I've been saying for years now, "You know, I think the damn attorneys have stolen our state rights out from under us when we weren't paying attention."
This article might be a proof of that contention.
In this instance, my research was sparked by the 1997 THE STATE BAR OF CALIFORNIA webpage: POLITICAL REFORM ACT: § 82048. Public Official".



I rely on the same materials as are available to attorneys and to the court at the local law library. I present the California law concerning the relative status of "public officials" and members of the California "court" system.

I found THE STATE BAR OF CALIFORNIA webpage: "POLITICAL REFORM ACT: §82048. Public Official" ( http://www.calbar.org/pub250/s/s0120.htm [as of June 12, 2002] ) by accident in 1997 and rediscovered it while reviewing my old research papers, so I decided to investigate it. I present my research results here.

3.b. Said page reads (in part, emphasis added):

§82048. Public Official
"Public official" means every member, officer, employee or consultant of a state or local government agency, but does not include judges and court commissioners in the judicial branch of government. "Public official" also does not include members of the Board of Governors and designated employees of the State Bar of California, members of the Judicial Council, and members of the Commission on Judicial Performance,[this supports my claim that California only has an executive and legislative branch of government. NO JUDICIAL BRANCH!]provided that they are subject to the provisions of Article 2.5 (commencing with Section 6035) of Chapter 4 of Division 3 of the Business and Professions Code as provided in Section 6038 of that article. (Added by initiative measure adopted June 4, 1974, effective January 7, 1975. Amended by Stats. 1984, ch. 727; effective July 1, 1985.)

3.c. West's Ann.Cal.Bus. & Prof. Code (2002), § 6038 reads:

Attorney members of the Judicial Council, members of the Commission on Judicial Performance who are not judges, and employees designated in the Conflict of Interest Code of the State Bar of California are subject to provisions of this article with respect to making, participating in the making, or attempting to influence, governmental decisions of their respective state agencies other than decisions of a judicial or quasi-judicial nature. 

4.a. Gov. Code, § 82048, as currently amended, seems very odd to me, so I read portions of the original initiative as printed in Stats. 1974, Vol. 1, pp. A-163 thru A-204.

4.b. The original inititative (Stats.1974, Vol. 1, p. 163.) reads:

SECTION 1: Title 9 is added to the Government Code as follows: ...
Stats.1974, Vol. 1, p. 163.

4.c. I reasonably infer from the structure and degree of detail of the Political Reform Act that it was not written or submitted by the People, but was submitted by the Legislature.

4.d. The Government Code is available to me as West's Ann.Cal.Gov. Code (2002). All Government Code citations hereinafter are from West's.

4.e. Gov. Code, § 81000 reads:

This title shall be known and may be cited as the "Political Reform Act of 1974."

4.f. Gov. Code, § 81001 reads (in part, emphasis added):

The people find and declare as follows:
(a) State and local government should serve the needs and respond to the wishes of all citizens equally, without regard to their wealth;
(b) Public officials, whether elected or appointed, should perform their duties in an impartial manner, free from bias caused by their own financial interests or the financial interests of persons who have supported them; ...

4.g. Gov. Code, § 82000 reads:

Unless the contrary is stated or clearly appears from the context, the definitions set forth in this chapter shall govern the interpretation of this title.

4.h. The original initiative read (in part)

82048. "Public official" means every member, officer, employee or consultant of a state or local government agency.
Stats.1974, Vol. 1, p. A-171.

4.i. I reasonably infer that the initiative writers intended that Gov. Code, § 81001(b), set out above, should apply to EVERY State of California actor.

5.a. The 1984 amendment to Gov. Code, § 82048 (Stats. 1984, ch. 727, p. 2665) reads (emphasis added):

SEC. 5. Section 82048 of the Government Code is amended to read:
82048. "Public official" means every member, officer, employee or consultant of a state or local government agency, but does not include judges and court commissioners in the judicial branch of government. "Public official" also does not include members of the Board of Governors and designated employees of the State Bar of California, members of the Judicial Council, and members of the Commission on Judicial Performance, provided that they are subject to the provisions of Article 2.5 (commencing with Section 6035) of Chapter 4 of Division 3 of the Business and Professions Code as provided in Section 6038 of that article.

Stats.1984, Vol. 2, Ch. 727, p. 2665.

5.b. I reasonably infer that the 1984 amendment (Stats. 1984, Ch. 727, § 5) added all of the following:

, but does not include judges and court commissioners in the judicial branch of government. "Public official" also does not include members of the Board of Governors and designated employees of the State Bar of California, members of the Judicial Council, and members of the Commission on Judicial Performance, provided that they are subject to the provisions of Article 2.5 (commencing with Section 6035) of Chapter 4 of Division 3 of the Business and Professions Code as provided in Section 6038 of that article.

