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Don Hamrick Monday, March 9, 2020 

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

IACHR PETITION NO. P-330-20 
Download Petition at https://americancommondefencereview.files.wordpress.com/2020/03/hamrick-vs-arkansa-1.pdf 

 
Antonia Urrejola Noguera 
Inter-American Commission on Human Rights 
Organization of American States 
1889 F St NW 
Washington, D.C., 20006 
 
Commissioner Antonia Urrejola Noguera, 

 My IACHR Human Rights Petition No. P-330-20 was filed February 19, 2020. 
I presume that IACHR will conduct a preliminary investigation into the humans rights 
violations alleged in my Petition, (which is also doubling as a Tenth Amendment Powers 
Reserved to the People “themselves” Federal Arrest Warrant in the Federal Court in Little 
Rock Arkansas for the named defendants on Arkansas State crimes and Federal crimes under 
Title 18 of the United States Code) will require IACHR to contact (1) the SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Michael R. Pompeo; (2) the ASSISTANT SECRETARY BUREAU OF DEMOCRACY, HUMAN RIGHTS, 
AND LABOR, Robert A. Destro; and (3) the UNDER SECRETARY FOR CIVILIAN SECURITY, 
DEMOCRACY, AND HUMAN RIGHTS, Nathan A. Sales (Acting). 

MY QUESTIONS FOR THE  
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

That I hope you will ask on my behalf for my  
Petition No. P-330-20 

(1). ABOUT THE MISSION OF THE U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE: The U.S. 
Department of State leads America’s foreign policy through diplomacy, 
advocacy, and assistance by advancing the interests of the American 

people, THEIR SAFETY and economic prosperity.1 

PREFACE FOR THE QUESTION: My question for the Secretary 
of State, Mike Pompeo and the U.S. Attorney General William 
Barr? The Mission of the Department of State is to “advance the 
interests of the American people, their safety and economic 
prosperity.”  

My interpretation of “THE AMERICAN PEOPLE’S SAFETY is in the 
UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION’S “COMMON DEFENCE” Clause. If the 
American People’s Safety and Economic Prosperity (General 
Welfare) was truly the top priority for the State Department 
then the would have been the vanguard in the United States 

 
1 https://www.state.gov/about/about-the-u-s-department-of-state/ 
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Constitution’s Article V Amendment process to amend the 
PREAMBLE TO THE UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION to read as follows: 

We the People of the United States, in Order to 
form a more perfect Union, Declare National 
Open Carry will establish Justice, insure 
domestic Tranquility, provide for the common 
defence, promote the general Welfare, and 
secure the Blessings of Liberty to ourselves and 
our Posterity, do ordain and establish this 
Constitution for the United States of America. 

The idea here is that all present gun control laws in their 
accumulative effect destroys the COMMON DEFENSE (i.e. Safety)  

The COMMON DEFENCE CLAUSE in the PREAMBLE to the UNITED 

STATES CONSTITUTION and in Article I, Section 8, Clause 1, is 
linked to the SECOND AMENDMENT and to the PRIVILEGES AND 

IMMUNITIES CLAUSE in Article IV, Section 2, Clause 1 and in the 
FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT, Clause 1; and it is linked to the TENTH 

AMENDMENT POWERS RESERVED TO THE PEOPLE THEMSELVES and 
further linked to the NINTH AMENDMENT’S “The enumeration 
in the Constitution, of certain rights, shall not be 
construed to deny or disparage others retained by the 
people.”  

That means NATIONAL OPEN CARRY is an embedded right 
in the UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION. It proves that the 
GUN  CONTROL DOCTRINE serves only to destroy the 
COMMON DEFENCE. On that basis all gun control laws in 
their individual and collective effect is TREASON 
against the COMMON DEFENCE in the CONSTITUTION OF THE 

UNITED STATES.  

The reasoning here is that National Open Carry was the social, legal, 
and the constitutional norm when the Constitution was ratified. While 
society changed since the 1790’s human nature and behavior has not 
changed and never will. That is the reason the Unigted States Constitution 
must strictly adhered to as a Static unchanging Constitution. 

NOW QUESTION (1): “What is the DEPARTMENT OF STATE’S 

DOMESTIC POLICY for the AMERICAN PEOPLE’S SAFETY in terms of 
THE COMMON DEFENCE, THE SECOND AMENDMENT, THE PRIVILEGES 

AND IMMUNITIES, and in terms of HUMAN RIGHTS under the 
TREATIES CLAUSE in the UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION?” 

(2). DUTIES OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE: “Negotiates, interprets, and 

terminates treaties and agreements.”2 See QUESTION (1). 

