HANDLING CIVIL CASES

Use of the public courts is a benefit privilege of the citizens.  The purpose of using the courts is to settle disputes which cannot be settled otherwise, or for verification of private settlements.
If one goes to court, it is presumed that one has exhausted all other remedies before going to court.  If one goes to court prematurely, it is fraud on the courts and the taxpayers who support the court.

The King James Version of the Holy Bible gives us the format for settling disputes.  First it recommends going to the other party to settle the matter.  Structured in this attempt at settlement is the admonition of Jesus and what has become known as the Golden Rule.  The Golden Rule simply says to do to others as you would have them do to you.  In essence what is being implied here is that we ought to be fair to one another.  And that might entail giving in a bit.  A lot of people are subject to vanity and want self-justification.  I often hear … I am only standing on my principles.  My reply to that is … well maybe you need to upgrade your principles.  Jesus told the people if they were required to walk one mile, then voluntarily walk two.  That way you are regarded as a friend rather than an enemy.  You are giving of yourself when not required by law.  We are all impressed by the true humanitarians who give of themselves asking nothing in return.

If we cannot seem to get things straightened out with our neighbor by dealing directly with him, them our recourse is to get some sort of disinterested party or parties involved to help the situation along short of going to civil court.  There are many arbitration courts available, and many mediators who work professionally to these ends.  Or certainly one could call on disinterested parties to hear the matters and suggest resolutions to them.
Or one could do like what George Mercier suggested in his Invisible Contracts if one is slighted in a contract … just never do business with them again.

I was once called to mediate a matter dealing with some mining ores under dispute of ownership.  I sat as one of three arbitrators on the matter.  Both parties brought all of their issues and controversies before the three member panel.  After hearing the facts in the matter, the panel rendered a judgment and it was recorded in the county recorder’s office.

And last, if a situation cannot be settled in the first two steps, then one is justified in taking it into a court. 
_______________________ 

People are most usually involved in the courts as a defendant on some complaint.

Almost without exception, all court cases involved debitus in assumsit which means basically an ‘assumed debt’.  The reason I say, almost without exception … that a debt is assumed is because there almost never appears a certification of a debt.

This assumption of a debt is almost universal in the civil as well as the criminal cases.

Most usually, a debt is implied for reason or action on the part of the defendant.  In our present system of operation of law, debt is largely misunderstood, and the public is not aware of the HJR 192 of June 5, 1933.  The public has been ‘dumbed-down’ in this regard or have been blatantly misinformed.  This is why we have these educational programs.
If you look at a typical civil summons and complaint, you will immediately see that it is a suit in rem, meaning that they are suing a ‘thing’.  The ‘thing’ might be JOHN DOE, or it might be a 1970 Cadillac, or it might be $100.

This is because a fiction court cannot bring an action against a man.  It will always bring action against a thing.

So, since the action is against a thing, in rem, it is basically starting out as a suit in Admiralty.  Many people have objected to the Admiralty flag on display in the courts.  But it is demonstrating right away that you are under Admiralty jurisdiction … and that is not such a bad place to be if you know how to work in that court.

The US and all of its citizens operate in bankruptcy which is administered in Admiralty court.  All debts in the US are dealt with as bankruptcy.

Since everything is bankrupt all contracts or what are called contracts are actually only a trust.  Once one has come to grips with these certainties, then one knows what form of law is being enforced in these courts, and will know how to proceed.

In years gone by, when there was a complaint such as wages or injury aboard ship or some other problem, it was the ship or vessel which was sued, to basically keep it in port so that the matter could be resolved before the ship weighed anchor and simply put to sea leaving the matter unresolved … and who knew when the ship would be back in that port, if ever.
So, when the complaint was filed, and the vessel held in port, the next thing to do was to summons the owner of the ship to court to deal with the complaint.  When the owner showed up in the court, the vessel was released back to sea to do commerce.

The old Admiralty procedure required the owner to come to court with two things, if they wanted to contest the suit.  One thing was that they had to bring the appropriate bonds or sureties.  And the second thing that was required was that they had to produce a fiduciary.

Once the whole thing was started in the Admiralty, then they rolled the thing into contract and equity.

This is very similar to how thing operate today with a few variations.

A court case starts out with the entry of an assumed debt in the form of a negotiable instrument which is brought into the court/bank for collection.  Some perceived debt is being complained against.  So, usually, an attorney is retained by some party to collect the debt using the court as a third party debt collector.
Then the assumed debtor is summons to court to answer the complaint.  