5.c. I reasonably infer that Gov. Code, § 81001(b), following the amendment of Gov. Code, § 82048, might reasonably be construed as reading:

(b) Public officials (not includ[ing] judges and court commissioners in the judicial branch of government, members of the Board of Governors and designated employees of the State Bar of California, members of the Judicial Council, and members of the Commission on Judicial Performance), whether elected or appointed, should perform their duties in an impartial manner, free from bias caused by their own financial interests or the financial interests of persons who have supported them;

5.d. I reasonably infer that a clearer, but more cynical, construction of Gov. Code, § 81001(b) might read (emphasis added):

Judges and court commissioners in the judicial branch of government, members of the Board of Governors and designated employees of the State Bar of California, members of the Judicial Council, and members of the Commission on Judicial Performance are not "public officials". They are not member[s], officer[s], employee[s], or consultant[s] of a state or local government agency. They may perform their duties in a partial manner, exercising bias caused by their own financial interests or the financial interests of persons who have supported them;

6.a. The California Supreme Court has held:

As explained previously, the State Bar originally was designated a public corporation by statute. (§ 6001.) In 1960, however the electorate amended article VI of the California Constitution--the article in the California Constitution that concerns the judicial branch--to declare the State Bar a constitutional body. Article VI, section 9, states: "The State Bar of California is a public corporation. Every person admitted and licensed to practice law in this State is and shall be a member of the State Bar except while holding office as a judge of a court of record." This amendment was part of a revision of article VI that, among other things, designated the membership of the Commission on Judicial Qualifications (presently known as the Commission on Judicial Performance) and the Judicial Council. The ballot argument in favor of the proposed constitutional amendment stated: "Inasmuch as the measure provides that the State Bar shall appoint the four lawyer members of the Judicial Council and the two lawyer members of the Commission on Judical Qualifications, both of which are created by the State Constitution, it is thought advisable to include a provision giving the State Bar, which is now a statutory entity, the status of a constitutional body too. The Legislature, however, will continue to have power to regulate the administration of the State Bar by statute as it now does." (Ballot Pamp., Proposed Amends. to Cal. Const. with arguments to voters, Gen. Elec. (Nov. 8, 1960), argument in favor of Sen. Const. Amend. No. 14, p. 15; see 1 Witkin, Cal. Procedure, supra, Attorneys, § 358, p. 442 [The 1960 amendment to the California Constitution gave the State Bar constitutional status.].)
In re Attorney Discipline System (1998), 19 Cal.4th 582, 598, 79 Cal.Rptr.2d 836, 967 P.2d 49.

6.b. West's Ann.Cal. Const. (2002), Art. 6, § 9 reads:

The State Bar of California is a public corporation. Every person admitted and licensed to practice law in this State is and shall be a member of the State Bar except while holding office as a judge of a court of record. 

5.c. West's Ann.Cal. Const. (2002), Art. 6, § 6 reads (in part, emphasis added)):

The Judicial Council consists of the Chief Justice and one other judge of the Supreme Court, 3 judges of courts of appeals, 3 judges of superior courts, 5 judges of municipal courts, 2 nonvoting court administrators, and such other nonvoting members as determined by the voting membership of the council, each appointed by the Chief Justice for a 3-year term pursuant to procedures established by the council; 4 members of the State Bar appointed by its governing body for 3-year terms; and one member of each house of the Legislature appointed by the house. ...
Council membership terminates if a member ceases to hold the position that qualified the member for appointment. ...
To improve the administration of justice the council shall survey judicial business and make recommendations to the courts, make recommendations annually to the Gov6ernor and Legislature, adopt rules for court administration, practice and procedure, and perform other functions prescribed by statute. The rules adopted shall not be inconsistent with statute. ...

6.d. A California appellate court has held:

The Judicial Council is a constitutionally created body, required among other things to report to the "Legislature at the commencement of each regular session with such recommendations as it may deem proper." (Cal. Const., art. VI, § 1a; repealed 1966, now art. VI, § 6, with substantially similar language.) The interpretation given by the Judicial Council to its proposed legislation is entitled to the greatest respect.
Reimel v. Alcoholic Bev. etc. Appeals Bd. (1967), 254 Cal.App.2d 340, 345, 62 Cal.Rptr. 54.

6.e. West's Ann.Cal. Const. (2002), Art. 6, § 8 reads (in part):

(a) The Commission on Judicial Performance consists of one judge of a court of appeal, one judge of a superior court, and one judge of a municipal court, each appointed by the Supreme Court; 2 members of the State Bar of California who have practiced law in this State for 10 years, each appointed by the governor; and 6 citizens who are not judges, retired judges, or members of the State Bar of California, 2 of whom shall be appointed by the Governor, 2 by the Senate Committee on Rules, and 2 by the Speaker of the Assembly. Except as provided in subdivisions (b) and (c), all terms are for 4 years. No members shall serve more than 2 4-year terms, or for more than a total of 10 years if appointed to fill a vacancy. ...

7.a. The TABLE OF STATUTES TO REGULATIONS (2002), p. 159 for BARCLAYS CALIFORNIA CODE OF REGULATIONS shows GOVERNMENT CODE 82048 as relating to Regulations 2:18701 and 2:18720.

