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THE AMERICAN JUSTICE SYSTEM 

 

A. Nature and Structure of Law  
(Lawful Edition under Statutes at Large) 

What Is Law 

Law is the manifestation of sovereign legislative will, enacted by Congress under Article I, Section 1 of the 
Constitution of the United States, and enforced by the Judiciary under Article III, Section 1. Law exists to 
maintain order, resolve disputes, and secure the unalienable rights of the People, as originally declared in 
the Declaration of Independence (1 Stat. 1). 

Law is not singular in form. It exists across multiple domains, each carrying distinct legal force and 
jurisdictional consequence. 

1. Natural Law 

Natural Law is derived from the Creator, or Nature’s God, as recognized in the Declaration of 
Independence (1 Stat. 1, July 4, 1776). It secures the unalienable rights of life, liberty, and property. 
Natural Law is not enacted by legislative process but is acknowledged as higher law against which all 
enacted laws must conform. 

2. Common Law 

Common Law is the unwritten law founded upon customs, usages, and judicial recognition. Preserved in 
the Judiciary Act of 1789 (1 Stat. 73), Common Law was adopted within the jurisdiction of the federal 
courts and remains enforceable where not superseded by statute. 

3. Statutory Law 

Statutory Law is enacted by the Congress of the United States and recorded in the Statutes at Large. Its 
authority derives from Article I, Section 1 of the Constitution. Valid statutes are published chronologically 
in session laws, not in any codified or editorial compilation. Example: The Federal Reserve Act of 
December 23, 1913 (38 Stat. 251). 

4. Admiralty and Maritime Law 

Admiralty jurisdiction governs commerce upon navigable waters, including contracts, shipping, and 
marine insurance. Authorized under Article III, Section 2, Clause 1, and legislatively enacted in 28 Stat. 
445 (1895), it carries distinct procedural and substantive rules from land-based law. 

5. Equity Jurisprudence 

Equity exists to administer justice where legal remedies are insufficient. It operates concurrently with 
Common Law but may not override it absent express legislative grant. Its authority must be rooted in 
constitutional or statutory authorization. 
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6. Canon and Ecclesiastical Law 

Canon Law, once recognized in ecclesiastical jurisdictions, was disestablished as a source of binding civil 
authority by the Establishment Clause of the First Amendment (1 Stat. 97, 1789). Though remnants 
influence private trust law, it holds no binding legal force in civil proceedings within the United States. 

 

B. Three Jurisdictions of the World 

The legal traditions of the world have historically divided into three domains: Land, Air, and Water. This 
classification, though not expressly found in American legislative enactments, reflects functional 
distinctions in jurisdiction. 

1. Land Jurisdiction 

Land jurisdiction encompasses persons, property, and natural rights under Common Law and 
Constitutional Law. Its legal foundation in the United States is secured by the Judiciary Act of 1789 (1 
Stat. 73) and by the several State Constitutions, each ratified under Article IV, Section 4 of the United 
States Constitution. 

2. Air Jurisdiction 

Air jurisdiction, in historical context, refers to ecclesiastical or spiritual authority, typically arising from 
Canon Law. Such law has no binding effect under the civil structure of the United States but may be 
voluntarily observed within religious or private trust contexts. See Unam Sanctam (1302) for historical 
reference only; it holds no lawful status under the Constitution. 

3. Water Jurisdiction 

Water jurisdiction governs maritime and commercial matters. It is invoked under the admiralty powers of 
Congress and exercised through statutes such as 28 Stat. 445 (1895) and the Federal Bills of Lading Act 
(39 Stat. 538, 1916). All such jurisdiction must conform to Article III, Section 2, and any expansion must 
be authorized by Act of Congress. 
 

 

C. Jurisdictional Presumptions and Rebuttal Duty 

Each legal jurisdiction—Land, Air, and Water—operates with distinct presumptions. These presumptions 
govern both the nature of the proceeding and the status of the parties. Failure to rebut such presumptions 
results in administrative adjudication under the implied rules of the prevailing jurisdiction. 
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1. Land Jurisdiction Presumptions 

Under Land jurisdiction, the People are presumed to be sovereign inhabitants endowed with unalienable 
rights. This is the default jurisdiction of the constitutional Republic. Presumptions in Land jurisdiction 
require the government to prove lawful authority and to respect due process under the Fifth and 
Fourteenth Amendments to the Constitution, with enforcement under Article III judicial power. 

