Rod Class 11 CVS 1559 in Judge Ridgeway’s ruling
Originated from a Ruling in error in
Class v. NORTH CAROLINA, Case No. 10 DOT 7047

This American National Press by investigation of John Rowe as agent, further under the Private
Attorney General's Across America, reveals this court as Public fact findings and Public case law, that
in the case law under the United States Inc, and between plaintiff Rod Class, further known as Plaintiff,
That the state of North Carolina, a republican puppet state under The original State of North Carolina
which is a Republic State, but therefore the state of North Carolina is operating outside the Union of
1781, and most likely inconsistent with The Laws of Nations.

The Plaintiff, in his court action, found court not disclosing truths of their operating to conceal the
operating of this republican puppet state under The original State of North Carolina, as shown in 1*
originating case of: Class v. NORTH CAROLINA, Case No. 10 DOT 7047, by Magistrate Judge
Howard E. Manning Jr., whereby the case was reheard by Judge Ridgeway known as case law Rod
Class 11 CVS 1559 in Judge Ridgeway’s ruling” later filed.

The action was held in Administrative hearing in Raleigh North Carolina, in the County of Cabarrus,
Petitioner Rodney-Dale; Class versus the North Carolina Department of Transportation, and along with
and listed is the Dallas Police Department, whereby North Carolina action was under Julian Mann III,
as Chief Administrative Judge and certified from the hearing Clerk Kim Hausen.

The court has establish a bona fide record in fact finding, whereby it is in disclosure to establishing
factual patterns and practices, of Human Rights violation(s), through claims by making arbitrary
jurisdiction, those arbitrarily jurisdiction claims, place people into a trafficking environment, by using a
bonding mechanism, which is a means of forcing people into American Motor Vehicle Associations and
others connected with the puppet state of North Carolina and its own divisions of Motor Vehicles
bound by definitions of support, under the United States code. Thus the puppet states do not resolve the
controversy established by and in what was created as a local unit of private Police whom are not
Agency and by Police with its claims making, as if the Police possessed authority as an Official Public
Agency, and not differentiating qualifications by Political Constituency, and its own Congressional
Records where intent of law shows most as matters are of choice when legislators did the creation.

The hearing sets forth their definitions as to an Agency versus a Local Unit. The Agency is therefore
private in character, not stated in their claim, as their claim vacates the facts that the state of North
Carolina is some other Political Constituency and not under the State of North Carolina Union Political
Constituency, and further no people can be forced into that abstract either. Thus, the Dallas Police
department, a private entity under the state of Texas, is also a puppet state of Texas, therefore as their
claim vacates the facts that the state of Texas, is some other Political constituency not under the State of
Texas Union Political Constituency, and further no people can be forced into that abstract either.

Thus, this the ruling is made into International copy herein and Publicized as official evidence of
Puppet states, and court factual findings admitting of patterns and practices, of trafficking of people
into a form of commerce, kidnapping and forcing into bonds for monetization, indicating stock market
or derivatives sources by bonding, the taking of people tangible and intangible rights relating to
enforcement of Associations upon people, and concealing Administrative events by acting as fictional
Magistrate being a Judge and in matter of another enforcement of Association, into a licensing scheme
Association, that interferes with people rights of commerce, by placement into the American Bar and/or
under the American Bar, where the American Bar allegiance is to control by the courts. This makes the



actions and movement of puppet states, as disclosed herein, thus is proving human Rights violations
under the Universal Declaration of Human Rights.

Published to Copy:

Certification

1 hereby certify the attached (2 sheets) to be a true copy of the

Final Decision Order of Dismissal, in case 10 DOT 07047, “Rodney
Dale; Class, Petitioner vs. North Carolina Department of
Transportation, Resporndent”,

The original of which is filed in this office in conformance with
Chapter 150B of the General Statutes of the State of North Carolina.

frr witness whereaf, § authorize this certification
arrd afffix the official seal af the North Carolimg
LHfi f;:r{ Adpministrative Heurings ar Ralelgh,
This 3 dey of Navember 200 1.