7.b. I read Title 2, C.C.R. § 18720 and found it had been repealed.

7.c. Title 2, C.C.R. § 18701 (2-16-2001) reads:

(a) For the purposes of Government Code Section 82048, which defines "public official," and Government Code Section 82019, which defines "designated employee," the following definitions apply:
(1) "Member" shall include, but not be limited to, salaried or unsalaried members of committees, boards or commissions with decisionmaking authority. A committee, board or commission possesses decisionmaking authority whenever:
(A) It may make a final governmental decision;
(B) It may compel a governmental decision; or it may prevent a governmental decision either by reason of an exclusive power to initiate the decision or by reason of a veto that may not be overridden; or
(C) It makes substantive recommendations that are, and over an extended period of time have been, regularly approved without significant amendment or modification by another public official or governmental agency.
(2) "Consultant" means an individual who, pursuant to a contract with a state or local governmental agency;,br> (A) Makes a governmental decision whether to:
1. Approve a rate, rule, or regulation.
2. Adopt or enforce a law;
3. Issue, deny, suspend, or revoke any permit, license, application, certificate, approval, order, or similar authorization or entitlement;
4. Authorize the agency to enter into, modify, or renew a contract provided it is the type of contract that requires agency approval;
5. Grant agency approval to a contract that requires agency approval and to which the agency is a party, or to the specifications of such contract; 6. Grant agency approval to a plan, design, report, study, or similar item;
7. Adopt, or grant agency approval of, policies, standards, or guide-lines for the agency, or for any subdivision thereof; or
(B) Serves in a staff capacity with the agency and in that capacity participates in making a governmental decision as defined in Regulation 18702.2 or performs the same or substantially all the same duties for the agency that would otherwise be performed by an indiviadual holding a position specified in the agency's Conflict of Interest Code under Government Code Section 87302.
(b) For purposes of Government Code Section 87200, the following definitions apply: ...

7.d. I reasonably infer that I may have misunderstood something, because I read Gov. Code, § 82048 as addressing (emphasis added): "members of the Board of Governors and designated employees of the State Bar of California" and I have no knowledge of a valid way to combine the definitions for one Code section (Gov. Code, § 82019) into the Regulations applicable to another Code section (Gov. Code, § 82048).

8.a. Gov. Code, § 82019 reads:

"Designated employee" means any officer, employee, member, or consultant of any agency whose position with the agency:
(a) Is exempt from the state civil service system by virtue of subdivision (a), (c), (d), (e), (f), (g), or (m) of Section 4 of article VII of the Constitution, unless the postion is elective or solely secretarial, clerical, or manual.
(b) Is elective, other than an elective state office.
(c) Is designated in a Conflict of Interest Code because the position entails the making or participating in the making of decisions which may foreseeably have a material effect on any financial interest.
(d) Is involved as a state employee at other than a clerical or ministerial level in the functions of negotiating or signing any contract awarded through competitive bidding, in making decisions in conjunction with the competitive bidding process, or in negotiating, signing, or making decisions on contracts executed pursuant to Section 10122 of the Public Contracts Code.
"Designated employee" does not include an elected state official, any unsalaried member of any board or commission which serves a solely advisory function, any public official specified in Section 87200, and also does not include any unsalaried member of a nonregulatory committee, section, commission, or other entity of the State Bar of California.

8.b. I reasonably infer that I do not understand whatever the foregoing statute (Gov. Code, § 82019) purports to say, unless it applies solely to the internal functioning of the State Bar of California.

9.a. Refering back to the Political Reform Act, the original inititative, section 82049 reads:

"State agency" means every state office, department, division, bureau, board and commission, and the Legislature, but does not include the courts or any agency of the judical branch of government.
Stats.1974, Vol. 1, p. 171.

9.b. The amendment of § 82049 (Stats.1984, Ch. 727, § 6) reads:

SEC. 6. Section 82049 of the Government Code is amended to read:
82049. "State agency" means every state office, department, division, bureau, board and commission, and the Legislature.
Stats.1984, Vol. 2, Ch. 727, p. 2665.

9.c. I do not know how the resolve the clear conflict between the provisions of Gov. Code, § 82048 as set out and Gov. Code, § 82049 as set out.

9.d. I reasonably infer from the immediately foregoing information that "courts or any agency of the judicial branch of government" are no longer "state agenc[ies]".

10.a. Gov. Code, § 82021 reads (emphasis added):

"Elected state officer" means any person who holds an elective state office or has been elected to an elective state office but has not yet taken office. A person who is appointed to fill a vacant elective state office is an elected state officer.

10.b. Gov. Code, § 82024 reads (emphasis added):

"Elective state office" means the office of Governor, Lieutenant Governor, Attorney General, Insurance Commissioner, Controller, Secretary of State, Treasurer, Superintendent of Public Instruction, Member of the Legislature, member elected to the Board of Administration of the Public Employees' Retirement System, and member of the State Board of Equalization.