 

2. Air Jurisdiction Presumptions 

Air jurisdiction presumes fiduciary or spiritual capacity. It is private, ecclesiastical, or trust-based. Entry 
into this jurisdiction is voluntary and must be express. The Constitution prohibits the establishment of 
religion under the First Amendment (1 Stat. 97), and therefore no public authority may presume spiritual 
jurisdiction without consent. 

3. Water Jurisdiction Presumptions 

Admiralty or Maritime jurisdiction presumes commercial engagement. The mere use of financial 
instruments, contracts, or negotiable instruments may trigger presumptions of consent to commercial 
jurisdiction. Courts sitting in admiralty proceed in rem—against the thing—rather than in personam, 
unless rebutted by evidence of a non-commercial status. 

4. Duty to Rebut 

When summonsed or charged under presumptive jurisdiction, the individual must rebut false presumption 
with an affirmative statement of standing and jurisdiction. Silence is construed as consent under 
administrative process. Rebuttal must be timely, specific, and supported by lawful evidence, preferably 
citing Acts of Congress or Statutes at Large that affirm the rights being asserted. 
 

 

D. Constitutional Authority of the Courts 

The courts of the United States derive their authority from Article III of the Constitution. They are courts of 
limited jurisdiction, bound by the powers delegated to the federal government. 

1. Article III Courts 

Established by Congress under Article III, Section 1, these courts possess full judicial power. Judges hold 
their office during good behavior and receive compensation that may not be diminished during their 
tenure. These courts include the Supreme Court and such inferior courts as Congress may establish (1 
Stat. 73). 

2. Legislative or Administrative Courts 

Created under Article I, Section 8, Clause 9, or other administrative authority, these courts are not Article 
III tribunals and do not exercise judicial power. Their officers do not hold life tenure and are often limited 
to adjudication of public rights or statutory matters. 
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3. Jurisdiction Must Be Proven 

The United States Supreme Court has held that jurisdiction must be proven on the record of the court, not 
presumed. Any court acting without subject matter jurisdiction is proceeding unlawfully and its judgments 
are void ab initio. 

 

 

E. Rights of the People under Constitutional Law 

The People retain all rights not delegated to the United States by the Constitution. This principle is 
expressed in the Ninth and Tenth Amendments (1 Stat. 97), which forbid the assumption of undelegated 
powers. 

1. Right to Due Process 

The Fifth Amendment prohibits deprivation of life, liberty, or property without due process of law. This 
includes notice, opportunity to be heard, an impartial tribunal, and the right to confront accusers. 

2. Right to Private Property 

Private property shall not be taken for public use without just compensation (Fifth Amendment). This 
protection applies to both physical and intangible property, including contracts, land, and lawful money. 

3. Right to Petition for Redress 

The First Amendment protects the right to petition the Government for a redress of grievances. This 
includes the right to challenge unlawful statutes, administrative actions, and deprivations of rights. 

 

 

F. The Role of the Jury in Law and Justice 

1. Constitutional Origin of the Jury 

The Right to Trial by Jury is secured in both civil and criminal proceedings by the Sixth and Seventh 
Amendments to the Constitution of the United States (1 Stat. 97, 1789). The jury acts not merely as a 
finder of fact but as a constitutional safeguard against tyranny, preserving the balance between 
government power and the unalienable rights of the individual. 

2. Jury as the Final Check on Government Power 

The jury holds the authority to judge both the law and the facts. This principle, though often suppressed in 
practice, was affirmed by the framers and the early Supreme Court. The People, acting through a jury of 
their peers, may nullify laws or charges which violate natural justice or constitutional principles, thereby 
ensuring the continuity of liberty. 
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3. Requirements for a Lawful Jury 

A lawful jury must be composed of twelve qualified citizens, drawn from the vicinage of the matter in 
controversy, and must act independently and without coercion. No court may instruct the jury to disregard 
its conscience or restrict its judgment to facts alone, where the question involves justice under law. 

 
 

G. Money, Contract, and Jurisdiction 

1. Legal Tender and Lawful Money 

Under the Coinage Act of April 2, 1792 (1 Stat. 246), and subsequent amendments, the lawful money of 
the United States consists of coinage minted under the authority of Congress. Congress retains the 
exclusive power to coin money and regulate its value under Article I, Section 8, Clause 5. 

