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(March 2016). It is a safe bet now that all Arkansas courts have become kangaroo courts 
with debtors’ prison schemes. 

Now about my Constitutional Right to a Remedy 
I present enough evidence in this Demand for a Remedy under the 

RES IPSA LOQUITER DOCTRINE to prove that Bruce Menser filed a false affidavit for my arrest 
warrant that lead to my False Arrest and my False Imprisonment. My Demand for a 
Remedy from this federal court is an Emergency r Court Order Compeling Judge Mark 
Derrick to dismiss City of Kensett v. Don Hamrick, Case No.19-00088 with Prejudice & 
Expunge My Record of all misdemeanor convictions as tainted by Judge Derrick’s 
proclivity to falsely convict the innocent. 

 Judge Derrick is facing is facing a class action lawsuit in the Nakita Lee Mahoney, 
et. al., v. Judge Mark Derrick, White Count Circuit Court, Case No. 73CV-18-874 alleging he 
is running a debtors’ prison out of the White County Jail. A judge running a debtors’ prison 
Transforms a legal court into a kangaroo court. I have first hand evidence that Judge Mark 
Derrick and Prosecutor Don Raney are running a kangaroo court because I was arrested 
based on a Bruce Menser’s False Affidavit which cascaded to a False Arrest and a False 
imprisonment. On top of that I proved my previous Misdemeanor False Conviction was a 
Case of Entrapment by the Kensett District Court Clerk Christina Alberson violated 
Arkansas’ ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER 21 ELECTRONIC FILING by prohibiting me from emailing my 
exculpatory motions which lead Kensett Police Officer Laura Ballentine presumptively 
double-dipping as a full-time clerk for the Kensett Water & Sewer Department to file false 
charges of Harassing Communications and Interfering with Government Operations 
because I began emailin my motions to her. I was running for Mayor of Kensett with the 
campaign moniker “Make Kensett a Corruption Free Zone. My false arrest and false 
imiprisonment was politically motivated confirming my allegation that Judge Mark 
Derrick and Prosecutor Don Raney are running a kangaroo court to convict factually 
innocent defendants. 

 Compounding this problem is Stark Ligon, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR & CHIEF DISCIPLINARY 

COUNSEL of the OFFICE OF PROFESSIONAL CONDUCT at the ARKANSAS SUPREME COURT, by all 
appearances from his emails to me attempted to obstruct justice by doing his level best to 

block my ethics complaint against Prosecutor Don Raney. It appears to me that Stark Ligon 

was protecting the prosecutor from my ethics complaint. See My Complaint to GOVERNOR 

ASA HUTCHINSON, pages 31–39. 

 

The appended LETTER OF COMPLAINT to GOVERNOR ASA HUTCHINSON is additional 
evidence of systemic prejudice against the poor in Arkansas. For evidence of  
State-Sanctioned prejudice against the poor compare ARKANSAS CODE § 5-53-131 FRIVOLOUS, 
GROUNDLESS, OR MALICIOUS PROSECUTIONs with RULE 72(d) SUITS IN FORMA PAUPERIS of the 
ARKANSAS RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE. 

 See also my NOTICE OF LEGAL ACTION against the U.S. Supreme Court documenting 
their prejudice against the poor with their Rule 28.8. Pages 22–30. 

 Then see all after page  40, my AMICUS CURIAE BRIEF FOR THE PLAINTIFFS in the Nakita 
Mahoney et. al., case titled THE TREASONOUS NIHILISTIC LYNCHING OF AMERICA.  See especially, 
page 2 in that Amicus brief Topher Sanders, A LAWSUIT OVER FERGUSON'S "DEBTORS PRISON" 
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DRAGS ON,2 May 31, 2019. Also see especially the COMMENT block on the same page 
describing the discriminatory treatment of the poor. When a judge is the defendant the 
due process drags on. But when everyday citizens are the defendants’ due process is 
quickened to a rapid conclusion. 

 See pages 5–6 in my Amicus brief in federal Judge Edith Jones of the Fifth Circuit 
Court speech “THE AMERICAN LEGAL SYSTEM IS CORRUPT BEYOND RECOGNITION!" Screams Judge 
Edit Jones. Excerpt: 

“The law itself is becoming more fragmented, more subjective, geared more 

to EXPEDIENCY3 and less to morality. The historical soil of Western legal 
tradition is being washed away and the tradition itself is threatened with 
collapse.” 

 

Submitted, 
 
 
 
Don Hamrick  

  

 
2 My emphasis. 

3 My emphasis. 
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Evidence of False Affidavit For Arrest Warrant 
 

IN THE KENSETT DISTRICT COURT 
101 NE First Street, Kensett, AR 72082 

 

 ) 
BRUCE MENSER ) 

  )  
  )  
  ) CASE NUMBER: RPS #: 19-00088 
 )  
v.  )  

DON HAMRICK ) 
322 ROUSE STREET )  
KENSETT, AR 72082 ) 
  ) 
_______________________________ ) 

 

MOTION TO DISMISS WITH PREJUDICE & EXPUNGE MY 

RECORD OF ALL PREVIOUS CONVICTIONS AS  

FALSE CONVICTIONS PROVEN BY MY EVIDENCE 

& 

FOR DUE CAUSE OF BRUCE MENSER’S FALSE AFFADAVIT 

 

 

Judge Derrick is facing is or was facing a class action lawsuit in the Nakita Lee 
Mahoney v. Judge Mark Derrick, White Count Circuit Court, Case No. 73CV-18-874. 

I filed my Amicus Curiae Briew in favor of the plaintiff and against Judge Derrick on or 
about May 20, 2019 (mail from near Roanoke, Virginia May 15th). My Amicus Brief puts Judge 
Derrick in a Conflict of Interest. My Amicus Brief gives Judge Derrick motive to retaliate as he Has 

apparently done by signing the arrest warrant based on Bruce Menser’s false affidavit as 
proven by my evidence in the remainder of this Motion.  

But first I must clarify the fact that the Prosecutor, Don Raney, failed in his due 
diligence to cross examine Bruce Menser’s Affidavit to sniff out any false statements that 
might provide a motive to file a false affidavit. The fact that Bruce Menser successfully got 
Posecutor Don Raney validated his false affidavit means that that Judge Derrick, 
Prosecutor Don Raney, knowingly or unknowingly joined Bruce Menser in the federal civil 
rights crime of 18 U.S. Code § 241 CONSPIRACY AGAINST RIGHTS; and 18 U.S. Code § 242 
DEPRIVATION OF RIGHTS UNDER COLOR OF LAW. 
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MOTIVE FOR BRUCE MENSER TO  
FILE A FALSE AFFIDAVIT 

The Evidence that Proves Bruce Menser in a conspiracy with his cousin Larry Little, his 
Property Manager,  to harass me with inflammatory email. Such email caused me to have 
a congestive heart failure in Fairfax, Virginia. I was preparing my appeal from my 
previous false conviction for printing at FedEx in Fairfax, Virginia when my congestive 
heart failure began. I spent a week in the V.A. hospital in Washington, DC and a stent was 
inserted into my heart. The inflammatory emails continued on my return road trip home.  

  

The day I arrived home I removed all of Bruce Menser’s POSTED: NO TRESSPASSING signs 
whose sole purpose was to visually harass me in combination with the ongoing 
inflammatory email. Bruce Menser had installed camouflaged trail cameras in the wooded 
section of the property. Combining the hidden trail cameras with POSTED: NO 
TRESPASSING signs in light of the onging inflammatory emails is positive evidenced that 
the signs were meant to be used as part of a home grown psychological and emotional 
warfare in the guise of a heated family feud. 

 Within minutes of removing the signs Bruce Mensor arrived. He stepped out of his 
black truck holding his cellphone in his left hand low by his hip obviously recording video. 
This added harassment put even greater stress on me. The very next day I suffered a 
mini-stroke. The next day after that I suffered a full stoke that put me into the V.A. hospital 
in North Little Rock’s 3C unit where veterans suffered a stoke go for physical and 
occupational therapies. 

Federal Charge of Conspiracy to  
Commit Attempted Murder Against  

Bruce Menser of Searcy, Arkansas and Larry Little of Harlem, Georgia 

 It is my interpretation that under the type or orchestrated harassment that caused 
my heart failure and my two strokes I consider that to be a federal crime of a conspiracy 
to commit attempted murder. If that is an acceptable interpretation of federal law 
then I will file that federal charge against both Bruce Menser and his cousin, Larry 
Little of Harlem, Georgia with the U.S. Attorney Cody Hiland.  
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The Law of Nature 

 It is the law of vegetation and trees to grow and cover everything and deposit green 
mold and mildew as evidenced in this photo of my mother’s mobile home. I am my 
mother’s live-in caregiver. I receive a monthly V.A. pension direct deposited into my bank 
accountfor my own disability. Out of that I pay for my mother’s car payments her two 
credit card debts and I buy other things to help do maintenance and upkeep such as the 
top rated pressure washer and a 12-foot ladder pictured below to clean the mold and 
mildew off the mobile home. 
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The trees and vegetation were creeping too close to the mobile home to the extent 
that I had to cut a 10-foot swath into the tree line (young & yearlings) and vegetation. That 
and my complaint to Darrell Norton, Solid Waste Inspector, Arkansas Dept. of 
Environmental Quality (ADEQ) of Batesville, Arkansas about Larry Little’s household solid 
waste on his wooded section of his land at 322 Rouse Steet, Kensett. My complaint was a 
valid complaint that earned Larry Little a Letter of Compliance from ADEQ. 

That is when Larry Little brought in his cousin Bruce Menser, his Property Manager 
to double down on the harassment. Nepotism is never a good business practice. 

 

THE FOLLOWING EMAILS ARE MY EVIDENCE 
AGAINST LARRY LITTLE AND BRUCE MENSER. 

 

 

Date:Monday, April 8, 2019, 12:19 PM CDT 

From: Bruce Mesner  

 To: Don Hamrick 

SUBJECT: Investment 

Mr. Don Hamrick, 

I am looking to invest in a wooded area located on Rouse Street in Kensett, 
AR.  I do not know of a 911 physical address that is issued by OEM of White 
County, AR for that parcel, however for reference, the closest physical 911 
address is that of 322 Rouse Street. It is my understanding that address has 

Bruce Menser is Larry Little’s Property Manager. Bruce Menser presented himself 

to me in his email below as a real estate investor, when in reality, he was acting as Larry 
Little’s Property Manager. A criminal case of conspiracy against my rights in State and 

Federal court can be made against Larry Little and Bruce Menser. It is because of my 30+ 

years of self-study in behavior psychology, civil rights, constitutional rights, federal laws 

and state laws as my educational hobby I easily detected a fraud in Bruce Mesner’s email.  

Hence my reply that follows his email. 

Larry Little play’s the “One-Upmanship Game” to maintain his perceived position 

of superiority over me as one of many manipulation tactics. But he does not realize that 

he loses his position of superiority by playing the psychological game theory tactics. In 
effect, he was manipulated himself into criminal activity with Bruce Mesner. That’s my 

opinion. But the following emails support my criminal conspiracy allegation. 

MY QUESTION: Is it illegal to access 911 data for real estate investment purposes? 

If it is illegal then Bruce Menser committed a crime. But, if Bruce Menser did not access 
911 data then he referenced 911 data as part of his scam as a real estate investor. 