10.c. Gov. Code, § 82020 reads:

"Elected officer" means any person who holds an elective office or has been elected to an elective office but has not yet taken office. A person who is appointed to fill a vacant elective office is an elected officer. 

10.d. Gov. Code, § 82023 reads (emphasis added):

"Elective office" means any state, regional, county, municipal, district or judicial office which is filled at an election. "Elective office" also includes membership on a county central committee of a qualified political party, and members elected to the Board of Administration of the Public Employees' Retirement System.

10.e. I reasonably infer from the immediately foregoing information, that an "elective office" (Gov. Code, § 82023) is clearly not an "elective state office" (Gov. Code, § 82024).

10.f. I further reasonably infer from the foregoing information, that the holder of a "judicial office" (Gov. Code, § 82023) is clearly not an "elected state officer" (Gov. Code, § 82021) and that the holder of a "judicial office" is also not a "public official". (Gov. Code, § 82048) ["Public official" ... does not include judges and court commissioners in the judicial branch of government].

POLITICAL REFORM ACT

Definitions Pertaining to Conflict of Interest Code 

· §82011. Code Reviewing Body 

· §82019. Designated Employee 

· §82041. Local Government Agency 

· §82048. Public Official 

· §82049. State Agency 

· §87311.5 Applicability of Administrative Procedure Act: Local Procedures 

· §91013. Late Filing of Statement of Economic Interest; Penalties 

· §91013.5 Collection of Unpaid Penalties 

§87311.5 Applicability of Administrative Procedure Act: Local Procedures 

(a) Notwithstanding the provisions of Section 87311, the review of the Conflict of Interest Code of an agency in the judicial branch of government shall not be subject to the provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act [Gov. Code, 11370 et seq.]. The review and preparation of Conflict of Interest Codes by these agencies shall be carried out under procedures which guarantee to officers, employees, members, and consultants of the agency and to residents of the jurisdiction adequate notice and a fair opportunity to present their views. 

(b) Conflict of Interest Codes of the Judicial Council, the Commission on Judicial Performance, and the Board of Governors and designated employees of the State Bar of California shall not be subject to the provisions of subdivision (c) of Section 87302. (Added by Stats. 1984, ch. 727, effective July 1, 1985.) 

§82019. Designated Employee 

"Designated employee" means any officer, employee, member, or consultant of any agency whose position with the agency: 

(a) Is exempt from the state civil service system by virtue of subdivision (a), (c), (d), (e), (f), (g), or (m) of Section 4 of Article VII of the Constitution, unless the position is elective or solely secretarial, clerical, or manual. 

(b) Is elective, other than an elective state office. 

(c) Is designated in a Conflict of Interest Code because the position entails the making or participation in the making of decisions which may foreseeably have a material effect on any financial interest. 

(d) Is involved as a state employee at other than a clerical or ministerial level in the functions of negotiating or signing any contract awarded through competitive bidding, in making decisions in conjunction with the competitive bidding process, or in negotiating, signing, or making decisions on contracts executed pursuant to Section 10122 of the Public Contract Code. 

"Designated employee" does not include an elected state officer, any unsalaried member of any board or commission which serves a solely advisory function, any public official specified in Section 87200, and also does not include any unsalaried member of a nonregulatory committee, section, commission, or other such entity of the State Bar of California. (Added by initiative measure adopted June 4, 1974, effective January 7, 1975. Amended by Stats. 1979, ch 674; Stats. 1983, ch. 1108, effective September 28, 1983; Stats. 1984, ch. 727, effective July 1, 1985; Stats. 1985, ch. 611.) 

§82041. Local Government Agency 

"Local government agency" means a county, city or district of any kind including school district, or any other local or regional political subdivision, or any department, division, bureau, office, board, commission or other agency of the foregoing. (Added by initiative measure adopted June 4, 1974, effective January 7, 1975. Amended by Stats. 1984, ch. 727, effective July 1, 1985.) 

§82048. Public Official 

"Public official" means every member, officer, employee or consultant of a state or local government agency, but does not include judges and court commissioners in the judicial branch of government. "Public official" also does not include members of the Board of Governors and designated employees of the State Bar of California, members of the Judicial Council, and members of the Commission on Judicial Performance, provided that they are subject to the provisions of Article 2.5 (commencing with Section 6035) of Chapter 4 of Division 3 of the Business and Professions Code as provided in Section 6038 of that article. (Added by initiative measure adopted June 4, 1974, effective January 7, 1975. Amended by Stats. 1984, ch. 727; effective July 1, 1985.) 

[I once had a "judge" tell me, when I appeared for an arraignment with a copy of the combined California Constitution and the Constitution of the United States of America (as published every two years by the State Legislature) that, "You don't need to bring that into my courtroom because the Constitution has no place in my court." I was ignorant enough, then, that I did not know that I should immediately Object, demand written findings of facts and law from the judge, and initiate an interlocutory (between the talking) appeal to the appellate court.]