(3). MISSION OF THE BUREAU OF DEMOCRACY, HUMAN RIGHTS, AND 
LABOR (Assistant Secretary, Robert A. Destro): Champions American 

 
2 https://www.state.gov/duties-of-the-secretary-of-state/ 
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values, including the Rule of Law and Individual Rights, that promote 
strong, stable, prosperous, and sovereign states. We advance American 
security in the struggle against authoritarianism and terrorism when 
we stand for the freedoms of religion, speech, and the press, and the 
rights of people to assemble peaceably and to petition their government 

for a redress of grievances.3 SEE QUESTION (1). 

(4). LEADERSHIP – BUREAU OF DEMOCRACY, HUMAN RIGHTS, AND 
LABOR: Our bureau is led by an experienced team of public servants, 
dedicated to the U.S. mission of spreading democracy and RESPECT FOR 
HUMAN RIGHTS GLOBALLY. The biographies of each of our bureau's 
senior staff display the diversity of experience and expertise currently 

benefiting the U.S. cause of promoting freedom around the world.4 
SEE QUESTION (1). 

(5). OUR MISSION: THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR CIVILIAN SECURITY, 
DEMOCRACY, AND HUMAN RIGHTS (Under Secretary Nathan A. Sales 
(Acting)): Leads Department efforts to prevent and counter threats to 
civilian security. The bureaus and offices reporting to the Under Secretary 
advance the security of the American people by assisting countries 
around the world to build more democratic, secure, stable, and just 

societies.5 SEE QUESTION (1). 

 

NOW, IT’S BEHAVIORAL PSYCHOLOGY & HUMAN RIGHTS 

The Seven Universal Patterns of Arguments 

OR, The Seven Shades of Corruption 

I am not a braggadocian with this letter. I studied Constitutional Law, 
Civil Rights Law, Federal Law, the Rule of Law, and Behavioral Psychology in my 
own course of self-sudy for 30 years before, during, and after my 19 years as a 
merchant seaman traveling all over the world.  

In my layman’s study of behavioral psychology I learned about 6 Universal 
Patterns of Arguments in social, political, legal and judicial arguments. The 7th 

Pattern is my addition to the list.6  

 
3 https://www.state.gov/bureaus-offices/under-secretary-for-civilian-security-democracy-and-human-rights/bureau-of-

democracy-human-rights-and-labor/ 

4 https://www.state.gov/leadership-bureau-of-democracy-human-rights-and-labor/ 

5 https://www.state.gov/bureaus-offices/under-secretary-for-civilian-security-democracy-and-human-rights/ 

6 SOURCES: See generally, Kari Edwards & Edward E. Smith, A Disconfirmation Bias in the 
Evaluation of Arguments, 71 Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, Volume 71, No. 1, p. 5–
24 (1996). http://www.unc.edu/~fbaum/teaching/articles/JSPS-1996-Edwards.pdf; Mason Richey, 
MOTIVATED REASONING IN POLITICAL INFORMATION PROCESSING: THE DEATH KNELL OF DELIBERATIVE 

DEMOCRACY?  Page 6, (May 5, 2011)  (Mason Richey, Department of European Studies, GSIAS, Hankuk 
University of Foreign Studies, 270 Imun-dong, Dongdaemun-gu, 130-791 Seoul, South Korea.) 
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(1). Prior Attitude Effect/Prior Belief Effect (people consider 
arguments consistent with their own judgments superior to 
countervailing ones), 

(2). Disconfirmation Bias (people unduly counter-argue and discount 
incongruent arguments, while uncritically accepting congruent 
arguments), 

(3). Confirmation Bias (people seek out information that confirms 
beliefs), 

(4). Attitude Polarization (attitudes become more extreme despite 
exposure to balanced pro and con arguments), 

(5). Attitude Strength Effect (motivated skepticism increases with 
stronger policy attitudes). “Copping an attitude.” 

(6). Sophistication Effect/PETTIFOGGERY7 (politically more 
knowledgeable people display greater motivated skepticism because 
their knowledge base allows greater counterarguing of incongruent 
information). [My Opinion: Including federal court and U.S. Supreme 
Court opinions denying constitutional rights, freedoms, and liberties, as 
in judicial tyranny and government oppression). 

(7). Belligerence. What I describe as the Jerry Springer Show Effect. 
This happens when people let their emotions control their behavior, 
(Groupthink) instead of using Critical Thinking and Occam’s Razor to 
find the correct solutions to problems. 

