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Topic:  Anyone paying attention, during these times, may have 
recognized the “emergence of Truth” that is everywhere, since it 
was first ‘encouraged’, March 2020.  In keeping with the exposure
of falsehoods, and no less pertinent, is the details of the title of 
this Paper, because it fills the gap between what is “Sovereign 
Authority/Rights” and the baseline conduct of daily life.
Introduction
For the duration of this current (hoax) ‘situation’, there have been primarily 
two individuals, with presence, that have infrastructure and experience in 
dealing with the topic of this Paper.  The are, 

1) Cal Washington (Western Canada & U.S.A.) - 
https://www.inpowermovement.com/

2) Christopher James (Eastern Canada) - https://awarriorcalls.com/.  
Much experience & information can be gained by either of these two resilient
individuals.
This document, however, is based upon a summation of this crucial 
information, as presented by Tom Barnett (Australia) - https://tombarnett.tv/.
Tom has a 3.5-hour lecture series going into the details of the “Laws of 
Commerce”, which is the official term that deals with all human interaction in
the “public” domain (not just finance).  Tom’s and other information on this 
topic, in conjunction with my research into Truth and life experience, is 
presented in the following paragraphs i.e.  It is my intuitive-based & 
researched presentation of Natural Law or Common Law.
The Laws of Commerce
This could be considered one of, if not the most important revealing of Truth,
in that it goes into what is termed Common Law (God’s Law).  This is 
important because, essentially, it offers a ‘new’ method of conduct, which 
previously, has been hidden from humanity, in alignment with many other 
items throughout history.  This ‘new’ understanding is also important 
because of the high-calibration Power (David Hawkins) that is palpable when 
reviewing, digesting and applying the information.
To put it in perspective with “our legal system” one may observe that certain
elements within the legal system may have, at one time, been more in 
alignment with Common Law.  But the emergence of Truth, during the past 

1

https://tombarnett.tv/
https://awarriorcalls.com/
https://www.inpowermovement.com/


23 months, has given us a greater understanding of how money has been 
used to influence institutions, systems (including the Law/legal one) and 
governments for one particular purpose (more money & control), at the cost 
of another, more important purpose (for the greater good of all humanity & 
the environment).  This is precisely why we are in the midst of this 
predicament, and, from my research, no other reason.  When morality & 
integrity takes a back seat to profit and self-service, imminent collapse will 
be the end result.  As per this quote from Fyodor Dostoyevsky:

“Where there is no God… all is permitted.”
…and this quote from Charles Lindbergh (more prophecy than quote):

“Unless science is controlled by a greater moral force, it will become the
Anti-Christ as prophesized by the early Christians.”

Basic Rules of God’s Laws
There are some fundamental rules, that will resonate with common sense 
once they are exposed, and they apply to every incarnated soul, whether or 
not it is obvious.  These are the Rules of Common Law:
1) “Duty of Care” – Everyone is obliged to assume a “duty of care” for 
anyone and everyone who happens to be in their presence or will have the 
potential to be affected by their product or service.
2) “Fair, Just & Equitable” – Every transaction, motive or practice must be best 
conducted with the “fair, just & equitable” guideline.  Current company bylaws, 
methods of conduct, etc. may be so long distorted away from this rule, that 
common folk would be abruptly startled when this rule were applied properly.
3) “Do No Harm/Cause No Loss” – This again applies to all motivations, methods of 
conduct, laws, etc. in all transactions, whether is be by individuals in the public 
domain or companies producing goods & services.  It would only take moments to 
come up with examples of violating this rule, in government, law enforcement or 
industry.
4) “The Rule of Three” – Everyone is entitled to an offer 3 times.  This is part of ‘fair’
conduct in that everyone deserves 3 chances to respond to any offer in a 
transaction.  Maybe they missed the first offer, and/or misunderstood the 2nd offer, 
etc..
5) “The Rule of Consent” – No transaction can be completed without the consent of
both parties i.e. NO CONSENT – NO CONTRACT.  This is extremely important 
because the only way any coercive or corruptive request can be completed in a lot 
of cases, in these current times, is simply because people are not aware, that by 
their own Sovereign Authority & free will, they have the Power to remove consent to
any situation or transaction.  This is an error in the understanding of ‘free will’.
6) “The Rule of Equality” – Everyone knows and has heard that “we are all created 
equal!”  Until March 2020, those that have accepted their “less than equal” status 
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would have had to wait until the afterlife to claim these benefits.  March ’20 has 
initiated the process of Light & Light for our planet, which is, among other things, 
the firm application of this Rule, for all incarnated or material life.  It is only by way 
of societal programming (urge to compete, for example) that:

i. The ruling minority have managed to create an unequalness for themselves, 
and