Federal Reserve Notes, issued under the Federal Reserve Act of December 23, 1913 (38 Stat. 251), are 
obligations of the United States but are not coined money. They function as instruments of debt and are 
redeemable in lawful money upon demand where such demand is statutorily recognized. 
 

2. Contracts and Jurisdictional Migration 

The use of certain financial instruments, including promissory notes, negotiable instruments, and credit 
agreements, may shift jurisdiction into the commercial realm—governed under admiralty or statutory 
contract law. The law of contracts, unless expressly made under the common law, may carry embedded 
presumptions subject to statutory interpretation. 
 

3. Reaffirming Constitutional Money Principles 

No State may make anything but gold and silver coin a tender in payment of debts (Article I, Section 10, 
Clause 1). This constitutional prohibition remains unrepealed and has never been lawfully amended by 
Act of Congress. 

The preservation of liberty in commerce requires that all financial obligations be voluntary, lawful, and free 
from deceit or compulsion. Where currency or credit is substituted for true consideration without informed 
consent, the validity of such contracts must be lawfully challenged under Article III judicial process. 

 

H. Enforcement of Rights and Defense against Usurpation 

1. Right of Self-Defense in Law 

The People have the inherent right to defend their life, liberty, and property against unlawful acts, 
including those committed under color of law. No statute, regulation, or policy may lawfully abrogate this 
right, which is antecedent to government and preserved under the Constitution. 
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2. Challenge to Jurisdiction and Authority 

Any administrative body, court, or official proceeding outside its lawful jurisdiction is acting ultra vires. The 
People may challenge such proceedings by demand for evidence of jurisdiction, certified by law. The 
burden is on the accuser or agency to prove authority under Act of Congress or Constitutional provision. 

3. Recourse under the Constitution 

Where redress is denied, the People retain the right to seek remedy under the First Amendment, and to 
demand accountability under Article VI, Clause 2, which establishes the Constitution and all laws made in 
pursuance thereof as the supreme Law of the Land. All officers are bound by oath to uphold the same. 

 

The Sovereignty of the People and the Rule of Law 

The American system of justice is not meant to be merely a procedural mechanism, but a lawful structure 
ordained by the People through their original Constitution and maintained by strict adherence to Acts of 
Congress and the Statutes at Large. 

The Constitution does not confer rights; it recognizes and protects them. The People are sovereign, and 
all public officers—from the judiciary to the legislative and executive branches—derive their authority from 
the consent of the governed, and are restrained by the limits imposed upon them in law. 

Where courts operate outside Article III power, where agencies act beyond the scope of Congressional 
authority, or where statutes are enforced without lawful enactment, such acts are null and void ab initio. 
Lawful governance requires not mere procedure but constitutional fidelity. 

Thus, it is the duty of every man and woman within the constitutional Republic to know, assert, and 
defend their unalienable rights, and to hold every instrument of government to its lawful bounds. The 
American Justice System can only endure through obedience to the original compact and the unbroken 
rule of law. 

 

 

Jurisdiction 

 “Jurisdiction” means the authority to speak the law over a matter (“juris” = law; “dictio” = 

speak). 

 Thus, each court proceeding starts by establishing jurisdiction. If the court does not have 

jurisdiction, any ruling is void ab initio. 

 Courts operate today primarily under contractual presumptions, not actual constitutional 

authority. If you consent—even unknowingly—you are presumed to be a party to their system. 

Erie Railroad Co. v. Tompkins, 304 U.S. 64 (1938) and Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 

8(d). 
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The Law Of Nations and Its Influence on American 
Sovereignty 

A – Origin and Purpose of the Law of Nations 

The Law of Nations (also known as Jus Gentium) is a body of natural and customary principles 
developed over centuries to govern the relations between sovereign states and peoples. It was 
codified most famously by Swiss jurist Emer de Vattel in his seminal work “Le Droit des Gens” (1758), 
which heavily influenced the Founding Fathers. Le Droit des Gens (1758) via Liberty Fund or Archive.org. 

Core tenets include: 

 Every nation is equal and sovereign. 
 

 No nation has a right to interfere in the internal affairs of another. 
 

 Governments derive their legitimacy from the consent of the governed. 
 

 Treaties are sacred contracts among sovereign entities. 
Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties and cite U.S. Constitution Art. VI, Clause 2 
(Supremacy Clause) 
 

 War is only justified in defense of rights, and peace must be secured through lawful agreements. 

