	     

“Opinions are valueless as evidence without exploration of the underlying facts and rational showing the path from the facts to the opinion.”
U.S. v. R.J. Reynolds, 416 F. Supp. 316, 325.

I SEE THAT YOUR OPINION IS ONE OF THE GENERALY ACCEPTED CONCLUSIONS OF THE DEFINITION OR USAGE OF THE “BIRTH CERTIFICATE”, IT WELL MAY BE AFTER CONSUMATION OF REGISTRATION OF THE CERTIFICATE THAT THE “BIRTH CERTIFICATE”, THAT IT BE USED AS A SURETY INSTUMENT AS COLLATERAL AGAINST THE “NATIONAL DEBT” ( via 14th amend., corporate debt), AFTER ONE HAS VOLUNTEERED TO SURRENDER PRIVATE RIGHTS IN FAVOR OF PUBLIC VIA THE “BIRTH CERTIFICATE”.
I HAVE INCLUDED BELOW THE REVISED CODE OF WASHINGTON (RCW), IF ONE IS TO BELIEVE THE STATEMENT OF THE LEGISLATURE OF WASHINGTON, (via the “CODE REVISER”), THE LEGISLATURE DEFINED WORDS THAT HAVE LEGAL BINDING, AS WELL AS THE ORDINARILY DEFINED WORDS ONE WOULD COME TO THE CONCLUSION AS TO THE ACTUAL USE OF THE BIRTH CERTIFICATE, i.e., A BUSINESS LICENSE. ONE MUST GIVE PERMISSION TO THE STATE (LICENSE) IN ORDER TO FOR THE "STATE" TRESSPASS ON ONES PRIVATE RIGHTS.

THEN YES YOUR “RESIDENCE”, OR, “RES” ( see definition below), IS THEN VESTED IN THE “FRANCHISE”, ( business), THAT YOU HAVE APPLIED FOR ONCE THE “CERTIFICATE” IS “REGISTERED” WITH THE “STATE”(corporation).
MY MOTHER AND FATHER PROVIDED ME WITH A NAME WHICH THEY USED TO SUMMON ME FOR DINNER AND THE LIKE, THE STATE ACCEPTED THE NAME THAT THEY PROVIDED TO ME, EXCEPT FOR THE FACT THAT THEY CHANGE THE SPELLING TO ALL CAPITAL LETTERS, THE STATE USES THE NEW NAME REGISTERED WITH THE STATE, (business license), TO SUMMON ME WHEN THEY WANT SOMETHING, i.e., SUCH AS TAXES.

MY INTEREST IS PEAKED……… IF THE BIRTH CERTIFICATE IS IN FACT A SURETY, PLEASE PROVIDE THE LAW CODE RULE THAT YOU ARE RELYING UPON TO PROVE THAT FACT, AS I AM UNABLE TO LOCATE THAT INFO IN THE RCW’S HERE.
The use of the word "shall" in a statute generally imposes a mandatory duty. Spokane Cy. ex rel. Sullivan v. Glover, 2 Wn.2d at 162, 169, 97 P.2d 628 (1940).
Chapter 19.02 RCW

Business license center act


19.02.020
Definitions.

As used in this chapter, the following words shall have the following meanings:



     (5) "License" means the whole or part of any agency permit, license, certificate, approval, registration, charter, or any form or permission required by law, including agency rule, to engage in any activity;

     (6) "Regulatory" means all licensing and other governmental or statutory requirements pertaining to business or professional activities;

     (7) "Person" means any individual, sole proprietorship, partnership, association, cooperative, corporation, nonprofit organization, state or local government agency, and any other organization required to register with the state to do business in the state and to obtain one or more licenses from the state or any of its agencies;

    
     (10) "Regulatory agency" means any state agency, board, commission, or division which regulates one or more professions, occupations, industries, businesses, or activities;
. 