Committing a scam is crime in itself. I would like to file a criminal complaint against Larry 

Little and Bruce Menser for this escalating harassment. 
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a mobile home where you and your mother reside. I have no interest in the 
residential lots at this time.  

The purpose for this email is to introduce myself and address some issues.  

It is my understanding that there is an alleged "land reclamation" project on 
the area of my possible investment.  

I am looking to invest in this land as is, where is, including but not limited to 
all covenants, taxes, liens, mineral rights, antiquities, wildlife reforestation, 
vegetation, mature and sapling trees or any other proprietary investment 
gains. Therefore any damages, cut trees, vegetation disruption, removal of 
antiquities or artifacts will devalue my investment and I will hold the land 
owners responsible for investment losses. They, in turn, will have to 
subrogate their losses from any person who devalues the potential 
investment value of the property.  

Also, considering the amount of alleged oddments on said property, should 
anyone attempt to remove anything and create or release from any 
container, as much as a single drop of environmentally detrimental product 
said person will be held financially responsible for any and all clean up, 
court costs, attorney fees and all other costs that may be incurred related to 
the illegal trespass and removal of any object, tree or artifact.  

To summarize the above paragraph. I understand you are wanting to "work" 
on the lots I am interested in. Therefore should you trespass and create any 
type of unnatural occurrence or damage, including drainage, on the 
property the owners will lose my investment and can hold you legally and 
financially responsible for punitive and compensatory damages due to your 
actions.  

I have already heavily invested in aerial photography including LIDAR 
aerial mapping of the investment lots so any disruptions will be noted and 
devalue the potential investment.  

I have been advised you were told to stay off the wooded lots as it warrants 
trespassing. Therefore, in accordance with trespass laws in Arkansas, I ask 
that you refrain from entering the property for any reason while my 
potential investment is under review.   

Thank you for your time and expected cooperation.   

Bruce Menser 
501-230-6149 
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Date:Monday, April 8, 2019, 5:58 PM CDT 

From: Don Hamrick  
To: Bruce Mesner 
Cc: Tom Ghent  
Larry Little 
Sherry Shockley 

SUBJECT: Re: Predatory Investor 

QUESTIONS 

Am I correct that you are the same Bruce Menser was or still is a White County Sheriff's deputy? 
(See attached court document).  

Now I turn my attention on the validity of Bruce Menser being a legitimate investor. Are you the 
same Bruce Mensor who is mentioned in Joan McCoy, Locations to Vote Drastically Cut, The 
Arkansas Leader, April 12, 2006? 

"Gillam, who is considered as a front runner in the race, too worried about bad publicity from a 12-
year-old lawsuit in which with a jury awarded a Beebe man $42,000 for an altercation that 
ended with the man falling into [Dennis] Gillam’s posted fish pond.  

Gillam said Bruce Menser, the man who collected the $42,000 from his insurance company, 
had signed his petition to run for county judge, so as far as he was concerned any differences they 
had are in the past." 

Are you the same Bruce Menser who divorced his wife, Sandra Menser, White County Circuit 
Court, Case Number 73DR-18-303, filed May 3, 2018? 

Are you the same Bruce Edward Menser who got arrested for harassment (pled Not Guilty; Nolle 
Prosequi) and Unauthorized Entry of a School Bus (Negotiated Guilty), sentenced 12 months, 
suspended; in State v. Bruce Menser, White County Circuit Court, Case Number 73DR-16-89, 
filed March 2, 2016.  

MY SUSPICIONS 

(1). A real investor would not send an introductory email. That's the stand M.O. of scammers the 
world over.  

(2). A real investor would visit me face to face for the introduction. 

(3). What gave you away is your failure to use ActDataScout.com to find my property, my name, 
and my address. 

(4). Had you visit me in person you would have seen the property is not worth BUYING. You don't 
invest in residential property. You buy it. That's your Achilles heel.   

(5). YOU WROTE: "I have no interest in the residential lots at this time. The purpose for this 
email is to introduce myself and address some issues. It is my understanding that there is an 
alleged "land reclamation" project on the area of my possible investment." You exposed 
yourself as a fraud using too much information to sell yourself to the target, me.  

(6) Because of (5) above you exposed yourself to be in a "conspiracy to defraud" with one of my 
in-laws using the same terminology on the phone with me.  

(7). The timing of your email is too damn coincidental to be a coincidence. The timing screams 
"conspiracy" with one of my in-laws. 

(8). Do I have to file a police report with the White County Sheriff's office against you and my in-
law to back off on your harassment of me? 

http://arkansasleader.blogspot.com/2006/04/top-story-locations-to-vote-cut.html
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(9). I can get an I.T. tech to trace your email back to its origin and with that information, I can 
file a fraud complaint with the FBI for internet fraud.  

(10). The last three paragraphs in your email were overkill. You went too far with threats and 
intimidations. I don't back down from bullies.  

DON HAMRICK 

 

 

 Date: Monday, April 8, 2019, 7:30 PM CDT 

From: Bruce Menser  
 To: Don Hamrick 

SUBJECT: Re: Predatory Investor / Answers 

Answers.  

Disclaimer: Read all the way through before taking any action.  

It appears you are as capable of using google search and other search 
engines as any competent 3rd grader. Congratulations. I guess now you want 
a cookie.  

Yes I am that "Bruce Menser". I am no longer a Deputy. I am retired.  

You failed in your search of my past. You missed a couple of lawsuits that I 
was awarded the damages sought.  So your research, if you continue, will 
show that I have been 100% successful in every lawsuit I filed seeking 
damages.  The newspaper report was incorrect. The final payment received 
from Gilliam was $42,500.00.  

As far as "defrauding" anyone. They are my relatives and I can consider 
investing in or buying anything I wish. You are not a "target" as you claim 
simply because you have no legal rights or authority regarding said parcels 
of land. You are simply a temporary care giver that resides, rent free, on a 
parcel of land that I held an interest in. However after speaking with you I 
have determined there is no way in hell I would invest or buy any property 
in which I would have to deal with you in the eviction process. You are, in 
my opinion, unstable and not worth my time.  You are not a "victim" as your 
numerous harassing emails sent to others claim you are. You are an 
overgrown kid that gets bored and knows how to google, copy, paste and 
throw fits. Of course to absolutely no avail.  

As far as being a "legitimate investor". From your current investment 
portfolio, or lack thereof, I don't think you have an educated basis to be 
identifying how anyone does or does not invest.  

Now to be specific to your numerical list: Buckle up Princess you're gonna 
need crayons and an emotional support puppy after you read my answers.  

1) I don't have to explain any method I use to introduce myself to you or 
anyone else.  
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2) Investors meet "face to face" with the owners or legal representatives of 
any property or product they wish to buy or invest in. Now the bad news, 
YOU are NEITHER of those!  

3) I didn't have to use your armature site to find out information on you. I 
am both sorry and embarrassed for you for having to use such a pathetic 
site. However, I understand people having to use tools which they 
comprehend and understand so I can't fault you for that.  

4) I don't have an "Achilles Heel". I don't need to meet with you to look at 
something you have no legal authority over.  

5)  I wasn't trying to "sell myself". I was introducing myself. Go back, read it 
slowly, enunciate the syllables and try to understand the context in which it 
was written.   

6) Take your meds. We never spoke on the phone. In order for there to be a 
"conspiracy to defraud" you would have to hold an interest in said property 
or hold something that I wanted to gain through lies or schemes. Again you 
are irrelevant to the holdings on said property. I was asking about the 
bullshit claims you are consistently throwing a temper tantrum over 
wondering if there was any validity. However after researching your claim 
I found there is no validity to your bullshit.  

7) I have no idea what "conspiracy" you think you are a "target" of. I'm sure 
with your mentality you also know who the second shooter from the grassy 
knoll was.  There is no conspiracy here. Since you're so awesome as using 
google research the definition and legal requirements necessary for such act 
to be criminal. 

8) I don't give two shits who you file a report with. ( I will explain the 
requirements for harassment at the end of answering your questions) You 
asked me questions and I am answering them for you, as you requested. 
If you do file a report please tell Sheriff Lapdog Miller and his Paw 
Patrol I said hello and he can kiss my white ass!  

9) You don't have to hire an IT tech. My address is 259 South River Road, 
Searcy, AR. 72143. There, that should save you a few bucks, so you can go 
buy some more tools and try to get reimbursed for, and help out the FBI. ( 
By the way that demand you made of President Trump to direct the FBI to 
initiate an investigation into our local Judges didn't go over very well! 
Apparently they don't know who you are! I'm sure when they figure out it's 
you they will immediately issue a public apology to you and direct the entire 
force of not only the FBI but the entire Federal Government to rectify your 
demand for remedy. Or you could stop breaking the law. Just my opinion)  

10) I did not threaten or try to intimidate you. I was hoping you would realize 
the criminal and financial ramifications of taking the law into your own 
hands. However, I have to admit, what I have heard about you is apparently 
true and you won't grasp facts.  

Finally, as promised, Princess, the legality of "harassment" or "harassing 
communications". Before anyone can be criminally charged with either of 
the aforementioned the alleged "victim" has to notify the  alleged "harasser" 
to stop.  
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From the context of your email I will assume you do not wish to be contacted 
by me again. However this last paragraph will clear up any doubt from 
either party.  

So with that said let me say this to close. DO NOT contact me again by any 
means included but not limited to emails, phone, or individual contact. To 
be very clear, so you can't say you don't understand: DO NOT even respond 
to this email as it will warrant harassment. I am not as forgiving and patient 
as the rest of my family that you have harassed for months and I will have 
you arrested without hesitation.  I know you will find it very difficult to not 
respond, as you are one to always get the last word. Unfortunately in this 
case I get the last word.  

DO NOT CONTACT ME AGAIN!  

Have a blessed day.  

Bruce Menser 
501-230-6149 

 

 

 Date: Tuesday, April 9, 2019, 4:09 PM CDT 

 From: Larry Little  
 To: Don Hamrick 

Sherry Shockley 
Tom Ghent 

SUBJECT: (No Subject) 

Just confirmed with Priss and Gary that they desire Bryce Menser 
to serve as Property Manager for their interests as well...effective 
IMMEDIATELY!  He will serve in this capacity until terminated in Writing by 
EITHER Party. 

Sent from my iPhone 

 

 

 

 Date: Wednesday, April 10, 2019, 7:00 AM CDT 
From: Larry Little 
 To: Don Hamrick 
 Cc: ADEQ 

Arkansas State Police 
White County Sheriff Phillip Miller 
Kensett Chief of Police John Pollard 
Kensett Mayor Allen Edge 
Tom Ghent 
Sherry Shockley 

SUBJECT: Re: NOTICE OF LEGAL ACTION: BREACH OF CONTRACT 
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Much could be said in Response however it suffices to summarize:  

1.  Verbal agreement with [James and Patsy Hays] did NOT include Donald 
Aka Donnie Hamrick. 

2. He has NO INTEREST and Probably no LEGAL STANDING. 

3.  He was not present and only knows by rumor what...if any verbal 
agreements were made. He has been a great source of Hateful and 
Threatening conduct.  We...the owners if this property ONLY allow Donnie 
to remain because we all Dearly Love Patsy.  She is not a blood relative to 
any of the owners but we Love Her and allow her to live free on the 
property.  As you can clearly read...he is ungrateful and Seeks to own the 
property by means other than purchase.   