Sulian Mann, I
Chief Administrative Law Judge, Director

f . r
By: L.A—u'\.ﬂ\ x;j\b—ﬂ—*—ummu
Kimt Hausen
g Chief Hewrings Clerk




NORTIT CAROLINA ™ THE QFFICT, O

ADMINISTRATIVE [ICARINGS

COUNTY OF CABARRITS N e Do 10 DL 7047
BODMEY-TIALE; CLASS, COFFICE oF
"etitioner, BLiM [_5'!;‘_T=-3|,~;|-:1__.E
i Tl
P ARINGS FINAL DECISION
V. ] ORDER OF DISMISSAT,
1
NORTH CAROLINA DEF AR TMENT 1
OF TRANSPORTATION, 3
Respondent. )

Upim consideration of molions to dismiss filed by Respondents North Caroling
Department of Transportiation and Dallas Police Dheparimant, the undersigned herchy GRANTS
sald motions and further dismisses the matter on the Court's vwn motion witk respest to ALL
respandants as follows:

FINDINGS OF FACT
1. On Oectober 23, 2010, Petitionar filed 2 Petition for Comested Case HMearing with

the Office of Administrative earings {OAH), The mailer has been sel hefore the undersi pned for
delermination.

2. Pelifioner hax asserted o dispute bebween himself and the Worth Caroling

Departmaent of Transportation {NCDOTY, the Dallas Palice Depertrnent, and a North Carclina
Muolor Vehicles Ticense Flale Ageney in Giastonia, W Petitioner seeks review by QAH wnder
Article 3 of Chapler 1508 of the North Caroling General Stamt.es.
a On November 16, 2010, Respondent NCDOT moved to dismiss the case on {he
grounds that OATT Tacks subject matter jurisdiction W hear a contested case azamnst NCDOT. On
November 18, 2010, Eespondent Dallas Police Department alse Bled 5 motion G dismiss based
o Jack of subject matter jurdsdicton.

4 Petitiomer was afforded ten (107 duvs fo respond te” Respondent™s motion in
accordance with 26 N.C.AC. 3.0115(a), and has respended with the following: a “Rebuttal™ filed
somelime on o beliore Movember 23, 2000 and another *12 el filed on er before Movernher
24, 20100

a. Bespondent’s motion is now ready Tor a du:t-::rrninuﬂqn without hearing, pursuant
to 26 MO AC 300 15(L).



CONCLUSION AW

1. Fxocpt as otherwise provided by statute, the Morth Carolina Department of
Transportation is exempt from, the contested case hearing provisions of Chapter 1508 of the
General Statutes. N.C. Gen, Stat. § 150B-1()(9).

2. Accordingly, this Court lacks mfbiccl matier jurisdiction over Respondent DOT.

3. Further, the provisions of Chapter 1508 were enacted for the express purpose ol
“establish[ing] a uniform system of administrative rule making and adjudicatory procedures for
agencies”. M.C.3.5. § 150B-1 (emphasis added). An “agency™ is defined, for purposes of
Chapter 1508, as follows: “*Ageney’ means an agency or an officer in the exceutive branch of
the government of this State and includes the Council of State, the Governor's Office, a board, a
commission, a department, a division, a council, and any other unit of government in the
executive branch. A local unit of government is not an agency.” N.C.G.S. § 150B-2(1a).

4, Thus, Dallas Police Department, a5 a local unit of government, is ot an “agency”
under Chapter 150B. Morcover, Riespondent License Plate Agency is also not an “ageney™ under
Chapler 1508 becausc it is a private entity and does not fall within the executive branch of State
government,

3 ‘Iherefore, Petitioner’s Petition for a Contested Case Hearing must be dismissed
with respect to all named respondents, :

_ FIN ISION
Based upon the forcgoing Findings of Fact and Conclusions. of Law, the undersigned

herchy DISMISSES this contested case petiion with prejudice AS TO ALIL NAMED
RESPONDENTS. o ; :