ii. The masses have submitted, unknowingly, to being “less than equal”.
7) “The Rule of Facts & Evidence” – Anyone who makes a claim, must have 
“facts/evidence” to back it up.  This is important because it disallows the 
deflection to such excuses as “it’s a government mandate” or “those are the rules”,
especially when there may be a more obvious violation to common sense.  As we 
move more fully into the role of “service personnel to the …Universe” or “… to the 
Brotherhood”, this and other ‘Rules’ come into clear focus and may be applied with 
full authority.
8) “The Rule of Responsibility” – Other than taking the direct responsibility to apply 
Common Law (i.e. these Rules) to the best of your ability, and for the benefit of all, 
this rule is a blanket rule that may be described as, when your intuition suggests to 
you that what you are applying is wrong, then it is wrong.
Public vs. Private Domains
Whenever we are operating in an environment when an individual assumes the role 
of authority (whether or not they actually have it), we are operating in the “public” 
domain.  This is the area of Creditor & Debtor roles.  This is also the area where the 
elements of this document are applied.
The ‘private’ domain is anyone’s personal life transactions, usually with family, 
friends, etc., where there are no authority roles being assumed.  The contents of 
this document do not pertain to this situation.
Possible Responses (4) in Transacting
There are four ways to respond to an initiated transaction or offer to transact (which
are all circumstances of 2 or more parties communicating, in the public).  The first 
two are “honourable” responses and 3) & 4) are ‘dishonourable’ ways to conduct 
yourself in a transaction.

1) Full affirmative – “Yes, I will comply with that!”
2) Conditional reply – “Yes, we can get to that, but first… (do you have 

any evidence to back up that claim or by what authority do you make 
that claim, etc.)

3) Hard refusal – “No!”
4) Stay silent or avoiding/sidestepping/deflecting a response to the 

question/demand.
In order to understand why the last 2 responses are dishonourable it helps to
understand that we are fully moving into the forgotten & buried rule – “we 
are all equal!”  If we are to bring God’s Law (‘all are created equal’) to a 
planet that is settled in Light & Life, then we apply the rules of Common Law 
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to our daily lives.  Which is the understanding that no matter how ignorant, 
oppressive or offensive the individual is, who has engaging us in a 
transaction, they are equal to us, and therefore do not deserve the rudeness
of a dishonourable response.  A dishonourable response is also referred to as
“belligerent”, in spite of the dictionary definition.
A pertinent example here is that avoiding to respond to a request (“Do you 
have evidence for that claim?”), by deflecting to another statement, after 3 
requests, is then to be taken as ‘assent’ (unconscious consent) i.e. they are 
confirming by way of their conduct that they have no evidence, which then 
allows the transaction to proceed accordingly.
The Starting Point – Creditor/Debtor Roles
In all transactions between two parties, these roles are set up from the start 
(whether or not either of the parties are cognizant of it).  The Creditor asks 
questions; makes demands & gets paid.  While the Debtor follows 
commands, answers questions and pays, remembering that this applies to all
transactions, not just financial ones.  The secret here is to take the (possibly 
authoritarian) perspective that is offered to an individual by way of a 
command or question and ‘assume’ the Creditor role by establishing your 
own position.  You do this by answering the question or demand with a 
question.  This brings the original claim/position over to your new position as 
the Creditor – it is an invitation to come to ‘our space’.  Critical here is to 
hold the position.  This is accomplished by continually bringing the 
situation to your space.
The other critical thing to realize in this procedure, is to know that you are 
moving the individual who has come at you with a question or demand to a 
place of responsibility.  In other words, you are essentially making them 
follow the rules of Common Law and come up with ‘facts or evidence’ to 
back up the claim that they have chosen to make by way of their own free 
will.
From this starting point, and the knowledge of the debtor/creditor roles, 
further progress in applying the above rules will determine the outcome of 
the situation, which is always viewed by the maxim, “the best for all 
concerned” or “for the greater good of all”.
“I Do Not Consent” vs. A (dishonorable) Hard Refusal
“I do not consent” is not a hard refusal, but rather an acceptable way to 
respond as you are standing within your Sovereign Rights, for the greater 
good of all (facts/evidence applies here).  It may be worth noting that this 
declaration can be an offer-closer, in that there is no place to proceed, unless
the disclosure of ‘facts and/or evidence’ proceeds.  For this reason, the other 
Rules first applied, and finishing up with “I do not consent” becomes a 
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preferred action.  This can, of course, be followed by a withdrawal of services
or patronage, as the situation dictates.

Conclusion
This document was built to take an individual through the process of aligning
with, and implementing “Natural Law” or “Common Law” in any transactions 
during daily life in the public domain.  Initially, when utilizing this 
information, because of the universal ‘fairness’ of Common Law and the 
application of it, a certain confidence or authority can be gained.  This 
authority is derived from the inherent fairness, and is not to be mistaken for 
any coercive practice or practice to gain advantage over another.  All 
transactions under Common Law are built for the “greater good of the 
whole”, as mentioned.
The highest Reality of a document like this is found by the reader applying 
their own intuition to the content presented.  As always, our own connection 
to God and the Universe, by way of intuition or what I call ‘heart messages’, 
is the best affirmation of whether information, individuals, etc., are correct & 
authentic.  The current movement on Earth is exactly this, by way of Love & 
integrity, and it will not be stopped.
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