4.  The lots behind Pats Mobile Home is separately owned by Myself and My 
wife and were never part of any agreements.  Recently Donnie has decided 
to Cut Trees on MY LAND and on Joint Land WITHOUT our permission and 
in opposition to our Stated Demands that he NOT CUT TREES... 

5.  He has been issuing Threats To Sue us...Make Complaints to result in fines 
to us..Do clean up, Cut trees, haul soil and BILL US, attach liens to our Deeds 
etc...The solution he offers is all of us SIGN OUR PROPERTY over to him...If 
we do this we can Avoid these fines and won’t be in trouble.  These demands 
are distributed widely. 

5.  I live in Georgia and decided to allow Mr Menser (My Cousin)to manage 
MY PROPERTY interests and to LEASE with Option To Buy my Lot behind 
Pat’s Trailer.  I advised Donnie (Mr Hamrick) to forward ALL concerns to Mr 
Menser.  His response seems to be yet ANOTHER THREAT of Legal Action. 

6. One thing that makes This even more outrageous is the fact that here 
comes Donnie Hamrick...Who owns NOTHING and depends upon his 85 Year 
Old Mother for  a place to live and a Vehicle to drive...HE decides MY Land 
is in a condition that adversely affects MY LAND.. 

7.  I advise Donnie to contact Mr Menser. 

8. It appears that EXTORTION and BLACKMAIL are being attempted upon 
Senior Citizens (all owners are over age 65).  These attempts to attain 
ownership to our land MUST STOP.  I will instruct Mr Menser to look into 
this. 

9.  Lastly..since the Police Chief is one of the addresses that Donnie sent this 
to...Chief...Please note that Mr Menser is my Property Manager and that I 
desire ALL communications about my property directed to HIM... I am 
hereby giving Mr Hamrick NOTICE TO CEASE ALL EMAIL CONTACT WITH 
ME ...IMMEDIATELY...ANY EMAIL CONTACT WILL BE CONSIDERED 
UNWELCOME and  HARASSING and I WILL PRESS CHARGES! I believe 
Donnie is already convicted of similar Email Harassment in White County. 
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 Date: Wednesday, April 10, 2019, 1:45 PM CDT 

From: Don Hamrick  
 To:  Larry Little 
 Cc: ADEQ 

Arkansas State Police 
White County Sheriff Phillip Miller 
Kensett Chief of Police John Pollard 
Kensett Mayor Allen Edge 
Tom Ghent 
Sherry Shockley 

SUBJECT: Re: NOTICE OF LEGAL ACTION: BREACH OF CONTRACT 

My name is Don Hamrick. Larry Little referring to me as "Donnie" is his act 
of disrespect to my right to my own identity and prefers to insult me in 
defiance of my repeated request to be referred to as "Don." Larry Little does 
not respect my rights. He does not respect me as a person. The email he 
wrote proves that point. 

My rebuttals are interspersed in his email below: 

LARRY WROTE: Much could be said in Response however it suffices to 
summarize:  

LARRY WROTE: 1.   Verbal agreement with [James and Patsy] did NOT 
include Donald Aka Donnie Hamrick. 

MY REBUTTAL: Four years ago James and Patsy became too 
old to drive. Patsy asked me to move in to be their driver. The 
job soon became the live-in caregiver. It was James & Patsy 
right to have me move in to take care of them. Larry has 
resented me ever since believing I invited myself to move in. 

LARRY WROTE: 2. He has NO INTEREST and Probably no LEGAL 
STANDING. 

MY REBUTTAL: In what do does Larry refer to saying I have 
no interest or legal standing? I presume he is referring to my 
Nation of Legal Action. To that, I do have an interest and legal 
standing to sue because Larry ignores my rights. Patsy Hays, 
an Air Force veteran, my mother, has her rights to have me as 
her live-in caregiver. Patsy Hays is 85-years-old. I am 63-years 
old, an Coast Guard veteran. 

LARRY WROTE: 3.  He was not present and only knows by rumor what...if 
any verbal agreements were made. He has been a great source of Hateful 
and Threatening conduct.  We...the owners if this property ONLY allow 
Donnie to remain because we all Dearly Love Patsy.  She is not a blood 
relative to any of the owners but we Love Her and allow her to live free on 
the property.  As you can clearly read...he is ungrateful and Seeks to own the 
property by means other than purchase.   
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**MY REBUTTAL: I was not present because I was a merchant 
seaman aboard ships at sea traveling all over the world. It was 
by rumor I learned of the verbal agreement but directly from 
my mother. Larry twists the facts to benefit his position in all 
matters. Such as alleging I am the source of hateful and 
threatening conduct. That's a lie. The source of hateful and 
threatening conduct comes from Larry and his relatives.  

Example 1: Larry and his relatives all came to visit with Patsy 
a couple of years ago. I was giving Gary Little a walk-about 
tour of the property. The moment we were out of sight of the 
relatives on the front porch, standing in front of the carport 
Gary stops, steps up to me face to face, not saying a word. He 
stood there for time, until I stepped around him and returned 
to the front porch and into the mobile home. On a later 
ocassion that day I was standing on the front porch behind the 
relatives joining the conversation when Gary made a 
disturbing comment, he got up from his chair and walked up 
to me, again, face to face, not saying a word. I repeatedly told 
him to "go sit down." I refused. Gary was wanting a 
confrontation of some kind. I don't know what. This is my 
home along with Patsy Hays. It is wrong for a relative to act in 
a such a hostile manner as a guest in someone's home. I had 
no choice but to take a stand in defense of my rights against 
such overt aggression from a relative. I grabbed Gary by his 
shirt and walked him to the porch rail. That shocked the 
relatives. Larry jumped up to seperate the two of us all the 
while I did not move from the position of holding Gary by his 
shirt. I did not injury him in any way. All I did was meet 
agression with agression in self defense against overt 
intimidation. 

Example 2: Sherry Shockley and her husband Tim visited on 
another ocassion. Tim and I were talking on the front porch, 
Sherry was in the living with Patsy. Tim referred to me as 
"Donnie." I requested Tim to refer to me as "Don." He refusing. 
He left the porch to return to the living room. I continue the 
request that my name is "Don." Tim became annoyed and 
escalated to anger by my persistance. He chest-bumped me 
threatening to be the s**t out of me. I did not back down from 
his bullying. Tim's behavior shocked Sherry. She jumped up to 
separate Tim from me. This is the second example of relatives 
coming into Patsy home and my home and a relative gets into 
a physical confrontation with me. 

MY CONCLUSION? The relatives have no respect for me as a 
person or my right rights to my own identity. Anything I do in 
defense of my person or my rights is perceived as me 
offending the rights and the persons of the relatives. Larry and 
his relatives act as if they all have a god complex. 
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"A god complex is an unshakable belief characterized by 
consistently inflated feelings of personal ability, privilege, or 
infallibility. A person with a god complex may refuse to admit 
the possibility of their error or failure, even in the face of 
irrefutable evidence, intractable problems or difficult or 
impossible tasks. The person is also highly dogmatic in their 
views, meaning the person speaks of their personal opinions as 
though they were unquestionably correct.[1] Someone with a 
god complex may exhibit no regard for the conventions and 
demands of society, and may request special consideration or 
privileges." (https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/God_complex) 

LARRY WROTE: 4.  The lots behind Patsy's Mobile Home is separately 
owned by Myself and My wife and were never part of any 
agreements.  Recently Donnie has decided to Cut Trees on MY LAND and on 
Joint Land WITHOUT our permission and in opposition to our Stated 
Demands that he NOT CUT TREES... 

MY REBUTTAL:  Again, Larry omits certain facts that 
contradicts the truth. According to information another 
relative told me is that the land had few trees 20~30 years ago 
to the extent that they played baseball in the yard. Few trees 
back? Too many trees today? That's evidence of neglect in the 
care and maintenance of the land. 

LARRY WROTE: 5.  He has been issuing Threats To Sue us...Make 
Complaints to result in fines to us .. Do clean up, Cut trees, haul soil and BILL 
US, attach liens to our Deeds etc...The solution he offers is all of us SIGN OUR 
PROPERTY over to him...If we do this we can Avoid these fines and won’t be 
in trouble.  These demands are distributed widely. 

MY REBUTTAL: Larry's prejudicial focus is misconstruing the 
facts in his favor. The facts themselves prove the opposition of 
Larry's assertions. Because both proporties are tightly packed 
with young trees with middle aged and old trees I have made 
repeated requests to allow me to clear-cut trees 10 feet back 
from the mobile to the North side and from the carport to the 
West. The reason is the trees grew too close to the mobile 
home, carport, and tool shed. The trees leave green mold and 
mildew on everything. My request is reasonable to prevent 
property damage to the mobile home, carport, and tool shed. 
Property damage is likely to occur from falling branches to 
falling trees due to root rot from a swampy land. It is a 
reasonable request to clear-cut 10-feet into the tree line to 
prevent property damage and the risk of personal injury or 
death from a falling tree from root rot. It is unreasonabe for 
Larry to refuse a reasonable and logical request. For me to 
make repeated requests that are reasonable in their nature 
does NOT mean I am making threats to sue.  

 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/God_complex
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I made an alternative offer to counter the costs of land 
reclamation: drain pipe for the driveway, gravel, truck loads 
of topsoil for their property to raise the swamp to above flood 
level to achieve a lawn. This is not Extortion are any other 
crime. It is because Larry twice attempt to evict me illegally 
that I offered a solution for the deeds of the two properties can 
be transferred to me on a temporary basis (20 to 30 years) 
were upon I will transfer the properties with my property at 
320 Rouse Street to one or more of the grandchildren of Larry's 
relatives when my time to pass on nears. That offer was 
intended to guarantee my security to reside on my mother's 
home when she passes on. That does not make my offer 
EXTORTION. That's Larry's prejudice against me lying by 
omission of all relavent facts.  

LARRY WROTE: 6.  I live in Georgia and decided to allow Mr Menser (My 
Cousin) to manage MY PROPERTY interests and to LEASE with Option To Buy 
my Lot behind Pat’s Trailer.  I advised Donnie ( Mr Hamrick) to forward ALL 
concerns to Mr Menser.  His response seems to be yet ANOTHER THREAT of 
Legal Action. 

MY REBUTTAL: As I stated in my Notice of Legal Action the 
verbal agreement is a breach of contract with Patsy Hays. 

LARRY WROTE: 7. One thing that makes This even more outrageous is the 
fact that here comes Donnie Hamrick...Who owns NOTHING and depends 
upon his 85 Year Old Mother for a place to live and a Vehicle to drive...HE 
decides MY Land is in a condition that adversely affects MY LAND .. 

MY REBUTTAL: Larrty committed an out right lie. I one the 
property at 320 Rouse Street, next to Larry's property at 322 
Rouse Street. It appears that Larry is so prejudiced against me 
that he refused to admit that I OWN land next to his land. That 
means he is maintaining a delusion about me. 

LARRY WROTE: 8.  I advise Donnie to contact Mr Menser. 

MY REBUTTAL: I will not talk to Bruce Menser until my 
forthcoming civil action is resolved. 

LARRY WROTE: 9. It appears that EXTORTION and BLACKMAIL are being 
attempted upon Senior Citizens (all owners are over age 65).  These attempts 
to attain ownership to our land MUST STOP.  I will instruct Mr Menser to 
look into this. 

MY REBUTTAL: Again, Larry throwing false allegations. That 
makes it libelous in written form and slander in spoken form. 
Either way it is defamation of character. This will become part 
of my civil action. If I did not have standing before I have 
standing now. 

