BEFORE A LAWSUIT STARTS
The United States is a quagmire of vexatious lawsuits.  The attorneys have descended on America, a land of plenty, to steal the assets of the people who labor for their own support.

And we have people suing people in imitation of the attorneys.

Civil Court is big business in the US.

Many people have taken steps to make themselves judgment proof by a variety of methods.

With the knowledge that a man cannot be sued in a fiction court, some have taken preventive measures to insure the results should some party sue the fiction name.

Some have published notices in the newspaper in the legal section which simply says:  I, John Smith do state that I have never, nor presently, nor in the future, liable for the debts of JOHN SMITH.

Some have gone the route of creating self authenticating Security Agreements with the fiction, JOHN SMITH, and recording UCC-1 Financing Statements to prevent other parties from stealing the assets held by the fiction.

Some have created trusts to hold the property of JOHN SMITH, so that John Smith is always held at arms-length from the assets held in trust for JOHN SMITH.

So, there are several methods to prevent the theft of assets by the attorneys who infest America at the instigation of the various BAR associations and the interests of the Temple Bar.
This is not to say that all attorneys are of this class, but I am referring to the class of attorneys that we might call “ambulance chasers”.

Of course, there is a certain group of litigators who are skilled in the courts who ‘invite’ suits, because they know how to work in court procedurally and can easily turn a complaint into a counterclaim and profit thereby.

In essence, then, what I am indicating here is that because of the constant danger of attack by civil suit, one ought to get prepared for any eventuality in one of the above methods or even all of the methods.

I AM NOT LIABLE FOR JOHN SMITH

We see this technique most often associated with divorce cases.  Perhaps on spouse may be thinking that the other spouse intends to run up some credit card bills or other accounts, and so publishes it in the legal section of the newspaper to put the commercial world on notice that if bills are run up by the other spouse, that they will not be liable for it.

The same thing could be done by John against JOHN

Perhaps one would run it for three or four weeks in the legal section, and then get a certification of publication from the newspaper editor, etc.  If there was some legal controversy later on in a court scenario, then one could introduce the certification of publication into evidence to prove that one is not liable for the debts of the other.

UCC-1, SECURITY AGREEMENTS, LIENS

It has become fairly popular to get into a ‘self-authenticating’ security agreement with JOHN.  Upon breach of the SA, John would exercise a lien right against JOHN.  These are typically put onto UCC-1 with JOHN as the debtor and John as the secured party.

This constitutes a ‘claim’ against JOHN by John which could be taken into a court case as a certified claim.  Usually, John would enter a case as an ‘interested third party intervenor’ to make his claim in the court case.  It is just simple third party pleading.
TRUSTS

Many people prefer statutory type trusts for asset protection.  With all assets secured in a formal trust, then John becomes judgment proof from any legal attachment, basically because John doesn’t have any property to be attached.

Others, rather than create a statutory trust, simply rely on JOHN as the trust.  They might file a UCC-1 and register the debtor JOHN in the commercial registry to create the exemption.  “This is the entry of the DEBTOR in the commercial registry for the products, proceeds, and fixtures.”  At this point, those things are exempt from attachment by a legal case.

FAIRNESS AND RESPONSIBILITY

It has never been my intention to show people ‘loop holes’, but only to protect people from attacks which are unjustified.  If I were to injure someone, I would consider it my moral obligation to correct the injury.  There is not any legal process which can protect someone from their wrong doing.  If anyone violates the spirit and intent of what is being presented, then you are under the judgment of the Court of Conscience and you will convict yourself.

For instance, at the conclusion of a traffic court case, the judge actually laid his head down on his hands, and I heard him say:  ‘this has been the worst day of my life’.  Somehow, his inner conscience had convicted his actions in that case.  A few years later in another traffic court case, he told me that he had recently undergone a quadruple heart bypass surgery, and that within the last couple of months he had had a heart attack.
Your ‘conscience’ is physically in your heart, not your brain.  This is not a metaphor.  If you become convicted in your conscience, it has a damaging effect on your heart.

Psalms 24:  3-5.  Who shall ascend into the hill of the Lord?  Or who shall stand in his holy place?  He that hath clean hands, and a pure heart; who hath not lifted up his soul unto vanity, nor sworn deceitfully.  He shall receive the blessing from the Lord, and righteousness from the God of his salvation.
We see this in our concepts of equity or fairness court.  We must have exhausted all of our remedies before coming to equity which is referred to as “clean hands”.

A pure heart would indicate that one’s intent must be pure with no hints of vanity nor false swearing.

Obviously, if we do approach a situation with clean hands and a pure heart, that we can expect a just and true results.  Otherwise, we can expect heart attacks and bypass surgery as our physical heart will be injured.

Even a true sociopath falls under these terms.

EXHAUSTING ADMINISTRATIVE DUE PROCESS

Because of the poor example of the attorneys, many people are mixed up about what needs to be done prior to going to court, if it indeed needs to go that far.

The attorneys have a bad habit of a ‘rush to judgment’, and go and file complaints where due process has not been given.  When that happens, we simply tell the judge that we have not had time to exhaust our administrative due process in the matter.  We usually request 90 days in which to complete that, and many times get the 90 days or something short of that.  If one really gets busy, even using the mails instead of direct service, one can complete administrative due process in as little as 21 commercial days.  (***see Hartford’s request to settle out of court)
One of the easiest and quickest ways to exhaust your administrative due process is the technique that has become very popular which is Acceptance for Value, Return for Settlement and Closure.  Your unconditional acceptance of a presentment is an unconditional promise to “pay” or really the proper term would be “effect payment”.

A presentment is really a request to use more of your credit which is unlimited.  So, you can agree to do that with an acceptance.

And also you are adjusting the tax on the transaction by supplying your exemption as the pass through for the tax Treasury Direct.

So, having completed the transaction, at that point you have completed administrative due process and have clean hands in equity.  If needed you can go into court with clean hands and a pure heart having done all that you can do to resolved the matter.

ICC

Over the years there has been developed what is called an International Commercial Claim.  It is a system and technology to reach an agreement.  We use the devices of Admiralty procedures to accomplish this end, the agreement.  Remember the commercial maxim:  the agreement of the parties is the law of the contract.  (***see CD for example)
IN CONCLUSION

All matters should be settled before going into court, because in essence what we are wanting from the court is a declaratory judgment that our administrative process is correct.  We are wanting the judge to publically decree what we have agreed to in the private, so that if we have to resort to the use of force, perhaps by the sheriff or constable, then we have the legal documents which would justify this.