RCW 19.80.005
Definitions.  *** CHANGE IN 2011 *** (SEE 2017-S.SL) ***

Unless the context clearly requires otherwise, the definitions in this section apply throughout this chapter:

     (1) "Trade name" means a word or name, or any combination of a word or name, used by a person to identify the person's business which:

     (a) Is not, or does not include, the true and real name of all persons conducting the business; or

     (b) Includes words which suggest additional parties of interest such as "company," "and sons," or "and associates."

     (2) "Business" means an occupation, profession, or employment engaged in for the purpose of seeking a profit.
 [[My note; what type of business or ENTITY is capable of making a “PROFIT”, is ones own labor  “PROFIT” or is “PROFIT” reserved for artificial entities, Corporations, Individual(entity)]]

     (3) "Person" means any individual, partnership, limited liability company, or corporation conducting or having an interest in a business in the state.

     (4) "True and real name" means:

     (a) The surname of an individual coupled with one or more of the individual's other names, one or more of the individual's initials, or any combination;

     (b) The designation or appellation by which an individual is best known and called in the business community where that individual transacts business, if this is used as that individual's legal signature;

    
    
     (g) The name of a general partnership which includes in its name the true and real names, as defined in (a) through (f) of this subsection, of each general partner as required in RCW 19.80.010. 
"Therefore, the U.S. citizens [citizens of the District of Columbia] residing in one of the states of

the union, are classified as property and franchises of the federal government as an "individual

entity." Wheeling Steel Corp. v. Fox, 298 U.S. 193, 80 L.Ed. 1143, 56 S.Ct. 773.
46.01.011
Purpose.


     *** CHANGE IN 2010 *** (SEE 6379.SL) ***

The legislature finds that the department of licensing administers laws relating to the licensing and regulation of professions, businesses, gambling, and other activities in addition to administering laws relating to the licensing and regulation of vehicles and vehicle operators, dealers, and manufacturers. The laws administered by the department have the common denominator of licensing and regulation and are directed toward protecting and enhancing the well-being of the residents of the state. 

43.24.030
"License" defined.
The word "license" shall be construed to mean and include license, certificate of registration, certificate of qualification, certificate of competency, certificate of authority, and any other instrument, by whatever name designated, authorizing the practice of a profession or calling, the carrying on of a business or occupation, or the doing of any act required by law to be authorized by the state. 

[1965 c 8 § 43.24.030. Prior: 1921 c 7 § 98; RRS § 10856.]

43.70.150
Registration of vital statistics.

The secretary of health shall have charge of the state system of registration of births, deaths, fetal deaths, marriages, and decrees of divorce, annulment and separate maintenance, and shall prepare the necessary rules, forms, and blanks for obtaining records, and insure the faithful registration thereof.

70.58.055
Certificates generally.

(1) To promote and maintain nationwide uniformity in the system of vital statistics, the certificates required by this chapter or by the rules adopted under this chapter shall include, as a minimum, the items recommended by the federal agency responsible for national vital statistics including social security numbers.
82.04.140

"Business."
"Business" includes all activities engaged in with the object of gain, benefit, or advantage to the taxpayer or to another person or class, directly or indirectly.

82.04.150

"Engaging in business."

"Engaging in business" means commencing, conducting, or continuing in business and also the exercise of corporate or franchise powers as well as liquidating a business when the liquidators thereof hold themselves out to the public as conducting such business.
The Washington state supreme court on a number of occasions has indicated that:

            ". . . A cardinal rule of statutory construction is that the words to be construed must be given their usual and ordinary meaning. . . ."

            See,Pacific Etc. Alloys v. State, 49 Wn.2d 702, 306 P.2d 197 (1957).  Also, seeCrown Zellerbach Corp. v. State, 53 Wn.2d 813, 328 P.2d 884 (1958), appeal dismissed, cert. denied, 79 S.Ct. 1138, 359 U.S. 531 (1959), 3 L.Ed.2d 1029; andState ex rel. Longview Fire Fighters Union, Local 828, I. A. F. K. v. City of Longview, 65 Wn.2d 568, 399 P.2d 1 (1965).