  

 
Available online at https://philpapers.org/archive/RICMRI.pdf; Charles S. Taber and Milton Lodge, 
Motivated Skepticism in the Evaluation of Political Beliefs, American Journal of Political 
Science, Vol. 50, No. 3 (Jul., 2006), pp. 755-769, Published by Midwest Political Science Association. 
Available online at https://www.unc.edu/~fbaum/teaching/articles/AJPS-2006-Taber.pdf; Taber, C. 
and M. Lodge. 2000. Three Steps Toward a Theory of Motivated Reasoning, in Elements of 
Reason: Cognition, Choice, and the Bounds of Rationality (Part of Cambridge Studies in Public 
Opinion and Political Psychology), London:  Cambridge University Press. (December 2000), 
Paperback; ISBN: 9780521653329, Editors: Arthur Lupia, Mathew D. McCubbins, Samuel L. Popkin, 
Arthur T. Denzau, Douglass C. North, Paul M. Sniderman, Norman Frohlich, Joe Oppenheimer, 
Shanto Iyengar, Nicholas A. Valentino, Wendy M. Rahn, James H. Kuklinski, Paul J. Quirk, Milton 
Lodge, Charles Taber, Michael A. Dimock, Philip E. Tetlock, Mark Turner;  Taber, C. and M. Lodge, 
Motivated Skepticism in the Evaluation of Political Beliefs, American Journal of Political 
Science 50/3: (2006) pp. 755-769. See also, Russell J. Dalton and Hans‐Dieter Klingemann (Editors), 
The Oxford Handbook of Political Behavior, Oxford University Press, (Published date August 
2007) (Published online September 2009). 

7 Pettifoggery. My addition for the argumentative nature of party politics, federal courts and the 
neglected insipid platitudes for the enforcement of human rights treaties with the intent to ignore 
human rights.  
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Citing SUPREME COURT MAXIMS (Collection of US Supreme Court Legal Maxims, 
Compiled by the Department of Justice (DOJ) Civil Division Appellate Staff, 1993-1998) U.S. 
Department of Justice, Civil Division Letter dated March 8, 2012 in response to 
GovernmentAttic.org's (“Rummaging in the Government's Attic”) FREEDOM OF INFORMATION 

ACT REQUEST.  

“Our legal system provides methods for challenging the Government’s 
right to ask questions—lying is not one of them. A citizen may decline to 
answer the question, or answer it honestly, but he cannot with impunity 
knowingly and willfully answer with a falsehood.” Lachance v. Erickson, 522 
U.S. 262, 265 (1998) (quoting Bryson v. United States, 396 U.S. 64, 72 (1969) 
(footnote omitted)). 

“[T]here is [no] exception to criminal liability under 18 
U.S.C. § 1001 for a false statement that consists of the mere 
denial of wrongdoing, the so-called ‘exculpatory no.’” 
Brogan v. United States, 522 U.S. 398, 399 (1998). 

THE FEDERAL TORT CLAIMS ACT IS  
THE ANTITHECTICAL EXEMPTION TO 18 U.S.C. § 1001 

18 U.S. Code § 1001 Statements or Entries Generally 

(a)* Except as otherwise provided in this section, whoever, in any matter within 
the jurisdiction of the executive, legislative, or judicial branch of the Government 
of the United States, knowingly and willfully— 

(1) falsifies, conceals, or covers up by any trick, scheme, or device 
a material fact; 

(2) makes any materially false, fictitious, or fraudulent statement 
or representation; or 

(3) makes or uses any false writing or document knowing the 
same to contain any materially false, fictitious, or fraudulent 
statement or entry; 

shall be fined under this title, imprisoned not more than 5 years or, if the offense 
involves international or domestic terrorism (as defined in section 2331), 
imprisoned not more than 8 years, or both. If the matter relates to an offense under 
chapter 109A, 109B, 110, or 117, or section 1591, then the term of imprisonment 
imposed under this section shall be not more than 8 years. 

*(b) Subsection (a) does not apply to a party to a judicial proceeding, or that 
party’s counsel, for statements, representations, writings or documents 
submitted by such party or counsel to a judge or magistrate in that proceeding. 

(c) With respect to any matter within the jurisdiction of the legislative branch, 
subsection (a) shall apply only to— 

(1) administrative matters, including a claim for payment, a matter related 
to the procurement of property or services, personnel or employment 
practices, or support services, or a document required by law, rule, or 
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regulation to be submitted to the Congress or any office or officer within the 
legislative branch; or 

(2) any investigation or review, conducted pursuant to the authority of any 
committee, subcommittee, commission or office of the Congress, consistent 
with applicable rules of the House or Senate. 

MY COMMENTARY ON 18 U.S. CODE § 1001’s “FALSE STATEMENTS”:  

The United State Congress and the Supreme Court knowingly, willfully and 
maliciously issued False Doctrines, i.e., the Gun Control Doctrine knowing 
full well the gun control doctrine is Treason against the Constitution because  
the accumulating number of gun control laws has already destroyed the 
Common Defense Clause in the Constitution. So goes human rights. 

 

28 U.S. CODE § 2674 LIABILITY OF UNITED STATES.8 

With respect to any claim under this chapter, the United States shall be 
entitled to assert any defense based upon judicial or legislative immunity 
which otherwise would have been available to the employee of the United 
States whose act or omission gave rise to the claim, as well as any other --
defenses to which the United States is entitled. 