Administrative Notice of California Law Applicable to sovereignty and government.

Official Notice Requested (West's Ann.Cal.Gov. Code (2002), § 11515)
JUDICIAL NOTICE REQUIRED (West's Ann.Cal.Evid. Code (2002), §§ 451, 453, 459). 
Declarant, ___________________________________________, is a competent witness over the age of 18 years, has personal knowledge of the stated facts, and does Solemnly state that:

1.a. I am a natural born, adult white Man, one of the People of the United States of America and one of the People of California.
1.b. I am not a trained or licensed Attorney; of necessity, I am acting at all times within my fundamental right to defend my life, liberty, and property as set out in CALIFORNIA CONSTITUTION (2001), Art. 1, Sec. 1 (from http://www.leginfo.ca.gov./.const/.article_1 [as of May 9, 2001]):

All people are by nature free and independent and have inalienable rights. Among these are enjoying and defending life and liberty, acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, and pursuing and obtaining safety, happiness, and privacy.

2. I had reason to research the differences between sovereignty and government and present the results of my research here:

3.a. Black's Law Dictionary has defined "sovereign", "sovereign people", and "sovereignty" respectively as:

(a) Sovereign. A person, body, or state in which independent and supreme authority is vested; a chief ruler with supreme power; a king or other ruler in a monarchy. See also Clipped sovereignty; Sovereignty.
Black's Law Dictionary, 6th Ed. (13th reprint 1998), p. 1395.

(b) Sovereign people. The political body, consisting of the entire number of citizens and qualified electors, who, in their collective capacity, possess the powers of sovereignty and exercise them through their chosen representatives. See Scott v. Sandford, 19 How. 404, 15 L.Ed. 691.
Black's Law Dictionary, 6th Ed. (13th reprint 1998), p. 1396.

(c) Sovereignty. The supreme, absolute, and uncontrollable power by which any independent state is governed; supreme political authority; the supreme will; paramount control of the constitution and frame of governmnet and its administration; the self-sufficient source of political power, from which all specific political powers are derived; the international independence of a state, combined with the right and power of regulating its internal affairs without foreign dictation; also a political society, or state, which is sovereign and independent.
The power to do everything in a state without accountability,--to make laws, to execute and to apply them, to impose and collect taxes and levy contributions, to make war or peace, to form treaties of alliance or of commerce with foreign nations, and the like. Sovereignty in government is that public authority which directs or orders what is to be done by each member associated in relation to the end of the association. It is the supreme power by which any citizen is governed and is the person or body of persons in the state to whom there is politically no superior. The necessary existence of the state and that right and power which necessarily follow is "sovereignty." By "sovereignty" in its largest sense is meant supreme, absolute, uncontrollable power, the absolute right to govern. The word which by itself comes nearest to being the definition of "sovereignty" is will or volition as applied to political affairs. City of Bisbee v. Cochise County, 52 Ariz. 1, 78 P.2d 982, 986.
Black's Law Dictionary, 6th Ed. (13th reprint 1998), p. 1396. 

3.b. The People clearly spoke in The Preamble to the Constitution of the United States:

WE THE PEOPLE of the United States, in Order to form a more perfect Union, establish Justice, insure domestic Tranquility, provide for the common defence, promote the general Welfare, and secure the Blessings of Liberty to ouselves and our Posterity, do ordain and establish this CONSTITITION for the United States of America.
U.S.C.A. (2002), Constitution, art. 1.

3.c. The United States Supreme Court has held:

...at the revolution, the sovereignty devolved on the people; and they are truly the sovereigns of the country, but they are sovereigns without subjects (unless the African slaves among us may be so called) and have none to govern but themselves; the citizens of America are equal as fellow citizens and as joint tenants in the sovereignty.
From the differences existing between feudal sovereignties and governments formed on compacts, it necessarily follows that their respective prerogatives must differ. Sovereignty is the right to govern; a nation or state-sovereign is the person or persons in whom that resides. In Europe the sovereignty is generally ascribed to the prince; here it rests with the people; there, the sovereign actually administers the government; here, never in a single instance; our governors are the agents of the people, and at most stand in the same relation to their sovereign, in which regents in Europe stand to their sovereigns. Their princes have personal powers, dignities, and pre-eminances, our rulers have none but official; nor do they partake in the sovereignty otherwise, or in any other capacity, than as private citizens.
Jay, C.J., Chisholm v. Georgia (1793) 2 Dall. (U.S.) 419, 471-472, 1 L.Ed. 440, 463.

3.d. I have no reason to doubt that, by birthright within one of the member states of these United States of America, I am one of the legal Posterity of those who ordained and established the Constitution for the United States of America and, hence, am individually and unalienably sovereign.

3.e. The People of California spoke upon the crafting of the Constitution of 1849:

WE, the People of California, grateful to Almighty God for our freedom, in order to secure its blessings, do establish this Constitution. 
3 West's Ann.Cal. Const. (2002), p. 365.