LARRY WROTE: 10.  Lastly..since the Police Chief is one of the addresses that 
Donnie sent this to...Chief...Please note that Mr Menser is my Property 
Manager and that I desire ALL communications about my property directed 
to HIM... I am hereby giving Mr Hamrick NOTICE TO CEASE ALL EMAIL 
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CONTAC*T WITH ME ...IMMEDIATELY...ANY EMAIL CONTACT WILL BE 
CONSIDERED UNWELCOME and  HARASSING and I WILL PRESS CHARGES! 
I believe Donnie is already convicted of similar Email Harassment in White 
County.  

MY REBUTTAL: Again, Larry takes blind shots at me. Take the 
last sentence. Harassment. PENDING APPEAL TO THE U.S. 
SUPREME CPOURT ON FALSE CONVICTIONS.  It was a case of 
entrapment started by Christina Alberson, clerk for the 
Kensett court, violating Arakanas Judiciary's  Adminstrative 
Order 21 Electronic Filing mandating motions to a court can 
be emailed to the court clerk. But Christina Alberson blocked 
my emailed motions. I began emailing my motions to Police 
Office Laura Balentine double dipping as Kensett Water and 
Sewer Department clerk. She filed her complaint because I 
told her she was rude at the time I was running for meayor of 
Kensett (First Amendment protections).  It is a clear case of 
entrapment. Bruce Menser cannot represent Larry Little 
unless he is an attorney at bar and is lawfully authorized to 
represent Larry Little. If it is true that Bruce Menser cannot 
represent Larry Little then why didn't Larry Little tell me to 
contact his attorney since I am preparing my civil case against 
him? I have do duty to take to Bruce Menser because he is a 
party to my forthcoming civil action. That's Larry's form of 
harassment. My rights to a remedy against Larry's illegal 
actions are:   

Arkansas Code § 16-123-105 Civil Rights Offenses 

Arkansas Code § 16-123-336 Civil action.  

Arkansas Code § 12-62-805 Rights Stated -- Cause of Action 
Created.  

42 U.S. Code § 1983 Civil Action for Deprivation of Rights 

18 U.S. Code § 241 Conspiracy Against Rights 

18 U.S. Code § 242 Deprivation of Rights Under Color of Law 
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Date: Sunday, April 21, 2019, 9:41 PM CDT 

From: Don Hamrick  
 To:  Larry Little  
  Tom Ghent 
  Sherry Shockley 

SUBJECT: MY EXPENSES PAID TO JAMES/PATSY IN WILBURN 
 

I gave $1,000 to James upon returning from the sea.  $1,000.00 
I paid $75 for someone to backhoe the landscape & bury rocks. $75.00 

I paid 600 for land survey & buy property from David Hays $600.00 
I bought a drill press for James $471.00 

I bought a riding lawn mower for James $2,000.00 

I paid for James Medi-Pac for one quarter. $271.00 
I paid for Patsy's new dentures. $250.00 

I bought back James' boat, motor, and trailer from Payton. $800.00 
I paid for James /Patsy home owner's policy in 1997. $301.00 

I paid off James/Patsy loan at First Security Bank, Wilbirn . $280.00 

I bought equipment for James' shop. $300.00 
I paid for a new back door. $308.00 

I bought materials & carpet for water damage to back bedroom $400.00 
I paid for new carpet and glue for the living room floor. $180.00 

I sent $300 from sea . $300.00 
I sent $200 from sea . $200.00 

I sent $700 from sea so James/Patsy can buy a new refrigerator. $700.00 

I bought and installed a new kitchen countertop. $400.00 
I bought a new Hoover vacuum cleaner. $175.00 

TOTAL $9,011.00 

Patsy kept a record of all the money I paid to them for things they could not 
afford during the time they lived in Wilburn and during the years I was a 
merchant seaman at sea. 

IDIOT LARRY can STOP calling me a freeloader. 
 
In fact, if Larry is a true Christian Preacher living by the Golden Rule he 
would be religiously obligated to transfer both deeds to me for the 
$9,011 I spent to make sure James and Patsy were living comfortably. 
 
This will shut Sherry up complaining about my absence as a merchant 
seaman at sea when James and Patsy were living in Wilburn. 
 
Every time the three of you complain about me I always prove the three of 
you wrong. Why does that happen? Because I live by The Golden Rule! 
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I TOLD ALL OF YOU ONCE ALREADY! 
 

I DESERVE RESPECT! 
 

I emailed the Expenses Table above to all of you once before. It is convenient 
that all of you have forgotten that. Shame on all of you! 
 
 
DON HAMRICK 
 

 

MY EMAIL TO THE IN-LAWS 

 Date:  Tuesday, April 23, 2019 

From: Don Hamrick  
 To:  Tom Ghent 
  Sherry Shockley  
  Larry Little 

SUBJECT: CAN I BREAK YOUR CLIQUE? 

I have tried everything I know about psychology to break your hostility 
toward me. But Ohhh, each of you can deny my observations of your 
hostilities toward me.  

Each of you has your PRIOR BELIEF EFFECTS about me. You believe what 
you want. It appears most of what you believe about me is wrong. But none 
of you give a damn about your mistake beliefs.  

You employ DISCONFIRMATION BIAS to disprove every fact I present to each 
of you proving you are wrong. You will find false evidence proving your 
belief about me is right. By doing this you are employing CONFIRMATION 
BIAS.  

And where you stand your ground defending your erroneous belief about 
me, refusing to change your beliefs about me and refusing to reach an 
agreement, you create a POLARIZATION OF ATTITUDES.  

You will solidify that polarization of attitudes with SOPHISTICATION OF 
ATTITUDES (PETTIFOGGERY is my addition to the STAGES OF UNIVERSAL 
ARGUMENTS) I have also added the last stage, the JERRY SPRINGER STAGE 
where everyone goes ballistic at each other. 

I WILL TRY SOMETHING NEW WITH ALL OF YOU: 

MY INTRODUCTION TO MY MARITIME LIFE 

When I was in my elementary school years in Florida I would see a Coast 
Guard helicopters flying over to wherever. When I was a teenager, I was 
thinking about the Coast Guard or the Marine Corp (I passed the entrance 
exam for both, I was a smart guy back then. I am a smarter guy today.) I pissed 
off the Marine Recruiter when I told him I signed up with the Coast Guard. 

A few years before that happened I bought Ashley's Book of Knots.  
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I had a mindset for a maritime life. Seven years in the Coast Guard. Nineteen 
years in the merchant marine.  

Today, I have a list of DIY material to build two methods to pull tree stumps 
out of the ground. (1) The A-Frame Tree Stump Puller for the mechanical 
advantage; (2) Using the 4-ton American Power Puller (come-along) for the 
tree stumps; and (3) The double 3-sheave block and tackle set with 1/2-inch 
static double-braided rope. 

I can use the block and tackle set to pull small to medium size trees down 
with the roots all at once if Larry ever comes to his logical senses that I am 
right about my Land Reclamation Project. 

I have forgotten a lot of the knots I learned in my maritime years. The block 
and tackle method has prompted me to research the Arborist methods of 
rigging and their block and tackle sets and climbing trees. It is not likely I 
will be climbing any trees. I may buy another Ashley's Book of Knots for 
nostalgia. I made several intricate rope mats in my time with that book. 

Watch Part 1 and 2 of the International Society of Arboriculture's videos on 
Mechanical Advantage. With the standard block and tackle set they show the 
use of the 3-wrap Prusick Knot to keep the pulls gained by the block and 
tackle set. I never knew about the Prusick Knot's function but I did know 
how to tie the knot just to pass the time. Part 1 will segue to Part 2 (or it 
should): 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=efmAaaLmztI 

Then there is the video on how to tie the Prusick Knot. (Pronounce " prusick 
" or " presick.") 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=DJvk4GnNA74  

As I have told y 'all before. If I need to do something but I don't know how to 
do it I will watch a lot of YouTube videos until I know how to do what I need 
to do. This is no different.  

NOW, BACK TO PSYCHOLOGY 

Most people don't know how or they refuse to admit they are wrong when a 
discussion rises to the level of an argument or a family feud. Tom's apology 
is the first sign of NORMAL BEHAVIOR from all of you. Because Tom 
apologized to me I have gained a significant amount of respect for him so 
long as he doesn't pull his class clown act on me again. (That's a mix of humor 
and serious content.)  

From Tom's email to me he wrote, "Sherry called upset, about no more 
emails." That's a shame. Sherry's behavior and Larry's behavior are the same 
because they act like cry babies. Sherry nor Larry will admit they are wrong 
about me. I flat out proved Sherry was wrong about me, her complaining 
about my absence in Wilburn when I proved I gave James and Patsy $9,011 
over the years, both when I was at sea and when I visited to make sure they 
were living comfortably. That alone is enough to gain respect from each of 
you. 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=efmAaaLmztI
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=DJvk4GnNA74
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I am doubling down on my opinion that I deserve the deeds to both 
properties especially when James and Patsy gave the deed to 322 Rouse 
Street to y 'all FOR FREE.  

But with the way Larry and Sherry are, being selfish and self-centered, I 
doubt Larry or the rest of them will ever see the reasonableness of my view 
on the deeds. Especially when I intend to give the deed to one or two of your 
grandkids 20 or 30 years from now. Only a selfish, self-centered, and an 
unreasonable person will refuse such an offer when I will restore the land 
to a pristine yard in a number of years. 

With Sherry's desire to get no more emails from me her action will 
perpetuate the Polarization of Attitudes when all the while I have been 
trying to end the family feud. But no one wants that, it seems. The family 
feud with me must be fun for Larry and the gang. That's my psychological 
point of view from their years of hostile behavior toward me. 

 
 

 

Submitted 

 

 

Don Hamrick  

P.S 

The accompanying appeals to the U.S. Supreme Court (though not yet filed) are 

my evidence that proves my previous two misdemeanor convictions were false 
convictions. Hence my demand for my constitutional right to remedy for this judicial 
misconduct be in the form of an expungement of all of my convictions an the Kiosk 
records at the White County Jail as they are tainted by your prejudice against the poor 
of which I am a poor man. 

I will also file a complaint with the Judicial Discipline Commission and the Office 
of Professional Conduct for running a kangaroo court (Arkansas Criminal Law: Simulating Legal 
Process). 

ARKANSAS CODE § 5-53-116 SIMULATING LEGAL PROCESS. 

(a)  A person commits the offense of simulating legal process if, with the 
purpose of obtaining anything of value, he or she knowingly delivers or 
causes to be delivered to another a request, demand, or notice that simulates 
any legal process issued by any court of this state. 

 It is my opinion that both Prosecutor Don Raney and Judge Derrick are greedy 
to convict the factually innocent poor defendants because they are easy to convict. I 
am not so easy to convict because know the law and my rights. I hold both of them in 
contempt of my rights. 
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In the Supreme Court of the United States 
1 First St NE, Washington, DC 2054 

 

NOTICE OF LEGAL ACTION 
IN RE: Hamrick v. Kemp et. al., filed June 6, 2019 

 
Don Hamrick, pro se 

322 Rouse Street 
Kensett, AR 72082 

APPELLANT 
 

Clayton Higgins, Case Analyst, screwed up applying judicial bias against my appeal. 