NOTICE

Pursuant to G.8. 150B-45, any party wishing to appeal the final decision of the
Administrative Law Judpe may commence such appeal by filing a Petition for Judicial Review in
the Superior Court of Wake County or in the Superior Court of the county in which the party
resides, The party seeking review must file the petition within 30 days afler being served with a
wrillen copy of the Administrative Law Judge’s Decision and Order. Pursuant io (G5, 150B-47,
the Office of Administrative Hearings is required to file the official record in the contested case
with the Clerk of Superior Court within 30 days of receipt of the Petition for Judicial Review,
Caonsequently, a copy of the Petition for Judicial Review must be sent to the Office of
Administrative Hearings at the time the appeal is initiated in order to ensure the timely filing of
the record. .

This ﬂw_\‘_x‘ day of January, 2011.




A copy of the foregoing was sent certified mail-return receipt requested to:

Rodney-Dale; Class
PO Box 433

High Shoals NC 28077
PETITIONER

Morth Carelina Motor Vehicles License Plate Apency
1471 East Franklin Boulevird

Gastoma NC 28054

RESPONDENT

Penny M. Thrower

Town Attorney, Town of Dallas NC

201 West Second Avenue, Suite F

Giastonia NC 28052

ATTORMEY FOR DALLAS POLICE DEPARTMENT

William P:'Hart, Jr.

Assistant Altormney Gencral

MN.C. Depariment of Justice

PO Box 629

Raleigh NC 27602-062%

ATTORMEY FOR RESPONDENT NCDMIT

This the A-Z#tay of January, 2011.

L % 'fiifﬁf !//'

Office of Administrative [learings
6714 Mail Service Center
Raleigh NC 27699-6714
SI9/431-3000

Fax: 919431-3100
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STALE OF NORTIICAROLINA ¥ ' TNTHE GENERAL COURT OF JUSIICE

COUNTY OF WaAKE SEETOEEAE e “JJF‘TRT# IR COURLD DIVISION
[253 RSl P e BT B 5 | _I 11 CWS 1559
'z Lita o {
RODNTY-TIALE CLASS, gy )
Petitianer 0T -
I
v, I DRDER TIEMISSING PETITION
) FOR JUDICTAL REVIEW
WORTH CARCOLINA }
DEPARTMENT OF 1
TRAMNSPORTION, eval., ]
Respondent i

THIS MATTER comes hefore the undersigned upon the Petitdoner's petition (o
Judicial review ol a Final Decision Order of THsmissal entered by the Menarahls J,
Randal] May, Administrative Low Tudge, on Januare 19, 20011, Petroner brings this
petiticner or judiciz] review under Article 4 of the Merth Carolineg Administrative
Procedure Act, NCGE 1508-43 e seq. Respondents have meved 1o dismiss this petition
tor lack of '-ul_h eot.mafter urisdiction. A hesring was held belire the undersigned
during the regular term of Civil Superior Cowt, Wake County, on Seprember 12, 2007, at
which Petilioner appearcd, preo se. and the Respondents were represented by John
Comgleton, Assistant Altomey General.

Petilioner commenced this mutler in the Office of Adminisiraive Hearinzs on
Chetober 25, 2010 by Aling a Petitionsr for a Conlested Casc Hearing alleging verfous
arievances ngaing: the vorth Caroling Dreparment of Motor Vehicles, the Marth Caroling
Moter Wehicle License Plale Ageney located in Gastonin, North Caroling, the Tewn of
Dallas Pelice Department, and Governor Teverly Purdue. By ils order of January 15,
2001, the Otfice of Administrative Hearings, the Tunorable 1. Randall May presiding,
disinissed the contested case petition with prejudice as to all defendants for lack of
Jurisdicticn.

Hased upen its review of this matter, the nndersipned comeludes that the
Fetitioner’s petition for judicial review must lixewise be dismissed for lack of subject
emaller jurisdiction, and it is therefore ORDERELD that the maller be THSMISSED witk:
prejudics. i
This the £ dav of Seplember, 2011,
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Published this  20th day of  Aug ,2017;
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/s/ by John Rowe digitally Marked by John Rowe

John Rowe
Private Attorney General's Across America
American National Press