3.f. The People of California spoke upon the purported adoption of the Constitution of 1879, as amended to date:

We, the People of California, grateful to Almighty God for our freedom, in order to secure and perpetuate its blessings, do establish this Constitution.
1 West's Ann.Cal. Const. (2002), p. 3

3.g. The People of California have enacted in Article I of the California Constitution:

All people are by nature free and independent and have inalienable rights. Among these are enjoying and defending life and liberty, acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, and pursuing and obtaining safety, happiness, and privacy.
CALIFORNIA CONSTITUTION (2002), Art. 1, Sec. 1 ( http://www.leginfo.ca.gov./.const/.article_1 [as of July 15, 2002])

3.h. The People of California, through the Legislature, have further amplified on the statements above:

(a) 100.(a) The sovereignty of the state resides in the people thereof, and all writs and processes shall issue in their name.
(b) The style of all process shall be "The People of the State of California," and all prosecutions shall be conducted in their name and by their authority. 
West's Ann.Cal.Gov. Code (2000), § 100 (emphasis added).

(b) In enacting this chapter, the Legislature finds and declares that the public commissions, boards and councils and the other public agencies in this State exist to aid in the conduct of the people's business. It is the intent of the law that their actions be taken openly and that their deliberations be conducted openly.
The people of this State do not yield their sovereignty to the agencies which serve them. The people, in delegating authority, do not give their public servants the right to decide what is good for the people to know and what is not good for them to know. The people insist on remaining informed so that they may retain control over the instruments they have created.
West's Ann.Cal.Gov. Code (2000), § 54950 (emphasis added).

3.i. I have no reason to doubt that, when I immigrated into California from another state of these United States of America, I acquired equal standing with the other People of California and, hence, am individually and inalienably sovereign.

4.a. The United States Supreme Court has consistently held:

(a) But the power of Congress over the person or property of a citizen can never be a mere discretionary power under our Counstitution and form of government. The powers of the government and the rights and privileges of the citizen are regulated and plainly defined by the Constitution itself. And when the territory becomes a part of the United States, the Federal Government enters into possession in the character impressed upon it by those who created it. It enters upon it with its powers over the citizen strictly defined, and limited by the Constitution, from which it derives its own existence, and by virtue of which alone it continues to exist and act as a government and sovereignty. It has no power of any kind beyond it; and it cannot, when it enters a territory of the United States, put off its character, and assume discretionary or despotic powers which the Constitution has denied to it. It cannot create for itself a new character separated from the citizens of the United States, and the duties it owes them under the provisions of the Constitution. The territory being a part of the United States, the government and the citizen both enter it under the authority of the Constitution, with their respective rights defined and marked out; and the Federal Government can exercise no power over his person or property, beyond what that instrument confers, nor lawfully deny any right which it has reserved.
A reference to a few of the provisions of the Constitution will illustrate this proposition.
For example, no one, we presume, will contend that Congress can make any law in a territory respecting the establishment of religion or the free expression thereof, or abridging the freedom of speech or of the press, or the right of the people of the territory peaceably to assemble and to petition the government for the redress of grievances.
Nor can Congress deny to the people the right to keep and bear arms, nor the right to trial by jury, nor compel anyone to be a witness against himself in a criminal proceeding.
These powers, and others in relation to rights of person, which it is not necessary here to enumerate, are, in express and positive terms, denied to the general government; and the rights of private property have been guarded with equal care. Thus the rights of property are united with the rights of person, and placed on the same ground by the fifth amendment to the Constitution, which provides that no person shall be deprived of life, liberty and property, without due process of law. ...
The powers over person and property of which we speak are not only not granted to Congress, but are in express terms denied, and they are forbidden to exercise them. ....
But in considering the question before us, it must be borne in mind that there is no law of nations standing between the people of the United States and their government and interfering with their relation to each other. The powers of the government, and the rights of the citizen under it, are positive and practical regulations plainly written down. The people of the United States have delegated to it certain enumerated powers, and forbidden it to exercise others. It has no power over the person or property of a citizen but what the citizens of the United States have granted. And no laws or usages of other nations, or reasoning of statesmen or jurists upon the relations of master and slave, can enlarge the powers of the governemnt, or take from the citizens the rights they have reserved.
Dred Scott v. Sandford (1856), 19 How. (60 U.S.) 393, 15 L.Ed. 691, 719-720.