 
DAMAGES 

PERSONAL INJURY: On May 27, 2019 I suffered I congestive heart failure 
polishing my appeal at FedEx in Fairfax, Virginia, before printing, under 
the stress of knowing that every case I filed from 2002 to the present in 
all the federal courts I filed in,  including the U.S. Supreme Court was 
dismissed or denied, check PACER. I spent 7 days at the V.A. hospital in 
Washington, D.C.  where I had a stent inserted into my heart. 

$1 million 

On June 6, 2019, filed my appeal with the U.S. Supreme Court by 
delivering my appeal to the police booth. 

n/a 

On or about June 8, 2019 my rejected appeal arrived at my residence. $1 million 
PERSONAL INJURY: On June 10~11, 2019 I suffered a mini-stroke and a 
full stroke that landed me at the White County Medical Center’s 
Emergency Room in Arkansas. 

$1 million 

On June 12, 2019, I transferred to V.A. hospital North Little Rock for 
speech, physical and occupational therapies. 

n/a 

The U.S. Supreme Court in Hamrick v. President Bush, et al, 540 U.S. 940, 
SCt. No. 03-145, Cert. was Wrongfully Denied October 6, 2003 violating 
U.S. Supreme Court Rule 10(a). 

$1 million 

U.S. Supreme Court Rule 28.8. predisposes the appeals of unrepresented 
appellants to denial of their appeals. This violates the First Amendment 
right to petition the Government for redress of grievances. 

$1 million 

The U.S. Supreme Court’s GUIDE FOR PROSPECTIVE INDIGENT PETITIONERS FOR 

WRITS OF CERTIORARI contains the one-form-fits-all for all income brackets 
titled AFFIDAVIT OR DECLARATION `IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR LEAVE TO 

PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS.  This form is unconstitutional on its face 
because the form does not take into account the poor in income brackets 
below the FEDERAL POVERTY GUIDELINES. The Supreme Court’s form is 
based on the Court’s prejudice against the poor in like manner to Rule 
28.8. 

$1 million 

TOTAL $6 million 
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BREAKING NEWS: 

 

My Amicus Curiae Brief in favor of the six class action Plaintiffs in 
Nakita Mahoney, et al. v. Judge Mark Derrick, White County Circuit 
Court (Arkansas) No. 73CV-18-874, filed November 14, 2018, (See 
Exhibit 1) is the presumed first use of the U.S. Supreme Court’s opinion 
denigrating the old STARE DECISIS DOCTRINE, in a State case. See 
Franchise Tax Board of California v. Hyatt, Case No. 17–1299, Decided 
May 13, 2019 

And I presume that my appeal herein is the first use of the U.S. 
Supreme Court’s opinion denigrating the old STARE DECISIS DOCTRINE in 
an appeal to the U.S. Supreme Court. See Franchise Tax Board of 
California v. Hyatt, Case No. 17–1299, Decided May 13, 2019 

And if I am correct in both instances then I have twice made judicial 
precedent history as a pro se poor appellant. Ain’t that a slap in the 
face! (Criticism is not disrespect. Critcicsm is my FIRST AMENDMENT 
right to Petition the Government for Redress of Grievances.) My 
appeal defends the rights of the poor in America. It’s only right 
that I point out the irony of a pro se poor appellant filing his 
appeal with the U.S. Supreme Court pointing out the hostilities of 
the U.S. Supreme Court against the poor, in addition to the United 
States Government, the Arkansas judicial system, and apparently 
in a lot of courts across the country are showing similar hostilities 
against the poor. This appeal does NOT deserve to be denied by 
the U.S. Supreme Court for my criticism. Take it on the cheek and 
change things for the better! My appeal deserves to be heard! 
This criticism is why you added Rule 28.8 to the Rules of the 
Supreme Court in the first place. The U.S. Supreme Court disdains 
the Morality v. Legality argument from pro se poor appellants out 
of fear the poor appellant will have the winning argument. That’s 
what’s going on! Isn’t it? It’s NOT right! And you know it! 4 

  

 
4 National Constitution Center Staff, SO WHO CAN ARGUE A CASE IN FRONT OF THE SUPREME COURT?, 
Constitution Daily (blog), January 10, 2014. ([I]n the past 35 years, the Court has made it clear 
through custom and then through a rules change last year, that only lawyers are allowed to appear 
before the Justices. In July 2013, the Court said it had updated the official Rules of the Court to make 
it clear that only attorneys are allowed to argue cases. 
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New U.S. Supreme Court Precedent  

Denigrating “Stare Decisis” 

Franchise Tax Board of California v. Hyatt  

Case No. 17–1299, Decided May 13, 2019 

NEW STARE DECISIS DOCTRINE PARAPHRASED: 

“Stare decisis is not an inexorable command and it is 
at its weakest when interpreting the Constitution.” 

FROM THE SYLLABUS 

(c) Stare decisis is “ ‘not an inexorable command,’ ” Pearson v. Callahan, 
555 U. S. 223, 233, and is “at its weakest” when interpreting the Constitution, 
Agostini v. Felton, 521 U. S. 203, 235. The Court’s precedents identify, as 
relevant here, four factors to consider:  

the quality of the decision’s reasoning, 

its consistency with related decisions, 

legal developments since the decision, and 

reliance on the decision. 

See Janus v. State, County, and Municipal Employees, 585 U. S. ___, ___–___. The 
first three factors support overruling Hall. As to the fourth, case-specific 
reliance interests are not sufficient to persuade this Court to adhere to an 
incorrect resolution of an important constitutional question. Pp. 16–17. 

FROM PAGES 16–17. 

C 

With the historical record and precedent against him, Hyatt defends Hall on 
the basis of stare decisis. But stare decisis is “ ‘not an inexorable 
command,’” Pearson v. Callahan, 555 U. S. 223, 233 (2009), and we have held 
that it is “at its weakest when we interpret the Constitution because our 
interpretation can be altered only by constitutional amendment,”5 
Agostini v. Felton, 521 U. S. 203, 235 (1997). The Court’s precedents identify a 
number of factors to consider, four of which warrant mention here: the 
quality of the decision’s reasoning; its consistency with related decisions; 
legal developments since the decision; and reliance on the decision. See 
Janus v. State, County, and Municipal Employees, 585 U. S. ___, ___–___ (2018) 
(slip op., at 34–35); United States v. Gaudin, 515 U. S. 506, 521 (1995). 

The first three factors support our decision to overrule Hall. We have 
already explained that Hall failed to account for the historical 
understanding of state sovereign immunity and that it failed to consider how 
the deprivation of traditional diplomatic tools reordered the States’ 

 
5 Emphasis mine. 
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relationships with one another. We have also demonstrated that Hall stands 
as an outlier in our sovereign-immunity jurisprudence, particularly when 
compared to more recent decisions 

As to the fourth factor, we acknowledge that some plaintiffs, such as Hyatt, 
have relied on Hall by suing sovereign States. Because of our decision to 
overrule Hall, Hyatt, unfortunately, will suffer the loss of two decades of 
litigation expenses and a final judgment against the Board for its egregious 
conduct. But in virtually every case that overrules a controlling precedent, 
the party relying on that precedent will incur the loss of litigation expenses 
and a favorable decision below. Those case-specific costs are not among the 
reliance interests that would persuade us to adhere to an incorrect 
resolution of an important constitutional question. 

 

 The new STARE DECISIS DOCTRINE is a game changer for the federal and state judicial 
systems. No longer can federal or state judges drift away from the original intent of their 
respective Constitutions and expect longevity for their disconnected opinions with 
unconstitutional provisions. 

In the GUIDE FOR PROSPECTIVE INDIGENT PETITIONERS FOR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, Office of 
the Clerk, Supreme Court of the United States, Washington, D.C. 20543, October 2018, 
SECTION II NATURE OF SUPREME COURT REVIEW, states, “The primary concern of the Supreme 
Court is . . . to decide cases presenting issues of importance beyond the particular facts and 
parties involved.” The U.S. Supreme Court must consider APPENDIXES 16 & 17 as my 
Evidentiary Exhibits supporting this appeal in accordance with the above Supreme Court 
directive to pro se in forma pauperis appellants because Appendixes 16 & 17 substantially 
contribute to the issues of importance beyond the particular facts and parties involved, like 
my two misdemeanor False Convictions. 

The U.S. Supreme Court has no logical or legally justifiable reason or cause to deny 
this appeal for its precedent-setting potential as a CASE OF FIRST IMPRESSION under the 
new STARE DECISIS DOCTRINE. See, Franchise Tax Board of California v. Hyatt, Case No. 17–
1299, Decided May 13, 2019.  

This appeal exposes the blatant judicial prejudice of state and federal court judges, 
including the U.S. Supreme Court justices, on a national scale, against the poor who 
cannot afford attorneys to represent them in addition to overturning my two 
misdemeanor False Convictions and affirming my rights to remedies for my two 
False Convictions. 

Kangaroo Courts All Across the County 

Through intended or unintended consequences, former Attorney General Jeff 
Sessions’ response to EXECUTIVE ORDER 13777 ENFORCING THE REGULATORY REFORM AGENDA 
caused the resurgence of Debtors’ Prisons all across the country transforming legal courts 
into kangaroo courts when he rescinded 25 Guidance Directives on December 21, 2017. Of 
those 25 directives, it is the GUIDANCE DIRECTIVE No. 11, DEAR COLLEAGUE LETTER ON 

ENFORCEMENT OF FINES AND FEES (March 2016) that caused the resurgence of Debtors’ 
Prisons all across America spurring FALSE CONVICTIONS OF THE INNOCENT.6   

 
6 See President Trump's EXECUTIVE ORDER 13777 ENFORCING THE REGULATORY REFORM AGENDA, dated 
February 24, 2017. Available online at: https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2017-03-01/pdf/2017-
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 Arkansas has a law against debtors’ prisons and kangaroo courts. That law is 
Arkansas Code § 5-53-116 Simulating Legal Process. 

ARKANSAS CODE § 5-53-116 SIMULATING LEGAL PROCESS. 

(a)  A person commits the offense of simulating legal process 
if, with the purpose of obtaining anything of value, he or she 
knowingly delivers or causes to be delivered to another a 
request, demand, or notice that simulates any legal process 
issued by any court of this state. 

  

But judges in Arkansas adapted to former Attorney General Jeff Sessions’ rescinding 
Guidance Directive No. 11, DEAR COLLEAGUE LETTER ON ENFORCEMENT OF FINES AND FEES 
(March 2016). It is a safe bet that all Arkansas courts have become kangaroo courts. I 
present enough evidence in this appeal under the RES IPSA LOQUITER DOCTRINE to prove the 
Kensett District Court, the White County Circuit Court, and the Arkansas Supreme Court in 
the State of Arkansas, and the federal courts up to and including the U.S. Supreme Court 
dismissing and denying my federal and state civil rights and constitutional rights cases in 
violation of Cohens v. Virginia, 19 U.S. 264, at 404 (6 Wheaton 264) (1821), in fact and law, 
are kangaroo courts. 

Judges who run debtors’ prisons have turned their courts into kangaroo courts. 
A kangaroo court is defined by Merriam-Webster Dictionary as a mock court in which the 
principles of law and justice are disregarded or perverted; and as a court characterized by 
irresponsible, unauthorized, or irregular status or procedures.  