 

A COLLECTION OF LEGAL MAXIMS IN  
LAW AND EQUITY WITH ENGLISH TRANSLATIONS, 

By S. S. Peloubet,  

Publisher George S. Diossy (1880) 

#1794 (page 217): Par in parem non habet. (Jenk.Cent. 174)—An equal has no power over 
an eaqual. 

IMPUNITY 

#836 (page 102): Impunitas semper ad deteiori invitat. (5 Coke, 109.) —Impunity invites 
to greater crimes. 

# 1332 (page 163): Maxima illecebra estpeccandi impunitatis. (Tayler, 315)—The greatist 
incitement to guilt is the hope of sinning with impunity. 

#2353 (page 284): Spes impunitatis continuum affectum tribuit delinquendi. (3 Inst. 236.)—
The hope of impunity holds out a continual temptation to crime. 

#1308 (page 160): Maleficia non debent remanere impuita; et impunitas continuum 
affectum tribuilt delinquendi (4 Coke, 45.)—Evil deeds should not remain unpunished; 
and impunity affords continual incitement to the delinquent. 

#1316 (page 161): Malum quo communis eo pejus, (Whart. 505.)—The more common an 
evil is, the worse. 

 
8 https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/28/2674 
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dcTHE FACTUALLY INNOCENT DEFENDANT  
FALSELY CONVICTED 

MY CASE AGAINST PROSECUTOR DON RANEY  
AND JUDGE MARK DERRICK 

#1339 (page 164): Melior est condtio defendentis. (Hob. 199)—The cause of the defendant 
is the better. 

#2264 (page 272): Scire leges, non hoc est verbsa earum tenere, sed vim et potestem. (Dig, 
1. 3. 17.)—To know the laws, is not to observe their mere words, but the force and 
power. 

THE CONSTITUTIONALLY CORRECT  
NATIONAL OPEN CARRY DOCTRINE 

#898 (page 110): In maxima potentia minima licentia. (Lofft. 504.)—In the greatest power 
there is the least license. 

#730 (page 88): Frusta est potentia quae nunwuam venit in actuim. (2 Coke, 51)—That 
power is in vain that never comes into act. [MY COMMENT: The TENTH AMENDMENT 

POWER RESERVED to the People themselves linked to the Common Defence and linked to the 
Second Amendment and the Privileges and Immunities = NATIONAL OPEN CARRY.] 

IGNORANT JUDGES 

#816 (page 100): Ignorantia judicia est calamitas innocentis. (2 Inst. 591)—The ignorance 
of the Judge is the [disaster] of the innocent. 

#2482 (page 298): Ubi non est manifesta injustitia habentur pro bonis viris, et judicatum 
pro veritate. (1 Johns. Ch. N. Y. 341, 345.)—Where there is no manifest injustice, the 
judges are to be considerered as honest men, and their judgment as truth. 
[MY COMMENT: A corrupt judge operating Outside All Jurisdiction running a Debtors’ 
Prison Scheme  is running a kangaroo court. Judge Derrick is operating on a MANIFEST OF 

INJUSTICE making all his Court Orders and all of his Convictions of Defendants, whether 
true or false are acts of lies and Treason against the Arkansas Constitution.] 

#2363 (page 285) Statuta ita interpretanda ut innoxiisa ne obsint. (Lofft, 596)—Statutes 
should be so interpreted that may not hurt the innocent. 

#2368 (page 285): Sublata causa tollitur effectus. (2 Black. Com. 203.)—Remove the cause, 
and the effect will cease. [MY COMMENT: Gun Control caused crime to increase. Repeal 
Gun Control will cause crime to decrease.] 
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IMPUNITY AND THE RULE OF LAW:  
Combating Impunity and Strengthening Accountability,  

the Rule of Law and Democratic Society 
ONCHR REPORT 2011 

by the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights 

Background 

Developments around the world in 2011 demonstrated that UN engagement 
to strengthen the effective protection of human rights and the rule of law 
is more essential than ever. Within the UN system, OHCHR continued to play 
a leading role in nurturing positive conditions for respect of the rule of law 
and democracy, in particular through its focus on combating impunity 
and strengthening accountability. 

The absence or collapse of the rule of law in any State can result in violent 
conflict or repression, leading to gross violations of human rights. Impunity 
is often the primary obstacle to upholding the rule of law. Human rights 
become a mockery when killings, disappearances, torture, rape and other 
forms of sexual violence go unpunished, when amnesty laws exempt 
perpetrators from responsibility, when inquiries into excessive use of force 
fail to produce results and when economic, social and cultural rights cannot 
be attained through a judicial process. 

THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT HAS A  
SEVERE CASE OF ACTING WITH IMPUNITY 

 
 

Sincerely, 
(signature before my stoke) 
 
 
 
(signature after my stoke) 
 
 
 
EVIDENCE OF PHYSICAL/MEDICAL 
INJURY FOR DAMAGES 
Don Hamrick 
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Don Hamrick Monday, March 9, 2020 

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

IACHR PETITION NO. P-330-20 

Download Petition at https://americancommondefencereview.files.wordpress.com/2020/03/hamrick-vs-arkansa-1.pdf 
 

Ambassador Ronald Sandors 
 Embassy of Antigua and Barbuda 

3216 New Mexico Ave. NW 
Washington, DC 20016 
 
Your Excellency: 

Dear Mr. Ambassador: 

 My IACHR Human Rights Petition No. P-330-20 was filed February 19, 2020. 
I presume that IACHR will conduct a preliminary investigation into the humans rights 
violations alleged in my Petition, (which is also doubling as a Tenth Amendment Powers 
Reserved to the People “themselves” Federal Arrest Warrant in the Federal Court in Little 
Rock Arkansas for the named defendants on Arkansas State crimes and Federal crimes under 
Title 18 of the United States Code) will require IACHR to contact (1) the SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Michael R. Pompeo; (2) the ASSISTANT SECRETARY BUREAU OF DEMOCRACY, HUMAN RIGHTS, 
AND LABOR, Robert A. Destro; and (3) the UNDER SECRETARY FOR CIVILIAN SECURITY, 
DEMOCRACY, AND HUMAN RIGHTS, Nathan A. Sales (Acting). 

MY QUESTIONS FOR THE  
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

That I hope you will ask on my behalf for my  
Petition No. P-330-20 

(1). ABOUT THE MISSION OF THE U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE: The U.S. 
Department of State leads America’s foreign policy through diplomacy, 
advocacy, and assistance by advancing the interests of the American 

people, THEIR SAFETY and economic prosperity.9 

PREFACE FOR THE QUESTION: My question for the Secretary 
of State, Mike Pompeo and the U.S. Attorney General William 
Barr? The Mission of the Department of State is to “advance the 
interests of the American people, their safety and economic 
prosperity.”  

My interpretation of “THE AMERICAN PEOPLE’S SAFETY is in the 
UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION’S “COMMON DEFENCE” Clause. If the 
American People’s Safety and Economic Prosperity (General 
Welfare) was truly the top priority for the State Department 
then the would have been the vanguard in the United States 
Constitution’s Article V Amendment process to amend the 
PREAMBLE TO THE UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION to read as follows: 

 
9 https://www.state.gov/about/about-the-u-s-department-of-state/ 
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We the People of the United States, in Order to 
form a more perfect Union, Declare National 
Open Carry will establish Justice, insure 
domestic Tranquility, provide for the common 
defence, promote the general Welfare, and 
secure the Blessings of Liberty to ourselves and 
our Posterity, do ordain and establish this 
Constitution for the United States of America. 

The idea here is that all present gun control laws in their 
accumulative effect destroys the COMMON DEFENSE (i.e. Safety)  

The COMMON DEFENCE CLAUSE in the PREAMBLE to the UNITED 

STATES CONSTITUTION and in Article I, Section 8, Clause 1, is 
linked to the SECOND AMENDMENT and to the PRIVILEGES AND 

IMMUNITIES CLAUSE in Article IV, Section 2, Clause 1 and in the 
FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT, Clause 1; and it is linked to the TENTH 

AMENDMENT POWERS RESERVED TO THE PEOPLE THEMSELVES and 
further linked to the NINTH AMENDMENT’S “The enumeration 
in the Constitution, of certain rights, shall not be 
construed to deny or disparage others retained by the 
people.”  

That means NATIONAL OPEN CARRY is an embedded right 
in the UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION. It proves that the 
GUN  CONTROL DOCTRINE serves only to destroy the 
COMMON DEFENCE. On that basis all gun control laws in 
their individual and collective effect is TREASON 
against the COMMON DEFENCE in the CONSTITUTION OF THE 

UNITED STATES.  

The reasoning here is that National Open Carry was the social, legal, 
and the constitutional norm when the Constitution was ratified. While 
society changed since the 1790’s human nature and behavior has not 
changed and never will. That is the reason the Unigted States Constitution 
must strictly adhered to as a Static unchanging Constitution. 

NOW QUESTION (1): “What is the DEPARTMENT OF STATE’S 

DOMESTIC POLICY for the AMERICAN PEOPLE’S SAFETY in terms of 
THE COMMON DEFENCE, THE SECOND AMENDMENT, THE PRIVILEGES 

AND IMMUNITIES, and in terms of HUMAN RIGHTS under the 
TREATIES CLAUSE in the UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION?” 

(2). DUTIES OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE: “Negotiates, interprets, and 

terminates treaties and agreements.”10 See QUESTION (1). 