The Law of Nations served as the framework for international law, including how a nation declares 
independence, makes treaties, and handles disputes. 

B – Influence on the Declaration of Independence 

Vattel’s Law of Nations was quoted and referenced extensively by the Continental Congress. It formed 
the legal foundation for declaring the colonies independent from Britain. 

 1776 Declaration of Independence invoked natural law and the Law of Nations to justify 
separation from British authority. 
 

 The Declaration asserts that governments exist to secure unalienable rights and derive just 
powers from the consent of the governed. 
 

 The King’s violations of these principles were not just political grievances—they were violations of 
the international norms codified in the Law of Nations. 

C – Treaty of Paris (1783) and the Restoration of Peace 

The Treaty of Paris formally ended the War for Independence. Under the Law of Nations, peace treaties 
re-establish lawful relations between sovereigns. 

Key points: 

 Britain acknowledged the sovereignty and independence of the united States of America (note 
the lowercase “u” – a confederation of sovereign states). 

 Boundaries were defined; fishing rights recognized. 
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 Lawful restoration of property and settlement of debts were included, per Vattel’s guidance. 

The Treaty confirmed that America was now a lawful actor in the international order, bound by and 
protected under the Law of Nations—not merely a rebellious colony. 

 

 

American Jurisprudence, Standing, and the Modern Legal Construct 

A – What Is Jurisprudence? 

Jurisprudence is the philosophy or science of law. American Jurisprudence (Am. Jur.) is a 
comprehensive legal encyclopedia that outlines the principles, precedents, and procedural interpretations 
of U.S. law. 

In the American legal system, jurisprudence serves three core functions: 

1. Codifies interpretations of constitutional and statutory law, especially from case decisions; 
 

2. Guides legal practitioners and judges by offering authoritative reference; 
 

3. Supports arguments of rights, duties, and remedies by referencing established norms. 

American Jurisprudence, Volume 16, §256–260 focuses on jurisdictional matters, particularly the limits 
of courts, the nature of due process, and the requirements for standing, notice, and consent. 

These volumes affirm: 

 Jurisdiction must be affirmatively proven and cannot be assumed. 
 

 Due process is essential and includes notice, opportunity to be heard, and impartial adjudication. 
 

 Judicial discretion does not allow violations of constitutional protections, even during 
emergency or administrative proceedings. 

 

B – Legal Standing and Capacity 

In law, standing refers to a party’s legal capacity to bring a claim or challenge: 

 Injury in fact – Must show harm or potential for harm. 
 

 Causation – The harm must be traceable to the defendant’s actions. 
 

 Redressability – A favorable court decision must be able to remedy the harm. 

The living man or woman must declare and defend standing to rebut presumptions: 
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 That they are an “infant” in trust, 
 

 That they are acting in commerce, 
 

 That they have “voluntarily” submitted to jurisdiction. 

This is why filings often include affidavits of status, notices of constructive fraud, and demands for proof of 
authority — to establish jurisdictional challenge and reassert common law standing. 

 

C – The Modern Corporate and Administrative Overlay 

Since the Reconstruction Acts of 1867, and more clearly after the District of Columbia Organic Act of 
1871, the U.S. operates with dual systems: 

 Organic Constitutional Republic – with sovereignty resting in the people and common law 
principles; 
 

 Corporate Administrative Overlay – with statutes, codes, and commercial rules applied 
presumptively through “legal person” contracts (e.g., licenses, birth certificates, IRS forms). 

Administrative law operates via: 

 Codes and procedures, not natural or common law; 
 

 Presumed consent, unless rebutted with proper notice and objection; 
 

 Executive agencies as policy enforcers, not impartial arbiters. 

This results in many Americans being presumed into quasi-citizenship under 14th Amendment status 
and subject to UCC contract enforcement, not protected as sovereigns under Article IV republican 
guarantees. 

 

 

American Jurisprudence, Remedy, and Constitutional 

Safeguards 

American jurisprudence is grounded not in arbitrary power or commercial regulation but in natural law, 
common law, and equity, all secured through the original Constitution for the United States of America 
and its Bill of Rights. The foundation of lawful governance rests upon due process, notice, consent, 
and access to remedy — all of which are routinely bypassed in today’s administrative proceedings. 