  Referring to something as a kangaroo court 7 usually carries with it a negative 
inference because of the manner in which they are conducted. Applying Laws 
Retroactively, Lack of Impartial Judges, Absence of the Most Basic Constitutional Rights are 
three features of a kangaroo court that set it apart from normally accepted principles of 
fairness and justice. Court proceedings that lack the due process protections people 
associate with courts of law have earned the name “kangaroo court.” As a general rule, a 
kangaroo court is any proceeding that attempts to imitate a fair trial or hearing without 
the usual due process safeguards including the right to call witnesses, the right to confront 
your accuser and a hearing before a fair and impartial judge. Kangaroo court proceedings 
are usually a sham carried out without legal authority in which the outcome has been 
predetermined without regard to the evidence or to the guilt or innocence of the accused. 
 For a treatise on the frequent use of the term “kangaroo court” see, Parker B. Potter, 
Jr., ANTIPODAL INVECTIVE: A FIELD GUIDE TO KANGAROOS IN AMERICAN COURTROOMS, 39 Akron 
Law Review 73 (2006). 

I cannot stress enough the comparison of bad judges looking down on poor people 

 
04107.pdf. See also, ATTORNEY GENERAL JEFF SESSIONS RESCINDS 25 GUIDANCE DOCUMENTS, dated 
December 21, 2017. Available online at: https://www.justice.gov/opa/pr/attorney-general-jeff-
sessions-rescinds-25-guidance-documents. See item 11 in that list of 25 Guidance Documents: 11. 
DEAR COLLEAGUE LETTER ON ENFORCEMENT OF FINES AND FEES (March 2016) Available online at 
https://www.justice.gov/opa/file/832541/download. It is widely reported in the media that the 
Dear Colleague Letter is responsible for the resurgence of Debtors' Prisons across America. 

7 https://thelawdictionary.org/article/three-features-kangaroo-court/ (Featuring Black’s Law 
Dictionary Free Online Legal Dictionary 2nd Ed.) 
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and caregivers in Geoffrey P. Miller, BAD JUDGES, 83 Texas Law Review 431 (December 
2004). I am a poor person, age 63, and my only income is a V.A. pension that puts me $3,368 
below the 2019 FEDERAL POVERTY GUIDELINES and a caregiver to my own mother, age 85: 

[Geoffrey P. Miller’s] article explores the problem of bad judges—jurists 
who are incompetent, self-indulgent, abusive, or corrupt. These bad judges 
terrorize courtrooms, impair the functioning of the legal system, and 
undermine public confidence in the law. …   

In jurisdictions across the country, complaints are heard about judges and 
magistrates who are incompetent, self-indulgent, abusive, or corrupt. These 
bad judges terrorize courtrooms, impair the functioning of the legal system, 
and undermine public confidence in the law. They should not be allowed in 
office, yet many retain prestigious positions even after their shortcomings 
are brought to light. The situation, moreover, does not appear to be under 
control. If recent scandals in New York and other states are a guide, incidents 
of judicial misconduct may be on the rise. 

The problem of bad judges is embedded in broader considerations about the 
optimal design of the judiciary in American political culture. A basic tradeoff 
exists between independence, accountability, and quality. To preserve 
independence, it is necessary to insulate judges from external controls over 
their behavior. If judges are protected from external controls, however, they 
have fewer incentives to provide quality services. To ensure 
accountability, judges must be subject to democratic processes, but influence 
and patronage, enemies of good judging, are inevitable when judges are 
chosen by political means. The challenge is to select, retain, supervise, 
and remove judges in such a way as to maintain independence and 
accountability, while not unduly sacrificing quality. 

[BAD JUDGES] look down on poor people, … and caregivers. 

I am a veteran, age 63, living on a V.A. NON-SERVICE CONNECTED DISABILITY $1,127.00 
every month. At $1,127 X 12 months = $13,524. I am my mother’s live-in caregiver. She is age 
85. She has her own SSI for her own expenses that is not included in the calculations for this 
appeal. The 2019 FEDERAL POVERTY GUIDELINES8 for a two-person household is $16,910. The 
math? $16,910 – $13,524 = $3,386. That puts me $3,386 below the 2019 FEDERAL POVERTY 

GUIDELINES.  

On that basis I am qualified to file in forma pauperis at the White County Circuit Court 
in Arkansas and at the Arkansas Supreme Court. But both, the White County Circuit Court 
and the Arkansas Supreme Court, denied my PETITION TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS based 
on my only income being my V.A. pension.  

My appeals are intended to overturn my two misdemeanor False Convictions and 
restore the First Amendment right to petition the Government for a redress of grievances to 
the poor in the United States, to which I am one of the poor.  

The White County Circuit Court refused to even put my appeal on the docket to show 
my PETITION TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS was denied. There is no record of my appeal other 
than a written letter from the White County Circuit Court Judge Robert Edwards and the 

 
8 https://aspe.hhs.gov/2019-poverty-guidelines 
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Court Clerk. That violates my due process rights. That’s not the only evidence of judicial 
prejudice against the poor in Arkansas. 

 Arkansas RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE, RULE 72(d) SUITS IN FORMA PAUPERIS states: 
“No person shall be permitted to prosecute any action of slander, libel or 
MALICIOUS PROSECUTION in forma pauperis.” Combine that with the Arkansas Code 
§ 5-53-131 FRIVOLOUS, GROUNDLESS, OR MALICIOUS PROSECUTIONS, that emboldens 
prosecutors to slander, libel, a poor innocent defendant with a frivolous, groundless, or 
malicious prosecution with the intent to achieve a False Conviction, as has happened to 
me, hence this appeal to the U.S. Supreme Court. 

 Then there’s the Arkansas RULES OF EVIDENCE, RULE 303 PRESUMPTIONS IN CRIMINAL 

CASES legitimizing the PRESUMPTION OF GUILT against the accused with no caveat on the 
PRESUMPTION OF INNOCENCE, especially when the prosecutor withholds evidence proving 
innocence (Brady violations). 

 And the worst of all, is the U.S. Supreme Court’s Rule 28.8 stating: “Oral arguments 
may be presented only by members of the Bar of this Court. Attorneys who are not members 
of the Bar of this Court may make a motion to argue pro hac vice under the provisions of 
Rule 6.” 

 Rule 28.8 of the Rules of the U.S. Supreme Court has not changed in the new RULES 

OF THE SUPREME COURT, adopted April 18, 2019, effective July 1, 2019. Rule 28.8, 
unconstitutional on its face, will be the first rule of the U.S. SUPREME COURT to FALL under 
the new STARE DECISIS DOCTRINE. Rule 28.8 violates the First Amendment right of the poor 
who cannot afford an attorney to represent them at Oral Argument in the U.S. Supreme 
court, to petition the Government for redress of Grievances. Rule 28.8 is gone! God forbid 
that the U.S. Supreme Court would have to hear from common citizen non-lawyers of the 
United States. (My justified sarcasm for the U.S. Supreme Court’s abuse of due process.)  

The new STARE DECISIS DOCTRINE paraphrased here, “Stare decisis is not an 
inexorable command and it is at its weakest when interpreting the Constitution” 
blows the doors wide open for constitutional challenges on antiquated Stare Decisis 
opinions on all controversial constitutional issues.  

On that basis I put forth the U.S. Supreme Court’s on violation of Rule 10(a) by 
wrongfully denying my 2003 NATIONAL OPEN CARRY as a Gold Standard for the SECOND 

AMENDMENT right to keep and bear arms in Hamrick v. President Bush, et al, 540 U.S. 940, 
SCt. No. 03-145, Denied October 6, 2003. The new Stare Decisis Doctrine gives me the right 
to resurrect my case because there are no state of limitations on wrongful denials in 
violation of the U.S. Supreme Court’s own Rule 10(a).  

 

The first RULE OF THE U.S. SUPREME COURT to be REINFORCED with greater protections 
from the prejudice of the U.S. Supreme Court, is Rule 10(a) by adding the text of Cohens v. 
Virginia, 19 U.S. 264, at 404  (6 Wheaton 264) (1821):  

Cohens v. Virginia, 19 U.S. 264, at 404  (6 Wheaton 264) (1821): “It is most true 
that this Court will not take jurisdiction if it should not; but it is equally true 
that it must take jurisdiction if it should. The judiciary cannot, as the 
legislature may, avoid a measure because it approaches the confines of the 
Constitution. We cannot pass it by because it is doubtful. With whatever 
doubts, with whatever difficulties, a case may be attended, we must decide it 
if it be brought before us. We have no more right to decline the exercise of 
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jurisdiction which is given than to usurp that which is not given. The one or 
the other would be treason to the Constitution. Questions may occur which 
we would gladly avoid, but we cannot avoid them. All we can do is to exercise 
our best judgment and conscientiously to perform our duty. In doing this on 
the present occasion, we find this tribunal invested with appellate 
jurisdiction in all cases arising under the Constitution and laws of the United 
States. We find no exception to this grant, and we cannot insert one.”  

B. Convicting the Innocent  

Citing the CONCLUSION in Samuel R. Gross, CONVICTING THE INNOCENT, 4 Annual Review 
of Law and Social Science 173–92 (2008): 

“We have little direct information about false convictions for lesser crimes—
misdemeanors, routine felony guilty pleas, juvenile adjudications—but they 
may well consist overwhelmingly of commonplace investigative and 
bureaucratic errors. ... 

Whatever we do, however, some false convictions will continue to occur. For 
those cases, the lesson of the past 30 years is clear. We must be more willing 
to reconsider the guilt of convicted defendants when substantial new evidence 
of innocence emerges.” 

Or when the prosecutor and judge ignore exculpatory evidence proving innocence 
provided by factually innocent defendant as is the case in this appeal. 

 

C. The Culture of Corruption 

The Mammatus Clouds in my blogger ID represent the 
turbulent nature of the human race in every country in the 
world. Weather is global. So is corruption. Corruption has been 
a part of the human race throughout the history of mankind. 
The human race through the ages tried to live by the law, high 
legal, religious, and moral codes. The Culture of Corruption 
or the Corruption Culture if you want to describe it that way, 
is the opposition against the Golden Rule. The Golden Rule, also 
known as the Reciprocity of Ethics, is part of almost every 
religion in the world. The Reciprocity of Ethics become a 
Unilateral Code of Ethics when other people have no ethics at 
all. 

It is because federal judges and justices of the U.S. 
Supreme Court and State courts are not immune to 
personal predilections, biases, prejudices, and cognitive 
dissonance (the state of having inconsistent thoughts, 
beliefs, or attitudes, especially as relating to behavioral 
decisions and attitude change) about high profile 
constitutional rights cases. Their oath of office does not 
cure their prejudices.  
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D. In the words of Frederick Douglass 

 

“Let me give you a word of the philosophy of reform. The whole history of the 
progress of human liberty shows that all concessions yet made to her august 
claims have been born of earnest struggle. The conflict has been exciting, 
agitating, all-absorbing, and for the time being, putting all other tumults to 
silence. It must do this or it does nothing. If there is no struggle there is no 
progress. Those who profess to favor freedom and yet deprecate agitation are 
men who want crops without plowing up the ground; they want rain without 
thunder and lightning. They want the ocean without the awful roar of its many 
waters. 

This struggle may be a moral one, or it may be a physical one, and it may be 
both moral and physical, but it must be a struggle. Power concedes nothing 
without a demand. It never did and it never will. Find out just what any people 
will quietly submit to and you have found out the exact measure of injustice 
and wrong which will be imposed upon them, and these will continue till they 
are resisted with either words or blows, or with both. The limits of tyrants are 
prescribed by the endurance of those whom they oppress.” 