(3). MISSION OF THE BUREAU OF DEMOCRACY, HUMAN RIGHTS, AND 
LABOR (Assistant Secretary, Robert A. Destro): Champions American 
values, including the Rule of Law and Individual Rights, that promote 
strong, stable, prosperous, and sovereign states. We advance American 

 
10 https://www.state.gov/duties-of-the-secretary-of-state/ 
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security in the struggle against authoritarianism and terrorism when 
we stand for the freedoms of religion, speech, and the press, and the 
rights of people to assemble peaceably and to petition their government 

for a redress of grievances.11 SEE QUESTION (1). 

(4). LEADERSHIP – BUREAU OF DEMOCRACY, HUMAN RIGHTS, AND 
LABOR: Our bureau is led by an experienced team of public servants, 
dedicated to the U.S. mission of spreading democracy and RESPECT FOR 
HUMAN RIGHTS GLOBALLY. The biographies of each of our bureau's 
senior staff display the diversity of experience and expertise currently 

benefiting the U.S. cause of promoting freedom around the world.12 
SEE QUESTION (1). 

(5). OUR MISSION: THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR CIVILIAN SECURITY, 
DEMOCRACY, AND HUMAN RIGHTS (Under Secretary Nathan A. Sales 
(Acting)): Leads Department efforts to prevent and counter threats to 
civilian security. The bureaus and offices reporting to the Under Secretary 
advance the security of the American people by assisting countries 
around the world to build more democratic, secure, stable, and just 

societies.13 SEE QUESTION (1). 

 

NOW, IT’S BEHAVIORAL PSYCHOLOGY & HUMAN RIGHTS 

The Seven Universal Patterns of Arguments 

OR, The Seven Shades of Corruption 

I am not a braggadocian with this letter. I studied Constitutional Law, 
Civil Rights Law, Federal Law, the Rule of Law, and Behavioral Psychology in my 
own course of self-sudy for 30 years before, during, and after my 19 years as a 
merchant seaman traveling all over the world.  

In my layman’s study of behavioral psychology I learned about 6 Universal 
Patterns of Arguments in social, political, legal and judicial arguments. The 7th 

Pattern is my addition to the list.14  

 
11 https://www.state.gov/bureaus-offices/under-secretary-for-civilian-security-democracy-and-human-rights/bureau-

of-democracy-human-rights-and-labor/ 

12 https://www.state.gov/leadership-bureau-of-democracy-human-rights-and-labor/ 

13 https://www.state.gov/bureaus-offices/under-secretary-for-civilian-security-democracy-and-human-rights/ 

14 SOURCES: See generally, Kari Edwards & Edward E. Smith, A Disconfirmation Bias in the 
Evaluation of Arguments, 71 Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, Volume 71, No. 1, p. 5–
24 (1996). http://www.unc.edu/~fbaum/teaching/articles/JSPS-1996-Edwards.pdf; Mason Richey, 
MOTIVATED REASONING IN POLITICAL INFORMATION PROCESSING: THE DEATH KNELL OF DELIBERATIVE 

DEMOCRACY?  Page 6, (May 5, 2011)  (Mason Richey, Department of European Studies, GSIAS, Hankuk 
University of Foreign Studies, 270 Imun-dong, Dongdaemun-gu, 130-791 Seoul, South Korea.) 
Available online at https://philpapers.org/archive/RICMRI.pdf; Charles S. Taber and Milton Lodge, 
Motivated Skepticism in the Evaluation of Political Beliefs, American Journal of Political 
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(1). Prior Attitude Effect/Prior Belief Effect (people consider 
arguments consistent with their own judgments superior to 
countervailing ones), 

(2). Disconfirmation Bias (people unduly counter-argue and discount 
incongruent arguments, while uncritically accepting congruent 
arguments), 

(3). Confirmation Bias (people seek out information that confirms 
beliefs), 

(4). Attitude Polarization (attitudes become more extreme despite 
exposure to balanced pro and con arguments), 

(5). Attitude Strength Effect (motivated skepticism increases with 
stronger policy attitudes). “Copping an attitude.” 

(6). Sophistication Effect/PETTIFOGGERY15 (politically more 
knowledgeable people display greater motivated skepticism because 
their knowledge base allows greater counterarguing of incongruent 
information). [My Opinion: Including federal court and U.S. Supreme 
Court opinions denying constitutional rights, freedoms, and liberties, as 
in judicial tyranny and government oppression). 

(7). Belligerence. What I describe as the Jerry Springer Show Effect. 
This happens when people let their emotions control their behavior, 
(Groupthink) instead of using Critical Thinking and Occam’s Razor to 
find the correct solutions to problems. 