Foundational Principles 

1. Due Process of Law (Fifth & Fourteenth Amendments) 
 

o No man or woman shall be deprived of life, liberty, or property without due process. 
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o Statutes at Large: See 1 Stat. 73 (Judiciary Act of 1789); reaffirms access to Article III 
courts and trial by jury. 
 

2. Right to Trial by Jury (Sixth & Seventh Amendments) 
 

o “The accused shall enjoy the right to a speedy and public trial, by an impartial jury…” 
(U.S. Const. Amend. VI) 
 

o Civil disputes exceeding twenty dollars preserved by jury (U.S. Const. Amend. VII) 
 

o Cited in 48 Stat. 112, repealed only by assumption under emergency powers. 
 

3. Notice and Opportunity to Be Heard 
 

o “Notice is the first essential element of due process.” Mullane v. Central Hanover Bank & 
Trust Co., 339 U.S. 306 (1950) 
 

o Silence is not consent without knowledge. Connally v. General Constr. Co., 269 U.S. 385 
(1926) 
 

4. Redress and Petition (First Amendment) 
 

o The right to petition for a redress of grievances is non-negotiable and non-derogable. 
 

o See also 4 Stat. 411, protecting the people’s right to be heard in any court of record. 
 

5. The Bill of Rights as Law of the Land 
 

o The first ten amendments were not optional — they are restrictive covenants against 
government overreach. 
 

o Statutes at Large citation: 1 Stat. 97 (1791), ratification of the Bill of Rights 

 
Equity and Judicial Integrity 

The courts of the United States were originally constituted as courts of record, law, and equity, not as 
administrative tribunals operating under assumed jurisdiction. 

 Blackstone’s Commentaries define equity as “the correction of that wherein the law, by reason 
of its universality, is deficient.” 
 

 Judges are trustees and fiduciaries of the public trust. Any breach of fiduciary duty (e.g., through 
ex parte proceedings, biased rulings, or obstructed evidence) nullifies judicial integrity. 
 

 Constructive fraud and denial of due process create nullity of judgment. See Valley v. Northern 
Fire & Marine Ins. Co., 254 U.S. 348 (1920) 
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Denial of Remedy Is a Constitutional Violation 

When a living man or woman is barred from: 

 confronting their accuser (6th Amendment), 
 

 entering evidence, 
 

 rebutting presumption, 
 

 or invoking common law and constitutional protections, 

the proceeding becomes fraudulent and void ab initio. 

“Fraud vitiates everything it touches.” – United States v. Throckmorton, 98 U.S. 61 (1878) 

And: 

“There can be no sanction or penalty imposed upon one because of his exercise of constitutional rights.” 
– Sherar v. Cullen, 481 F.2d 946 (9th Cir. 1973) 

 

Law Of Nations, Treaties, and the Foundations of the American 
Republic 

A – The Law of Nations: Origins and Authority 

The Law of Nations refers to a body of universal legal principles governing relations between sovereigns 
and peoples. Codified most notably by Emer de Vattel in his 1758 treatise Le Droit des Gens, the Law of 
Nations was adopted and cited extensively by the American founders. 

Key doctrines include: 

 Sovereign equality: All nation-states and peoples are inherently equal. 
 

 Non-interference: No foreign power may impose on the domestic affairs of another. 
 

 Right of self-determination: Peoples have the right to choose their own form of government. 
 

 Treaty obligations: Agreements made in good faith between sovereigns are binding. 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 10 of the U.S. Constitution authorizes Congress “to define and punish... 
offenses against the law of nations,” affirming its adoption into American jurisprudence. 
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B – From Crown Colonies to Sovereign Republics 

Before 1776, the American colonies were operating under corporate charters granted by the British 
Crown (e.g., the Virginia Company). The revolution was not just a rebellion against taxation — it was a 
legal separation from foreign commercial overlords. 

The Declaration of Independence formally: 

 Rejected external sovereignty (the Crown), 
 

 Declared the people as the source of lawful authority, 
 

 Established natural rights over commercial privileges. 

This was immediately recognized by France and later solidified in treaty law, notably the Treaty of Paris 
(1783). 
 

C – The Treaty of Paris (1783) and Peaceful Recognition of Sovereignty 

The Treaty of Paris was not merely a peace treaty; it was a contract between sovereigns under the Law 
of Nations. 

Key declarations in the treaty: 

 Recognition of the United States as free, sovereign, and independent states; 
 

 Acknowledgement of borders and land titles; 
 

 Release of all allegiance to the British Crown. 