So, here is the sequence.

1. A BAR licensed attorney creates a complaint for money owed.

2. The attorney takes the complaint into the clerk of the court under his original signature and BAR number (which is his bond).

3. The clerk of the court looks it over and if the paperwork is right, the clerk takes the original signature complaint and hand it over to the judge, and puts a photocopy of the complaint into the public file.

4. The judge becomes the ‘holder’ of the negotiable instrument/complaint on the private side of the court, most likely in a safe place like a vault or safe.

5. In essence what the clerk does next is to prepare (or the attorney will provide it) a summons to the supposed owner or surety for the debtor (which again is a thing).

6. So a summons and a copy of the complaint are sent out (which many times is sent via the mail which is not legal service) to the surety for the thing or vessel.

7. What is being contemplated there is that the court is holding the thing or vessel hostage until the surety shows up and pays the instrument.

There are several things going on here, that unless properly understood, will lead you down a rabbit hole.
People generally think that it is them who is being sued.  This is obviously not the case.  A ‘thing’ is being sued.  Many people have been in the habit of going into court and saying ‘that ain’t me’.  That works sometimes, but really, the proper thing to say is, ‘well, there has been a mistake here.  I am not the owner nor the surety of that ‘thing’, so why have you contacted me?’

Another approach might be something along the line of, ‘I deny that the thing exists’, using some of the specific negative averment technology.

But most people go in and immediately give credibility to the complaint by the way that they appear.  If they don’t make a ‘restricted’ appearance, the court will naturally presume that they are appearing generally meaning that they agree with the complaint and wave any abatement.  And now that the court has the agreement they will move forward full speed ahead.

In any event if someone shows up at the court either in proper person or by representation, then the court assumes that they have the surety there.

There are several things going on in a court.  First of all, the courts have been chartered (along with the banks) to collect the interest on the national debt.  All funds collected should be routed Treasury Direct via the IMF, etc.

But let’s get down to the bottom line here.  By statute, the ownership of all property is in the state, and the people are mere users.  This obviously describes a trust as there is a ‘divided title’ situation going on here.
Ownership implies liability.  It is obvious then that the ‘state’ is operating as a trustee for a trust.

If the people are the users, then it is obvious that the people are the beneficiaries.

So, who are the other parties in this trust?

Obviously, the state being a fiction cannot be the Creator of anything since it is itself a creation.  The only entity capable of creating a thing or acting on a thing with intent is a man or men.

So, the Creator/Trustor/Grantor of the Trust is the people.

Who is the Settler of the Trust?  Again, it can only be the people.  The Settler is the party who brings the trust corpus of the assets of the trust.  Without a trust corpus, a trust does not exist.

_____________________________ 

With all of that said, let’s look at a court case from that perspective.

The civil cases I have looked at are pretty standard across the country.  They start out the paperwork with the ‘title’.  It will almost always be written in all upper-case letters and might read something like THE FIFTH DISTRICT COURT, ANY COUNTY, ANY STATE.  This ought to give you a clue right away that you are dealing with a fiction that has been created to resolve a problem that could not be resolved without the use of a fiction.
It is easy to see this as a trust since it is referring to a ‘state’, and since the ownership of all property is in the state, then obviously the state is the trustee, and the man or woman wearing the black robe is acting as the trustee for the trust.

You have to remember that the trustee is only working for the Trustor, and if the Trustor decides to remove the trustee, fire him, and replace him with another individual to be the new trustee, he is fully within his power to do so.  We have many times ‘fired’ the judge in a case.

Now this only describes the Trust created by the people and the resulting implications for operation of the trust ‘of the people, by the people and for the people’.

One has to understand that anytime we have an interaction of people, especially where it involves money, there is automatically a ‘resulting’ trust which is created.

So, along comes an attorney who is expatriate and representing a foreign entity into a ‘state’  court with a negotiable instrument for collection.  When the attorney hands over the negotiable instrument to the clerk of the court, a ‘resulting’ trust is formed.  Obviously, if the attorney did not trust the court and the clerk of court, he would not do business with them.  The attorney is just acting on behalf of his boss, the One World Government, and is interested in settling some assumed debt.
The clerk turns over the negotiable instrument/complaint for money owed to the judge who is acting in the capacity of trustee for the state.  Then the clerk sends out a summons to the presumed owner of the thing being sued to come to court to settle the debt.

So the owner shows up with his surety, his body, to deal with the alleged debt.  He can either accept it or he can contest it.