  

 
Science, Vol. 50, No. 3 (Jul., 2006), pp. 755-769, Published by Midwest Political Science Association. 
Available online at https://www.unc.edu/~fbaum/teaching/articles/AJPS-2006-Taber.pdf; Taber, C. 
and M. Lodge. 2000. Three Steps Toward a Theory of Motivated Reasoning, in Elements of 
Reason: Cognition, Choice, and the Bounds of Rationality (Part of Cambridge Studies in Public 
Opinion and Political Psychology), London:  Cambridge University Press. (December 2000), 
Paperback; ISBN: 9780521653329, Editors: Arthur Lupia, Mathew D. McCubbins, Samuel L. Popkin, 
Arthur T. Denzau, Douglass C. North, Paul M. Sniderman, Norman Frohlich, Joe Oppenheimer, 
Shanto Iyengar, Nicholas A. Valentino, Wendy M. Rahn, James H. Kuklinski, Paul J. Quirk, Milton 
Lodge, Charles Taber, Michael A. Dimock, Philip E. Tetlock, Mark Turner;  Taber, C. and M. Lodge, 
Motivated Skepticism in the Evaluation of Political Beliefs, American Journal of Political 
Science 50/3: (2006) pp. 755-769. See also, Russell J. Dalton and Hans‐Dieter Klingemann (Editors), 
The Oxford Handbook of Political Behavior, Oxford University Press, (Published date August 
2007) (Published online September 2009). 

15 Pettifoggery. My addition for the argumentative nature of party politics, federal courts and the 
neglected insipid platitudes for the enforcement of human rights treaties with the intent to ignore 
human rights.  
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Citing SUPREME COURT MAXIMS (Collection of US Supreme Court Legal Maxims, 
Compiled by the Department of Justice (DOJ) Civil Division Appellate Staff, 1993-1998) U.S. 
Department of Justice, Civil Division Letter dated March 8, 2012 in response to 
GovernmentAttic.org's (“Rummaging in the Government's Attic”) FREEDOM OF INFORMATION 

ACT REQUEST.  

“Our legal system provides methods for challenging the Government’s 
right to ask questions—lying is not one of them. A citizen may decline to 
answer the question, or answer it honestly, but he cannot with impunity 
knowingly and willfully answer with a falsehood.” Lachance v. Erickson, 522 
U.S. 262, 265 (1998) (quoting Bryson v. United States, 396 U.S. 64, 72 (1969) 
(footnote omitted)). 

“[T]here is [no] exception to criminal liability under 18 
U.S.C. § 1001 for a false statement that consists of the mere 
denial of wrongdoing, the so-called ‘exculpatory no.’” 
Brogan v. United States, 522 U.S. 398, 399 (1998). 

THE FEDERAL TORT CLAIMS ACT IS  
THE ANTITHECTICAL EXEMPTION TO 18 U.S.C. § 1001 

18 U.S. Code § 1001 Statements or Entries Generally 

(a)* Except as otherwise provided in this section, whoever, in any matter within 
the jurisdiction of the executive, legislative, or judicial branch of the Government 
of the United States, knowingly and willfully— 

(1) falsifies, conceals, or covers up by any trick, scheme, or device 
a material fact; 

(2) makes any materially false, fictitious, or fraudulent statement 
or representation; or 

(3) makes or uses any false writing or document knowing the 
same to contain any materially false, fictitious, or fraudulent 
statement or entry; 

shall be fined under this title, imprisoned not more than 5 years or, if the offense 
involves international or domestic terrorism (as defined in section 2331), 
imprisoned not more than 8 years, or both. If the matter relates to an offense under 
chapter 109A, 109B, 110, or 117, or section 1591, then the term of imprisonment 
imposed under this section shall be not more than 8 years. 

*(b) Subsection (a) does not apply to a party to a judicial proceeding, or that 
party’s counsel, for statements, representations, writings or documents 
submitted by such party or counsel to a judge or magistrate in that proceeding. 

(c) With respect to any matter within the jurisdiction of the legislative branch, 
subsection (a) shall apply only to— 

(1) administrative matters, including a claim for payment, a matter related 
to the procurement of property or services, personnel or employment 
practices, or support services, or a document required by law, rule, or 
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regulation to be submitted to the Congress or any office or officer within the 
legislative branch; or 

(2) any investigation or review, conducted pursuant to the authority of any 
committee, subcommittee, commission or office of the Congress, consistent 
with applicable rules of the House or Senate. 

MY COMMENTARY ON 18 U.S. CODE § 1001’s “FALSE STATEMENTS”:  

The United State Congress and the Supreme Court knowingly, willfully and 
maliciously issued False Doctrines, i.e., the Gun Control Doctrine knowing 
full well the gun control doctrine is Treason against the Constitution because  
the accumulating number of gun control laws has already destroyed the 
Common Defense Clause in the Constitution. So goes human rights. 

 

28 U.S. CODE § 2674 LIABILITY OF UNITED STATES.16 

With respect to any claim under this chapter, the United States shall be 
entitled to assert any defense based upon judicial or legislative immunity 
which otherwise would have been available to the employee of the United 
States whose act or omission gave rise to the claim, as well as any other --
defenses to which the United States is entitled. 