SOURCE: On August 3, 1857, Frederick Douglass delivered a “West India Emancipation” 
speech at Canandaigua, New York, on the twenty-third anniversary of the event. Most of 
the address was a history of British efforts toward emancipation as well as a reminder of 
the crucial role of the West Indian slaves in that own freedom struggle. However shortly 
after he began Douglass sounded a foretelling of the coming Civil War when he uttered 
two paragraphs that became the most quoted sentences of all of his public orations. They 
began with the words, “If there is no struggle, there is no progress.” The entire speech 
appears is published online at www.blackpast.org/1857-frederick-douglass-if-there-no-struggle-there-no-

progress. 
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My Evidence of state Sanctioned Discrimination 

Against the Poor 

Don Hamrick Wednesday, August 3, 2019 

322 Rouse Street, Kensett, Arkansas 72082 Email: ki5ss@yahoo.com 

 
 

Governor Asa Hutchinson 
State Capitol Room 250 

500 Woodlane Ave. 

Little Rock, AR 72201 

COMPLAINT AGAINST STARK LIGON 
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR & CHIEF DISCIPLINARY COUNSEL 

ARKANSAS SUPREME COURT 

OFFICE OF PROFESSIONAL CONDUCT 

The Honorable Governor Asa Hutchinson, 

 I am submitting this complaint against Stark Ligon for incompetence and 

obstruction of justice as applied against my combined ethics complaint against Prosecutor 
Don Raney and Judge Mark Derrick. I append the series of emails exchanged between 

Stark Ligon and I to support my complaint. The flash drive contains my supporting 

evidence in PDF format. 

 THE FILES ON MY FLASH DRIVE 

 MOTION TO DIS 

MISS BRUCE MENSER.PDF 

 APPEAL TO WHITE COUNTY COURT 

 APPEAL TO ARKANSAS SUPREME COURT 

 APPEAL TO U.S. SUPREME COURT 

 2018 ATTEMPTED APPEAL TO THE U.S. SUPREME COURT (FALSE CONVICTION) 

 2018 ATTEMPTED APPEAL TO THE U.S. SUPREME COURT ( SECOND AMENDMENT) 

 MY NOTICE OF LEGAL ACTION AGAINST THE U.S. SUPREME COURT 

 MY NOTICE OF LEGAL ACTION AGAINST IN-LAWS 

FOLDER: MY NAKITA MAHONEY CASE FILINGS 
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Heather A. Butler, WHY DO SMART PEOPLE DO FOOLISH THINGS? Intelligence is not the same 
as critical thinking—and the difference matters, Scientific American| Behavior & Society, 

October 3, 20179  

“Intelligence and improving intelligence are hot topics that receive a lot of 
attention. It is time for critical thinking to receive a little more of that 
attention. Keith E. Stanovich wrote an entire book in 2009 about What 
Intelligence Tests Miss. Reasoning and rationality more closely resemble 
what we mean when we say a person is smart rather than spatial skills and 
math ability. Furthermore, improving intelligence is difficult. Intelligence is 
largely determined by genetics. Critical thinking, though, can improve with 
training, and the benefits have been shown to persist over time. Anyone can 
improve their critical thinking skills. Doing so, we can say with certainty, is 
a smart thing to do.” 

 

 
 Stark Ligon’s Emails Nos, 2 and 4 are filled with questions. The type of questions 
that reveal a bigoted ignorance prejudice against a non-attorney poor complainant with 

ethics complaints against both the prosecutor and judge involving the federal criminal 

offenses of 18 U.S. CODE § 241 CONSPIRACY AGAINST RIGHTS; and 18 U.S. CODE § 242 

DEPRIVATION OF RIGHTS UNDER COLOR OF LAW 

Last year I filed an ethics complaint against Judge Mark Derrick and Prosecutor Don 

Raney with their respect ethics commissions. Both complaints were whitewashed and 
dismissed claiming no wrongdoing was found. That was my first shotgun blast of 

corruption to the face. I had ethical offenses lodged against both rising to the level of 

disbarment. 

This year Judge Mark Derrick is facing a class action lawsuit by six plaintiffs in 
Nakita Mahoney et al. v. Judge Mark Derrick, White County Circuit Court, Case No. 

73CV-18-874. So far, I have filed one Mandatory Judicial Notice of Adjudicative Facts and 

four Amicus Curiae Briefs in favor of the Plaintiffs. 

Why? In my forth Amicus Brief: “THE TREASONOUS NIHILISTIC LYNCHING OF AMERICA” 
filed August  1, 2019 I stated: 

“While the plaintiffs’ and defendant’s attorneys microscopically focus on 

case laws in the class action lawsuit, Nakita Mahoney et al. v. Judge Mark 

Derrick, White County Circuit Court, Case No. 73CV-18-874, they risk missing 
the national crisis caused by the resurgence of debtors’ prison (i.e. kangaroo 

courts) all across the country. As here, I have been presenting macro views 

on debtors’ prisons to show that the Nakita Mahoney case is not limited to 

White County Arkansas.” 

 That answers Stark Ligon’s stupid question in his Email No. 4, “Why do you send me 
Mahoney case materials, and materials on other cases and legal and even non-legal matters 
(such as knot-tying and stump pulling and “kangaroo” courts in other jurisdictions), . . .[?] 

 
9 https://www.scientificamerican.com/article/why-do-smart-people-do-foolish-things/ 
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And now to answer the second half of Stark Ligon’s question: “[W]hy should I spend 
valuable time reading what you file in Mahoney and on appeals, until you have a decision by 
some appellate court related to a complaint here against Raney?” 

 One answer is because it is his job. A second answer is because the Office of 
Professional Responsibility does not have to wait for a jury’s verdict to use evidence of an 
attorney’ ethical misconduct, especially when that ethical misconduct reflects a national 
trend such as the resurgence of debtors’ prisons transforming legal courts into kangaroo 
courts. The Arkansas Code has a law against kangaroo courts running a debtor’s prison 
scheme. ARKANSAS CODE § 5-53-116 SIMULATING LEGAL PROCESS. 

 The mere fact that Stark Ligon had to ask those questions suggests he is incompetent 

as the Executive Director & Chief Disciplinary Counsel for the Office of Professional 
Conduct. Perhaps Stark Ligon should resign from his position or get fired for his 

incompetence and his display of his prejudice against me as a non-attorney complainant. 

He did display a prejudiced tunnel vision view against the applicability in Arkansas of 

unconstitutional debtors’ prison occurring in “other jurisdictions” across the country in 
his Email No. 4. That is a serious problem for Governor Asa Hutchinson. 

 I have another answer to Stark Ligon’s second half of his question: “[W]hy should I 
spend valuable time reading what you file in Mahoney and on appeals, until you have a 
decision by some appellate court  related to a complaint here against Raney?” 

 Because I spent 30+ years studying constitutional law, civil rights law, federal law, 
Arkansas law and reading hundreds of law review articles on every topic under the sun 
that caught my interest. (www.papers.ssrn.com) I also divided my time to study behavioral 
psychology during the same 30+ years as my course of self-study during my 19 years as a 
merchant seaman. In my travels across the United States I visited university libraries and 
law school libraries to continue my studies in the law and my studies in behavioral 
psychology through the PsychINFO database. That explains Stark Ligon’s sarcastic 
question about knot-tying and stump pulling (my yard work). I was trying to show Stark 
Ligon my human side so he would drop his hostile attitude. It didn’t work. 

 Another aspect I observed from his answer, “[W]hy should I spend valuable time 
reading what you file in Mahoney and on appeals, . . .?” He shows himself to be the 
condescending type who sees non-attorney complainants as beneath his dignity to treat 
their complaints with the same respect he gives other attorneys. The real question is 
whether Stark Ligon is protecting Prosecutor Don Raney from my ethics complaint? If he 
is then that is another serious problem for Governor Asa Hutchinson.  

 That brings me to Stark Ligon’s Email No. 7. Where he attempts to obstruct justice 
by asking me to confine my supporting evidence to the Menser case matter, as it involves 
Kensett city prosecutor Don Raney. 

My response to Stark Ligon’s request? HELL NO! The focus of my ethics complaint 
is not on Bruce Menser’s false affidavit for my arrest warrant but on the harm the former 
U.S. Attorney General Jeff Sessions did to American Jurisprudence when he politically 
stabbed President trump in the back when he rescinded GUIDANCE DIRECTIVE NO. 11, DEAR 

COLLEAGUE LETTER ON ENFORCEMENT OF FINES AND FEES (March 2016) that caused the 
resurgence of debtors’ prisons all across the country transforming legal courts into 
kangaroo courts in response to EXECUTIVE ORDER 13777 ENFORCING THE REGULATORY REFORM 

AGENDA.  
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The side effect to this resurgence of kangaroo courts is that it opened the door for 
prosecutors and judges to convict factually innocent defendants on misdemeanor charges 
as has happened to me twice before. My second misdemeanor false conviction was a case 
of entrapment on the charge of ARKANSAS CODE § 5-71-209 HARASSING COMMUNICATIONS 
because I was running for Mayor of Kensett, Arkansas with the campaign slogan, “MAKE 

KENSETT A CORRUPTION FREE ZONE.” 

 The problem with my second misdemeanor conviction based on the ARKANSAS CODE 

§ 5-71-209 HARASSING COMMUNICATIONS when I was running for Mayor of Kensett is that I 
was exercising my First Amendment right to petition the Government for redress of 
grievances (i.e, political speech). The problem with that is, Miller v. United States, 230 F.2d 
486 (5th Cir. 1956) “The claim and exercise of a constitutional right cannot be converted into 
a crime.” 

There lies the problem with Stark Ligon’s request to limit my evidence to the Bruce 
Menser case. His request violates my First Amendment right to petition the Government 
for redress of grievances. Again that presents another serious problem for Governor Asa 
Hutchinson. 

CONCLUSION 

I have absolutely no confidence in the Office of Professional Responsibility to rule 
on my complaint without bias or prejudice under Stark Ligon’s Executive Directorship and 
Chief Disciplinary Counsel. It is my opinion that Stark Ligon must either resign his position 
or Governor Asa Hutchinson must fire him for the problems he presents to the Governor. 

 

Submitted, 
 
 
 
Don Hamrick  
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EMAIL NO. 1 of 8 
 

Date: Thursday, August 1, 2019, 6:03 PM CDT 

From: Don Hamrick  
To:  David Sachar (Judicial Discipline Commission)  
 Alli Mack (Office of Professional Responsibility) 
 Stark Ligon (Office of Professional Responsibility) 
 Steve Watts (Editor, Searcy Daily Citizen) 
 
SUBJECT: MY 4TH AMICUS CURIAE BRIEF AS MY EVIDENCE 
 
SEE  THE TREASONOUS NIHILISTIC LYNCHING OF AMERICA. August  1, 2019. (On Flash Drive) 

 
 
I FILED IT TODAY   

 
 

EMAIL NO. 2 of 8 
 

From: Stark Ligon (Office of Professional Responsibility) 
To: Don Hamrick (Complainant) 
 Don Raney (Prosecutor) 
 David Sachar (Judicial Discipline Commission)  
SUBJECT  Re: MY 4TH AMICUS CURIAE BRIEF AS MY EVIDENCE 
 
 
Date:Friday, August 2, 2019, 9:28 AM CDT 
From:Stark Ligon (stark.ligon@arcourts.gov) 
To:ki5ss@yahoo.com 
Cc:stark.ligon@arcourts.gov; d_raney@lightlelawfirm.net; david.sachar@Arkansas.gov 
SUDJECT:  RE: MY 4TH AMICUS CURIAE BRIEF AS MY EVIDENCE 

Mr. Hamrick, your second grievance against Don Raney, copied here, is our new file No. 
T2019-363, and was assigned to me yesterday for investigation. I think I read that your 
new complaint is based on a new case in Kensett District Court, maybe No. 19-088, on an 
affidavit by a Bruce Menser against you, and nothing else. 