If you do show up, you are construed to be the trustee for the Defendant.  And if you are the trustee, then you have the legal obligation to settle the debt of the Defendant.  If you do not, then you are held in breach of fiduciary duty and contempt of court.

__________________ 

So, let’s analyze this thing called a Defendant.  First of all, we have determined that it is a thing, maybe styled as WINSTON SHROUT.

What is WINSTON SHROUT?  Where did it come from.

A brief review will reveal that WINSTON SHROUT was created as a trust by the STATE OF KENTUCKY.  The trust was registered in the public on a Birth Certificate.  An insurance policy was created for this trust to operate in the public.  This is the Social Security Insurance policy obtained by the application known as the SS-5.  Social Security is an insurance underwriter for the STATE OF KENTUCKY.
The trust corpus for WINSTON SHROUT is basically access to the foreign situs trust known as Winston Shrout as certified on the Certificate of Live Birth which is just a certification that the application for live birth does in fact exist.

SO, who brings the trust corpus or asset to WINSTON SHROUT?  It can only be Winston Shrout who is the only Contributing Beneficiary to WINSTON SHROUT TRUST.

That means, that although the STATE OF KENTUCKY is the Creator of WINSTON SHROUT, only Winston Shrout is the Settler for WINSTON SHROUT.

And maxims of law for trusts state:  the intent of the settler is the law of the trust.  All that the settler has to do is to ‘express’ the trust with indentures and that creates the law of the trust.
____________________ 

So, back into court we go for clarification.  Winston is the settler and only contributing beneficiary for WINSTON, but the court does not know that until Winston tells them.

Winston goes into the hearing or on paper, and tells them that he is the settler for WINSTON and that he is appointing or nominating so-and-so as the trustee, and that now he is telling so-and-so to settle and close the case using Winston’s exemption for the pass through for tax settlement.

If at that point the trustee does not settle and close the account, then the trustee is in breach of fiduciary duty and contempt of court.

This is what we have been suggesting since 2004 when we did our first seminar as Solutions in Commerce.  Realizing that most people are probably incompetent (the courts keep telling us this) to act as a trustee in many of these matters, we just simply appointed an attorney (any old attorney sitting around the court room) as the fiduciary/trustee for the Defendant, and stepped back to see what would happen.

I once helped a man who was facing a garnishment as the result of having ‘lost’ a court case.  I just had him put in a notice of appointment of fiduciary (of the attorney who had won the case for the plaintiff) and then put in a notice of liability of the fiduciary.  In two days after receipt of the notice, the attorney/fiduciary called the man and ‘asked’ if it would be okay with him if he just dismissed the case.

If you appoint/nominate some attorney as fiduciary and they fail to do their duty, that is a breach and an injury to the trust, especially if they did it on purpose and not by mistake [an attorney has knowledge of the law and cannot claim – ‘Duh, I didn’t know’.].  It is an injury to you and you can sue for damages.
_____________________  
In one particular case, a woman called me who was deep into a criminal cased as defendant.  She had made all of the typical mistakes that so many make.  She appeared generally, was in the habit of giving an unrestricted signature on documents, and on and on.

So, I had her change gears.  I told her, next time you go to court, tell the judge that you are the settler for the JANE DOE Trust, and that you are appointing the judge as the trustee for JANE DOE.  I said next, announce that you are the beneficiary for JANE DOE and hand over an AFV on the court case (AFV, RFV Exempt from Levy, signature, date, Exemption ID#, Deposit to the US Treasury and Charge the same to JANE DOE 123456789).

Then I said, create an invoice for all of the property that has been stolen from you, ledger the time you have spend trying to get this matter settled including the time they had you in jail.  I said get your ledger/true bill notarized, and give it to the trustee … and ask, ‘How long will it take you to get this bill paid?’

So, she followed the dialogue and procedure right in court.  Oops, everything came to a sudden halt.  Things went into recess pretty quick.

I told her to give the trustee of the JANE DOE trust a 30, 60, and 90 notice on the bill.  Because now she is the only one with a verified claim in the case as the true bill turns into a security in 90+1 days.  Last I heard she was corresponding with the attorney general’s office about why the trustee hadn’t paid the bill … someone is in hot water!

_________________________ 

The old saying is that there are many ways to ‘skin a cat’.

My position is … give me 10 days, and I will find 10 ways to skin that cat.  The method demonstrated above is just one way.  But it may be the easiest way for most people.  This is a no muss no fuss way to get it done.