 

A COLLECTION OF LEGAL MAXIMS IN  
LAW AND EQUITY WITH ENGLISH TRANSLATIONS, 

By S. S. Peloubet,  

Publisher George S. Diossy (1880) 

#1794 (page 217): Par in parem non habet. (Jenk.Cent. 174)—An equal has no power over 
an eaqual. 

IMPUNITY 

#836 (page 102): Impunitas semper ad deteiori invitat. (5 Coke, 109.) —Impunity invites 
to greater crimes. 

# 1332 (page 163): Maxima illecebra estpeccandi impunitatis. (Tayler, 315)—The greatist 
incitement to guilt is the hope of sinning with impunity. 

#2353 (page 284): Spes impunitatis continuum affectum tribuit delinquendi. (3 Inst. 236.)—
The hope of impunity holds out a continual temptation to crime. 

#1308 (page 160): Maleficia non debent remanere impuita; et impunitas continuum 
affectum tribuilt delinquendi (4 Coke, 45.)—Evil deeds should not remain unpunished; 
and impunity affords continual incitement to the delinquent. 

#1316 (page 161): Malum quo communis eo pejus, (Whart. 505.)—The more common an 
evil is, the worse. 

 
16 https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/28/2674 
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THE FACTUALLY INNOCENT DEFENDANT  
FALSELY CONVICTED 

MY CASE AGAINST PROSECUTOR DON RANEY  
AND JUDGE MARK DERRICK 

#1339 (page 164): Melior est condtio defendentis. (Hob. 199)—The cause of the defendant 
is the better. 

#2264 (page 272): Scire leges, non hoc est verbsa earum tenere, sed vim et potestem. (Dig, 
1. 3. 17.)—To know the laws, is not to observe their mere words, but the force and 
power. 

THE CONSTITUTIONALLY CORRECT  
NATIONAL OPEN CARRY DOCTRINE 

#898 (page 110): In maxima potentia minima licentia. (Lofft. 504.)—In the greatest power 
there is the least license. 

#730 (page 88): Frusta est potentia quae nunwuam venit in actuim. (2 Coke, 51)—That 
power is in vain that never comes into act. [MY COMMENT: The TENTH AMENDMENT 

POWER RESERVED to the People themselves linked to the Common Defence and linked to the 
Second Amendment and the Privileges and Immunities = NATIONAL OPEN CARRY.] 

IGNORANT JUDGES 

#816 (page 100): Ignorantia judicia est calamitas innocentis. (2 Inst. 591)—The ignorance 
of the Judge is the [disaster] of the innocent. 

#2482 (page 298): Ubi non est manifesta injustitia habentur pro bonis viris, et judicatum 
pro veritate. (1 Johns. Ch. N. Y. 341, 345.)—Where there is no manifest injustice, the 
judges are to be considerered as honest men, and their judgment as truth. 
[MY COMMENT: A corrupt judge operating Outside All Jurisdiction running a Debtors’ 
Prison Scheme  is running a kangaroo court. Judge Derrick is operating on a MANIFEST OF 

INJUSTICE making all his Court Orders and all of his Convictions of Defendants, whether 
true or false are acts of lies and Treason against the Arkansas Constitution.] 

#2363 (page 285) Statuta ita interpretanda ut innoxiisa ne obsint. (Lofft, 596)—Statutes 
should be so interpreted that may not hurt the innocent. 

#2368 (page 285): Sublata causa tollitur effectus. (2 Black. Com. 203.)—Remove the cause, 
and the effect will cease. [MY COMMENT: Gun Control caused crime to increase. Repeal 
Gun Control will cause crime to decrease.] 
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IMPUNITY AND THE RULE OF LAW:  
Combating Impunity and Strengthening Accountability,  

the Rule of Law and Democratic Society 
ONCHR REPORT 2011 

by the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights 

Background 

Developments around the world in 2011 demonstrated that UN engagement 
to strengthen the effective protection of human rights and the rule of law 
is more essential than ever. Within the UN system, OHCHR continued to play 
a leading role in nurturing positive conditions for respect of the rule of law 
and democracy, in particular through its focus on combating impunity 
and strengthening accountability. 

The absence or collapse of the rule of law in any State can result in violent 
conflict or repression, leading to gross violations of human rights. Impunity 
is often the primary obstacle to upholding the rule of law. Human rights 
become a mockery when killings, disappearances, torture, rape and other 
forms of sexual violence go unpunished, when amnesty laws exempt 
perpetrators from responsibility, when inquiries into excessive use of force 
fail to produce results and when economic, social and cultural rights cannot 
be attained through a judicial process. 

THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT HAS A  
SEVERE CASE OF ACTING WITH IMPUNITY 

 
 

Sincerely, 
(signature before my stoke) 
 
 
 
(signature after my stoke) 
 
 
 
 
Don Hamrick 

 