            A second rule of construction which must be applied in the case of the statute here being considered is the well-established rule that criminal statutes (i.e., statutes defining a crime for which punishment may be imposed) are always to be strictly construed against the state and in favor of the accused.  See, e.g.,City of Seattle v. Green, 51 Wn.2d 871, 322 P.2d 842 (1958), andState v. Thompson, 38 Wn.2d 774, 232 P.2d 87 (1951).  The meaning of this rule was explained by our court in State v. Rinkes, 49 Wn.2d 664, 306 P.2d 205 (1957), as follows:

            "Penal statutes are to be construed strictly, to the end that offenses not entitled to be included shall not be prosecuted.  But they are not to be construed so strictly that they would be defeated by a forced and over-strict construction.  State v. Larson, 119 Wash. 123, 125, 204 Pac. 1041 (1922), and cases cited.

            "Strict construction of a penal statute means merely that the punitive sanctions must be confined to such matters as are clearly and manifestly within the statutory terms and purposes.  It does not mean that a forced, narrow, and over-strict construction should  [[Orig. Op. Page 6]] be applied to defeat the obvious intent of the legislature.  SeeNorthern Securities Co. v. United States, 193 U.S. 197, 48 L.Ed. 679, 24 S.Ct. 436 (1904);United States v. Coplon, 88 F.Supp. 912 (1949);State v. Zazzaro, 128 Conn. 160, 20 A.2d 737 (1941); People v. Conti, 127 Misc. Rep. 244, 216 N.Y.S. 442 (1926).
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"We review questions of statutory interpretation de novo," with the goal of effectuating the legislature's intent.  State v. Gonzalez, 168 Wn.2d 256, 263, 226 P.3d 131, cert. denied, ___ U.S. ___, 131 S. Ct. 318, 178 L. Ed. 2d 207 (2010).  

Our first step in interpreting a statute is to examine its plain language.  Gonzalez, 168 Wn.2d at 263.  

A statute's "[p]lain meaning 'is to be discerned from the ordinary meaning of the language at issue, the context of the statute in which that provision is found, related provisions, and the statutory scheme as a whole.'"  Gonzalez, 168 

Wn.2d at 263 (quoting State v. Engel, 166 Wn.2d 572, 578, 210 P.3d 1007 (2009)).  

If the statute is unambiguous, upon reviewing its plain meaning, our inquiry is at an end.  Gonzalez, 168 Wn.2d at 263.  

Although a statute is ambiguous when it is susceptible to two or more reasonable 

interpretations, a statute is not ambiguous merely because different interpretations are conceivable. Gonzalez, 168 Wn.2d at 263.  

Here our inquiry turns on what the legislature meant by the term "person" in the identity theft statute, RCW 9.35.020.  
When a statutory term is undefined, we give that word its ordinary meaning, and we may look to a dictionary for such meaning.  Gonzalez, 168 Wn.2d at 263.  
But when the legislature has defined a statutory term, "[t]he statutory definition of a term controls its interpretation."  State v. Morris, 77 Wn. App. 948, 950, 896 P.2d 81 (1995); 
see also 
State v. Smith, 117 Wn.2d 263, 271, 814 P.2d 652 (1991) ("'Words are given the meaning provided by the statute or, in the absence of specific definition, their ordinary meaning.'") (quoting State v. Standifer, 110 Wn.2d 90, 92, 750 P.2d 258 (1988)).
	State Of Washington, Respondent V. Derrick Evans, Appellant

	File Date: 11/01/2011


We are bound by the statutory definition of "person," which expressly includes a 

corporation, and which the legislature incorporated into the identity theft statute as explained above.  Accordingly, Evans's contention that a corporation cannot qualify as a person for purposes of the identity theft statute fails.  

If a statute is subject to more than one reasonable interpretation, it is ambiguous; and the rule of lenity requires us to interpret an ambiguous criminal statute in the defendant's favor absent legislative intent to the contrary.  State v. Mandanas, 168 Wn.2d 84, 87-88, 228 P.3d 13 (2010).  