(b) But the Government is an abstract entity, which has no hand to write or mouth to speak, and has no signature which can be recognized, as in the case of an individual. It speaks and acts only through agents, or more properly, officers. These are many, and have various and diverse powers confided to them. ... But, in each case, the person dealing with the agent, knowing that he acts only by virtue of a delegated power, must, at his peril, see that the paper on which he relies comes within the power under which the agent acts....
When this inquiry arises, where are we to look for the authority of the officer?
The answer, which at once suggests itself to one familiar with the structure fo our government, in which all power is delegated, and is defined by law, constitutional or statutory, is, that to one or both of these sources we must resort in every instance. We have no officers in this government from the President down to the most subordinant agent, who does not hold office under the law, with prescribed duties and limited authority. And while some of these, as the President, the Legislature and the Judiciary, exercise powers in some sense left to the more general definitions necessarily incident to fundamental law found in the Constitution, the larger portion of them are the creation of statutory law, with duties and powers prescribed and limited by that law.
(emphasis added) Pierce v. United States (1869), 7 Wall. (74 U. S.) 666, 19 L.Ed. 169, 173-174.

(c) No man in this country is so high that he is above the law. No officer of the law may set that law at defiance, with impunity. All the officers of the Government, from the highest to the lowest, are creatures of the law and are bound to obey it.
It is the only supreme power in our system of government, and every man who, by accepting office, participates in its function, is only the more strongly bound to submit to that supremacy, and to observe the limitations which it imposes upon the exercise of the authority which it gives.
Courts of justice are established not only to decide upon the controversial rights of the citizens as against each other, but also upon rights in controversy between them and the Government, and the docket of this court is crowded with controversies of the latter class.
Shall it be said, in the face of all this, and of the acknowledged right of the judiciary to decide in proper cases, statutes which have been passed by both branches of Congress and approved by the President, to be unconstitutional, that the courts cannot give remedy when the citizen has been deprived of his property by force, his estate seized and converted to the use of the Government without any lawful authority, without any process of law and without any compensation, because the President has ordered it and his officers are in possession?
If such be the law of this country, it sanctions a tyranny which has no existence in the monarchies of Europe, nor in any other government which has a just claim to well regulated liberty and the protection of personal rights.
. . .
While by the Constitution the judicial department is recognized as one of the three great branches among which all the powers and functions of the Government are distributed, it is inherently the weakest of them all.
Dependent as its courts are for the enforcement of their judgments, upon officers appointed by the Executive and removable at his pleasure, with no patronage and no control of purse or sword, their power and influence rest solely upon the public sense of a tribunal to which all may appeal for the assertion and protection of rights guaranteed by the Constitution and by the laws of the land, and on the confidence reposed in the soundness of their decisions and the purity of their motives.
(emphasis added) United States v. Lee (1882), 106 U.S. 196, 27 L.Ed. 171, 182, 1 S.Ct. 240.

(d) [quoting] Osborn v. Bank of U. S., 9 Wheat., 738, ... ["]... This is certainly true where it is in the power of the plaintiff to make them parties; but if the person who is the real principal--the person who is the true source of the mischief, by whose power and for whose advantage it is done--be himself above the law, be exempt from all judicial process, it would be subversive of the best established principles to say that the laws could not afford the same remedies against the agent employed in doing the wrong which they would afford against him could his principal be joined in the suit." ...
In the discussion of such questions the distinction between the government of a State and the State itself is important and should be observed. In common speech and common apprehension they are usually regarded as identical; and as ordinarily the acts of the government are the acts of the State, because within the limits of its delegation of power, the government of the State is generally confounded with the State itself, and often the former is meant when the latter is mentioned. The State itself is an ideal person, intangible, invisible, immutable. The government is an agent, and, within the sphere of the agency, a perfect representative; but outside of that it is a lawless usurpation. The Constitution of the State is the limit of the authority of its government, and both government and State are subject to the supremacy of the Constitution of the United States and of the laws made in pursuance thereof. So that, while it is true in respect to the government of a state, as was said in Langford v. U. S., 101 U.S., 341 [Bk. 25, L. ed. 1010], that the maxim that the king can do not wrong has no place in our system of government; yet it is also true, in respect to the State itself, that whatever wrong is attempted in its name is imputable to its government and not to the State, for, as it can speak and act only by law, whatever it does say and do must be lawful. That which, therefore, is unlawful because made so by the supreme law, the Constitution of the United States, is not the word or deed of the State, but the mere wrong and trespass of those individual persons who falsely speak and act in its name.
. . .
This distinction is essential to the idea of constitutional government. To deny it or blot it out obliterates the line of demarcation that separates constitutional government from absolutism, free self-government based on the sovereignty of the people, from that despotism, whether of the one or of the many, which enables the agent of the State to declare and decree that he is the State--to say "L'Estat, c'est moi". Of what avail are written constitutions, whose bills of right for the security of individual liberty have been written, too often, with the blood of martyrs, if their limitations and restraints upon power may be overpassed with impunity by the very agencies created and appointed to guard, defend, and enforce them; and that, too, with the sacred authority of law, not only compelling obedience, but entitled to respect? And how else can these principles of individual liberty and right be maintained, if, when violated, the judicial tribunals are forbidden to visit penalties upon individual offenders, who are the instruments of wrong, whenever they interpose the shield of the State? The doctrine is not to be tolerated. The whole frame and scheme of the political institutions of this country, State and Federal, protest against it. Their continued existence is not compatible with it. It is the doctrine of absolutism, pure, simple and naked; and of communism, which is its twin; the double progeny of the same evil birth.
(bracketed information and emphasis added) Poindexter v. Greenhow (1884), 114 U.S. 270, 29 L.Ed 185, 192-193, 5 S.Ct. 903.