If that is correct, what do all these amici filings, appeals in a now-closed discipline file, 
pleadings in other cases, and your legal articles have to do with what I will call the Menser 
case? If they are not related, why should I take time to read scores of pages of your 
unrelated legal research about debtor’s prisons, etc. I have many other open files that need 
my time. Thank you, 

 

 Stark Ligon 
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EMAIL NO. 3 of 8 
 
Date:Friday, August 2, 2019, 2:37 PM CDT 

From: Don Hamrick  
To:  Stark Ligon (Office of Professional Responsibility) 
Cc: Don Raney (Prosecutor) 
 David Sachar (Judicial Discipline Commission)  
 Steve Watts (Editor, Searcy Daily Citizen) 
SUBJECT  Re: MY 4TH AMICUS CURIAE BRIEF AS MY EVIDENCE 
 
If you had read everything I filed you would already know the answer to your 
question. At this point I demand that you read everything I filed before you make 
your biased uninformed decision. 

I have a right to file the 4 Amicus Briefs for the Plaintiffs in the Nakita Mohoney 
case as my supporting evidence in my ethics complaint against Don Raney, 

But since you forced me to explain all this to you, you have displayed a passive-
aggressive disorder as a shade of bias against a poor citizen.  

I am not going to do this prejudiced dance with you again. Just do your damn job 
in accordance with the laws of Arkansas, the Code of Conduct for Arkansas 
attorneys, and my constitutional right to a remedy. And drop your attitude! 

 

DON HAMRICK 

 
 

EMAIL NO. 4 of 8 
 
Date:Friday, August 2, 2019, 3:00 PM CDT 

From: Stark Ligon (Office of Professional Responsibility) 
To: Don Hamrick (Complainant) 
Cc: Don Raney (Prosecutor) 
 David Sachar (Judicial Discipline Commission)  
SUBJECT:  RE: MY 4TH AMICUS CURIAE BRIEF AS MY EVIDENCE 
 
Mr. Hamrick, your new complaint against Don Raney appears to be based solely on his 
alleged conduct in the new Bruce Menser Kensett district court criminal case against you, 
not the Mahoney case in White County Circuit Court, No. 73cv-18-874, which involves 
different issues and parties. You certainly may file whatever you wish to or the trial court 
lets you file in the Mahoney case, but what does that have to do with Menser-Raney? Why 
do you send me Mahoney case materials, and materials on other cases and legal and even 
non-legal matters (such as knot-tying and stump pulling and “kangaroo” courts in 
other jurisdictions), and why should I spend valuable time reading what you file in 
Mahoney and on appeals, until you have a decision by some appellate court  related 
to a complaint here against Raney? 

Stark Ligon 
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EMAIL NO. 5 of 8 
 
Date:   Aug 2 at 3:59 PM 

From: Don Hamrick (Complainant) 
To:  Stark Ligon (Office of Professional Responsibility) 
Cc: Don Raney (Prosecutor) 

 David Sachar (Judicial Discipline Commission)  
 Steve Watts (Editor, Searcy Daily Citizen) 
SUBJECT:  RE: MY 4TH AMICUS CURIAE BRIEF AS MY EVIDENCE 
 
Good God man! You must think I am foolish enough to fall for your act of feigning 
ignorance. 

If you cannot or will not understand the complexities of an ethics complaint against a 
prosecutor and a judge involving a conspiracy running a debtors prison scheme that 
transforms a constitutionally legal court into an unconstitutional kangaroo court then you 
must resign your position for incompetence. 

Or, if you are protecting Prosecutor Don Raney in violation of my due pross rights then 
you should be prosecuted for obstruction of justice. 

Or, will you force me to file my complaint with Governor Asa Hutchinson? 
 
DON HAMRICK 

 
 

EMAIL NO. 6 of 8 

 
 
Date:  Aug 3 at 12:27 AM 

From: Don Hamrick (Complainant) 
To:  Stark Ligon (Office of Professional Responsibility) 
Cc: Don Raney (Prosecutor) 

 David Sachar (Judicial Discipline Commission)  
 Steve Watts (Editor, Searcy Daily Citizen) 
SUBJECT: Re: T2019-36 
 
I construe your continued opposition to my ethics complaint containing allegations of a 
conspiracy against both prosecutor and judge that include, obstruction of justice and 
aiding and abetting a conspiracy to commit attempted murder (my murder by Larry Little 
of Harlem Georgia and Bruce Menser's inflammatory and harassing emails that caused my 
congestive heart failure, mini-stroke and full stroke. The aiding and abetting allegation 
against the prosecutor and judge comes into play when the prosecutor vallidated Bruce 
Menser's false complaint of harassing communications (in psychology, that's called 
projecting and blame-shifting). The prosecutor delivered the false affidavit to the judge. 
The judge signed the arrest warrant based on that false affidavit making that arrest 
warrant an illegal arrest warrant. NOW THAT is where the conspiracy begins for me. The 
conspiracy for thousands of people in White County is represented in the Nakita Mahoney 
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Case, a class action against Judge Derrick alleging that he is running a debtors' prison out 
of the White County Jail. 

I advised the plaintiffs' attorneys that the judge cannot convict anyone without the 
prosecutor to present the cases at trial. I strongly recommended to the attorneys that they 
should add Prosecutor Don Raney as a co-defendant in the Nakita Mahoney Case. NOW 
there's another conspiracy, running a kangaroo court in violation of Arkansas Code 5-53-
116 Simulating Legal Process. 

What you are doing is just plain stupid. If you had read my complaint and my supporting 
evidence, YES! My five amicus briefs in the Nakita Mahoney Case, are my supporting 
evidence, you would have known all this. I doubt you have read anything. 

I will now be preparing my complaint of obstruction of justice against you for Governor 
Asa Hutchinson and that you have shown an undeniable clear disposition that you are 
refusing to do your job in violation of my due process rights and my constitutional right to 
a remedy. 

This series of emails will be my evidence against you. And don't give any crap about 
confidentiality because everything I wrote in my email was derived from the Nakita 
Mahoney Case, and from my Google research. 

Your previous remark about -s and knots will be my evidence of your bigotry against 
unrepresented complaints. I told you to drop your attitude. 
 

 
 

EMAIL NO. 7 of 8 
 
Date: Saturday, August 3, 2019, 12:09 PM CDT 

From: Stark Ligon (Office of Professional Responsibility) 
To: Don Hamrick (Complainant) 
Cc: Don Raney (Prosecutor) 
 David Sachar (Judicial Discipline Commission)  
 Steve Watts (Editor, Searcy Daily Citizen) 
SUBJECT: RE: T2019-363 
 
Mr. Hamrick, you start off below by confirming this grievance is about the Bruce Menser 
criminal case against you in Kensett District Court, then appear to expand it into the White 
County Circuit Court civil case of Mahoney, about an alleged debtor’s prison court system, 
which appear to me to be two entirely separate matters. That is my simple basis for asking 
you to confine submissions to this office to the Menser case matter, as it involves Kensett 
city prosecutor Don Raney. Thank you. 
 
  
 
Stark Ligon 
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EMAIL NO. 8 of 8 
 
Date:  Aug 3 at 12:32 PM 

From: Don Hamrick (Complainant) 
To:  Stark Ligon (Office of Professional Responsibility) 
Cc: Don Raney (Prosecutor) 
 David Sachar (Judicial Discipline Commission)  
 
I am done with you. 
 
You seem hell-bent on obstructing justice through your passive-aggressive behavior. 

I am loading up my flash drive with my filings in the Nakita Mahoney case in its own folder 
and all the files I emailed to you as supporting evidence to my complaint. 

You don't seem to understand that all the files I sent to you are related by cause and effect. 
That is why you should resign or get fired. 

My letter of complaint to the Governor is now at 2-pages (the summaries of each file I put 
on my flash drive. Then I will continue the narrative in the letter. 

 
DON HAMRICK 
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FILES ON MY FLASH DRIVE 

NAKITA MAHONEY CASE (FOLDER) 

1st Amicus Brief: EVIDENCE RULE 406 HABIT – ROUTINE PRACTICE (Kangaroo Courts) and 
former Attorney General Jeff Sessions politically stabbing President Trump in response to 
Executive Order 13777 ENFORCING THE REGULATORY REFORM AGENDA by rescinding GUIDANCE 

DIRECTIVE NO. 11 DEAR COLLEAGUE LETTER ON ENFORCEMENT OF FINES AND FEES (March 2016) 
that caused the resurgence of debtors’ prisons and kangaroo courts. That is the cause and 
effect for the class action lawsuit Nakita Mahoney v. Judge Mark Derrick, White County 
Circuit Court, Case No. 73CV-18-874 we have today. 

 2nd Filing: MANDATORY JUDICIAL NOTICE OF ADJUDICATIVE FACTS (Case of Entrapment 
from Kensett District Court Clerk Christina Alberson Violating Administrative Order 21 
Electronic Filing by prohibiting me from emailing court motions to her that lead to my 
previous politically motivated False Conviction. I was running for Mayor of Kensett at the 
time.)  

3rd Filing: 2nd Amicus Brief SCUTUS Case: FRANCHISE TAX BOARD OF CALIFORNIA V. HYATT, 

U.S. Supreme Court Opinion, Case No. 17-1299, Decided May 13, 2019 (Denigrating Stare 

Decisis) and court reforms to prohibit debtors’ prisons and kangaroo courts. Filed May 20, 

2019. 

4th Filing: 3rd Amicus Brief Evidence Rule 406 Habit – Routine Practice FilJuly 30, 2019. 

(Conspiracies for False Convictions) This Amicus Brief presents excerpts From My Previous 

Misdemeanor False Convictions, Case Law and Law Review Articles on False Convictions 

and on Absolute Immunity Being a False Doctrine Violating the Checks and Balance System 

of our Republican Form of Government and Disbarment Offenses for Prosecutor Don 

Raney and Judge Mark Derrick & Obstruction of Justice charge against Don Raney. Include 
in this Brief is the History on the Right to a Remedy for Government Wrong Doing. 

5th Filing: 4th Amicus Brief: THE TREASONOUS NIHILISTIC LYNCHING OF AMERICA. 
August  1, 2019. Excerpt from FEDERALIST NO, 10 THE SAME SUBJECT Continued (THE UNION AS 

A SAFEGUARD AGAINST DOMESTIC FACTION AND INSURRECTION) While the plaintiffs’ and 
defendant’s attorneys microscopically focus on case laws in the class action lawsuit, Nakita 
Mahoney et al. v. Judge Mark Derrick, White County Circuit Court, Case No. 73CV-18-874, 
they risk missing the national crisis caused by the resurgence of debtors' prison (Le. 
kangaroo courts) all across the country. As here, I have been presenting macro views on 
debtors' prisons to show that the Nakita Mahoney case is not limited to White County 
Arkansas.  

 MASS RECUSAL IN NAKITA MAHONEY CASE 

 

 

 




