The U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit explained two such decisions as follows:
"We begin our interpretation by reading the statutes and regulations for their plain meaning. The plain meaning rule has its origin in U.S. v. Missouri Pacific Railroad, 278 U.S. 269 (1929). There the Supreme Court stated that "where the language of an enactment is clear and construction according to its terms does not lead to absurd or impracticable consequences, the WORDS EMPLOYED ARE TO BE TAKEN AS THE FINAL EXPRESSION OF THE MEANING INTENDED." ... The principle was more recently affirmed in Dickinson v. New Banner Institute, Inc., 460 U.S. 103,103 S.C. 986, 74 L.Ed.2d 845 (1983), rehearing denied, 461 U.S. 911,103 S.C. 1887,76 L.Ed.2d 815 (1983), where the Court stated, "In determining the scope of a statute, one is to look first at its language. If the language is unambiguous ... IT IS TO BE REGARDED AS CONCLUSIVE UNLESS THERE IS A CLEARLY EXPRESSED LEGISLATIVE INTENT TO THE CONTRARY." United States v. Varlet, 780 F.2d 758 on P.761 (9th Cir. 1986)

“Commerce.  …Intercourse by way of trade and traffic between different peoples or states and the citizens or inhabitants thereof, including not only the purchase, sale, and exchange of commodities, but also the instrumentalities [governments] and agencies by which it is promoted and the means and appliances by which it is carried on…”  
[Black’s Law Dictionary, Sixth Edition, p. 269
BLACKS 1910

RESIDENT. One who has his residence

In a place.

"Resident" and "inhabitant" are distinguishable

in meaning. The word "inhabitant" implies

a more fixed and permanent abode than does

"resident;" and a resident may not be entitled

to all the privileges or subject to all the duties

of an inhabitant. Frost v. Brisbin, 19 Wend.

(N. Y.) 11, 32 Am. Dec. 423.

Also a tenant who was obliged to reside

on his lord's land, and not to depart from the

same; called, also, "homme levant et couchant,"

and in Normandy, "resseant du fief."
RES. Lat. In the civil law. A thing;

an object. As a term of the law, this word

has a very wide and extensive signification,

including not only things which are objects

of property, but also such as are not capable

of individual ownership. See Inst. 2, 1, pr.

And in old English law it is said to have a

general import, comprehending both corporeal

and incorporeal things of whatever kind,

nature, or species. 3 Inst. 182. See Bract,

fol. 76.

By "res," according to the modern civilians,

is meant everything that may form

an object of rights, in opposition to "persona,"

which is regarded as a subject of

rights. "Res," therefore, in its general

meaning, comprises actions of all kinds;

while in its restricted sense it comprehends

every object of right, except actions. Mackeld.

Rom. Law, § 146. This has reference

to the fundamental division of the Institutes,

that all law relates either to persons, to

things, or to actions. Inst. 1, 2, 12.

In modern usage, the term is particularly

applied t o an object, subject-matter, or status,

considered as the defendant in an action, or

as the object against which, directly, proceedings

are taken. Thus, in a prize case,

the captured vessel is "the res." And proceedings

of this character are said to be in

rem. (See IN PERSONAM; IN REM.) "Res"

may also denote the action or proceeding, as

when a cause, which is not between adversary

parties, is entitled "In re ."

Classification. Things (res) have been variously

divided and classified in law, e. g., in the

following ways: (1) Corporeal and incorporeal

things; (2) movables and immovables; (3) res

mancipi and res neo mancipi; (4) things real

and things personal; (5) things in possession

and choses (*. e., things) in action; (6) fungible

things and things not fungible, (fungibiles vel

non fungibiles;) and (7) res singula (i. e.. individual

objects) and universitates rerum, (i. e.,

aggregates of things.) Also persons are for some

purposes and in certain respects regarded as

things. Brown.