4.c. I didn't understand some of the terms used in Poindexter, so I looked them up in the available law dictionaries.

ABSOLUTISM. In Politics. That government in which public power is vested in some person or persons, unchecked and uncontrolled by any law or institution.
The word was first used at the beginning of this century, in Spain, where one who is in favor of the absolute power of the king, and opposed to the constitutional system introduced by the Cortes during the struggle with the French, was called absolutista. The term Absolutist spread over Europe, and was applied exclusively to absolute monarchism; but absolute power may exist in an aristocracy and in a democracy as well. Dr. Lieber, therefore, uses in his works the term Absolute Democracy for that government in which the public power rests unchecked to the multitude (practically speaking, in the majority).
Bouvier's Law Dictionary Baldwin's Students Ed. (1946), p. 28.

COMMUNISM. A system of social organization in which goods are held in common, the opposite of the system of private property; communalism, any theory or system of social organization involving the common ownership of agents of production of industry, the latter of which theories is referred to in the popular use of the word "communism" while the scientific use of the word sometimes conforms to the first alone and sometimes alternates between the first and second; also the principles and theories of the Communist Party, especially in Soveiet Russia. Feinglass v. Reinecke, D.C.Ill., 48 F.Supp. 438, 440.
Black's Law Dictionary 4th Ed Rev. (13th Reprint, 1975), p. 350.

COMMUNIST. A supporter of the Paris Commune; in 1871 Communard; a member of the Communist Party in any country, especially Soviet Russia; one who belives [sic] in communism. Feinglass v. Reinecke, D.C.Ill., 48 F.Supp. 438, 440, 441.
Ibid.

4.c. The United States Supreme Court has further held:

(1) When we consider the nature and the theory of our institutions of government, the principles upon which they are supposed to rest, and review the history of their development, we are constrained to conclude that they do not mean to leave room for the play and action of purely personal and arbitrary power. Sovereignty itself is, of course, not subject to law, for it is the author and source of law; but in our system, while sovereign powers are delegated to the agencies of government, sovereignty itself remains in the people, by whom and for whom all government exists and acts. And the law is the definition and limitation of power. ... But the fundamental rights of life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness, considered as individual possessions, are secured by those maxims of constitutional law which are the monuments showing the victorious progress of the race in securing to men the blessings of civilization under the reign of just and equal laws, so that, in the famous language of the Massachusetts Bill of Rights, the government of the Commonwealth "may be a government of laws and not of men." For, the very idea that one man may be compelled to hold his life, or the means of living , or any material right essential to the enjoyment of life, at the mere will of another, seems to be intolerable in any country where freedom prevails, as being the essence of slavery itself.
(emphasis added) Yick Wo v. Hopkins (1886), 118 U.S. 356, 30 L.Ed. 220, 226, 6 S.Ct. 1064.

(2) The United States is entirely a creature of the Constitution. Its power and authority have no other source. It can only act in accordance with all the limitations imposed by the Constitution. When the Government reaches out to punish a citizen who is abroad, the shield which the Bill of Rights and other parts of the Constitution provide to protect his life and liberty should not be stripped away just because he happens to be in another land. This is not a novel concept. To the contrary, it is as old as government. [p. 1157]
The rights and liberties which citizens of our country enjoy are not protected by custom and tradition alone, they have been jealously preserved from the encroachments of Government by express provisions of our written Constitution. [p. 1158]
While it has been suggested that only those constitutional rights which are "fundamental" protect Americans abroad, we can find no warrant, in logic or otherwise, for picking and choosing among the remarkable collection of "Thou shalt nots" which were explicitly fastened on all departments and agencies of the Federal Government by the Constitution and its Amendments. Moreover, in view of our heritage and the history of the adoption of the Constitution and the Bill of Rights, it seems peculiarly anomalous to say that trial before a civilian judge and by an independent jury picked from the common citizenry are not fundamental rights. [p. 1159]
The prohibitions of the Constitution were designed to apply to all branches of the National Government and they cannot be nullified by the Executive or by the Executive and the Senate combined.
There is nothing new or unique about what we say here. This Court has regularly and uniformly recognized the supremacy of the Constitution over a treaty. ...
This Court has also repeatedly taken the position that an Act of Congress, which must comply with the Constitution, is on full parity with a treaty, and that when a statute which is subsequent in time is inconsistent with a treaty, the statute to the extent of conflict renders the treaty null. [pp. 1163-1164]
(footnotes omitted) Reid v. Covert (1957), 354 U.S. 1, 1 L.Ed.2d 1148, 1157-1164, 77 S.Ct. 1222.

