DURING A CIVIL SUIT
Let’s consider the situation where you have become embroiled in a civil suit, and now you have to act or be injured.

The first thing to realize is that the proceedings start, at the very least, as an action in rem meaning that a “thing” is being sued.  This should be obvious by simply looking at the portion of the complaint where it has the Defendant.  The defendant is usually styled in all upper-case letters which cannot refer to a man, but is referring to a thing, in this case a US Vessel.  Or it could be any other ‘thing’.  For instance when we start to talk about criminal cases, it ought to be standard operation procedure to sue the warrant … which is a ‘thing’.
There is a device for civil suits which dates way back in history in the Admiralty.  If there was some dispute over a vessel, the injured party would sue in the Admiralty court, and they would sue the vessel.  The vessel would be ‘quarantined’ and held in port so that it could not put to sea, effectively stopping its commerce.  At that point, the owner of the vessel would be notified of the suit and that the vessel was held in port until the owner appeared in the court to defend the suit or to put up surety or bonds awaiting the outcome of the civil suit.  If the owner did post bond or surety, the vessel would be released back to sea to carry on commerce.  Otherwise, commerce done by that vessel is “arrested”.
This device is used presently in most of the civil suits I am familiar with.  They sue the thing, JOHN DOE, and send a summons to the ‘owner’ or ‘surety’ of JOHN DOE, which would be John Doe.  If John Doe appears and posts a bond or surety, then JOHN DOE is released back into commerce.
So, if you get a Summons and Complaint in a civil suit, remember that you are not being sued, but they are presuming that you are at the least, the surety for JOHN DOE.

There is some question whether to post a bond or not in the matter.  There are several ways to look at it.  I personally look at all public matters as having being bonded by the supercedes bond known as HJR 192, so I see no reason to create a new bond except to give them our pass through account Treasury Direct (123456789).  This could easily be done with an AFV and return of the complaint back to the clerk of the court.

But if one is unsure of that, then a bond would be in order as a surety in the case.  For instance the bond could be a surety bond as a replacement for the surety, the vessel which is under “arrest”.  (***see bond front and back)
The question about bonding the court always comes up in these matters.  The general rule of thumb that I go by is that we don’t need to bond the court unless we are asking the court to do something for us that might put the court at risk at some time.  You could write the bond right into some pleadings that you are putting in:
Bond of Winston Shrout

Letter of Stipulation and Undertaking:  For and on the record, I am not in receipt of any bond of record to initiate the matter or answer the matter regarding Case No.061500329 and associated matters.  Therefore, I, the man, Winston Shrout state the following:  This is my firm offer to pay any and all costs, lost by the court and the respective citizens thereof, in Case No. 061500329, to be determined by the appropriate officer of the court to indemnify this court and other respective actors.  The amount of this undertaking to be determined by the judge of the court and entered by the clerk of the court for this bond to be properly credited, the amount to be filled in and this bond returned to the trustee/maker for the proper accounting crediting payment.  The court is requested to respond in ten days of presentment of this bond so that Winston Shrout has thirty days after receipt of the court to enter payment.  The intent is to insure that this court and all respective actors are properly indemnified against any potential losses due to this action of Winston Shrout, amicus curiae with any understanding that this bond should issue in lieu of arrest or detention of the Winston Shrout due to said plaintiffs or defendants by any injury pursuant to the general maritime law and applicable statute law in the forum applicable contracts, none of which are to regarded as waived and are specifically reserved.
Also, one strategy would be the true identity of the surety for the Defendant.  That could easily be accomplished with an affidavit, such as the GSA form 28.  Or another affidavit could be submitted to the court.  One popular type of affidavit is called the Affidavit of Corporate Non-existence.  (***see example)
Over the years there have been many techniques shown to deal with civil cases.  Let’s look at one that has shown good success if properly applied.  Let’s look at this as for use in an unlawful detainer action.  *** see UD generic