Notably, it referred to the parties as: 

“His Britannic Majesty acknowledges the said United States, namely, New Hampshire, Massachusetts 
Bay, Rhode Island… to be free, sovereign and independent states.” 

This means sovereignty was recognized at the state level, not as a centralized federal identity — a 
principle carried forward in Articles IV and X of the Constitution, and severely compromised by later 
corporate overreach. 

 

Trust Law, Equity Jurisdiction, and Legal Fictions of the Modern 
System 

 
A – Trust Law and Its Ecclesiastical Roots 

The modern legal system is deeply rooted in trust law, which originated from canon law and 
ecclesiastical principles of the Roman Catholic Church. The Vatican’s Papal Bulls, particularly Unam 
Sanctam (1302), laid the foundation for global trust administration: 
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1. Unam Sanctam created the first global spiritual trust — claiming dominion over all souls (Air 
jurisdiction). 
 

2. Romanus Pontifex (1455) placed control over land and resources into trust (Land jurisdiction). 
 

3. Aeterni Regis (1481) expanded maritime dominion and commerce (Water jurisdiction). 

These trusts established tripartite jurisdiction: 

 Land: Substance, people, rights, inheritance. 
 

 Air: Spiritual entities, ecclesiastical control, intellectual property. 
 

 Water: Commerce, contracts, shipping — giving rise to Admiralty/Maritime law. 

These jurisdictions were later merged into the legal systems of European monarchies and exported via 
colonization. 

 

B – Equity Jurisdiction and the Rise of Legal Fictions 

Equity jurisdiction emerged as a way for the king’s chancellors to handle disputes that the common law 
could not address. Over time, equity became the domain of trust administration, especially after: 

 The Statute of Uses (1535) in England transferred use/benefit of property to the crown. 
 

 The development of constructive trusts and resulting trusts for managing beneficiaries and 
estates. 

Legal fictions were used to assign standing to entities like corporations or trusts: 

 A "person" in legal terms can be a natural man, but more often a juridic person (corporation, 
trust, estate). 
 

 The Cestui Que Vie Act of 1666 & 1706 presumed individuals “dead at sea” if they failed to 
assert their status — converting them into lost trust property unless rebutted. 

This legal structure enables modern courts, banks, and governments to operate in rem (against the 
estate) rather than in personam (against the living man) unless the man lawfully rebuts the 
presumption. 

 

C – Color of Law and Commercial Overlay 

As trust-based governance expanded into colonial administration and banking, "color of law" — the 
appearance of legal authority without lawful foundation — became institutionalized. 

 The creation of corporate states and corporate citizens under post-14th Amendment 
constructions allowed: 
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o Imposition of statutes and codes as if they were law. 
 

o Enforced consent via registration (e.g., birth certificates, licenses, SSN). 
 

o Commercial surety bonding and CUSIP tracking of legal persons (ALL CAPS NAME). 

This modern system treats every legal transaction as contractual within a UCC (Uniform Commercial 
Code) framework, unless rebutted by common law standing and declaration of status. 

 

 

U.C.C., Presumption, and the Conversion to Contract 

Jurisdiction 

The Uniform Commercial Code (U.C.C.) has been silently implemented as the default legal framework 
across administrative courts throughout the United States. This codification of private contract law, while 
originally designed to regulate commercial transactions, has now been presumed to govern 
interactions between the people and the state, often without full disclosure or genuine consent. 
 

Commercial Presumption vs. Lawful Contract 

 U.C.C. §1-201(3) defines “Agreement” as the bargain of the parties in fact, as found in their 
language or inferred from circumstances. 
 

 U.C.C. §1-103 affirms that the code must be supplemented by common law, equity, and the law 
merchant unless explicitly displaced. 
 

 U.C.C. §1-308 (formerly §1-207): The right to reserve one's rights without prejudice and without 
admitting to jurisdiction. 
 

 U.C.C. §1-203 (now §1-304): Obligation of good faith in performance and enforcement. 
 

 U.C.C. §1-202: Defines "Notice"; a person has notice of a fact when they have actual knowledge 
or received notice properly. 

Key Doctrine: 

Silence is not consent. Nor is failure to rebut an undisclosed presumption proof of voluntary agreement. 

Administrative proceedings often rest upon constructive contracts, built on presumption and adhesion 
rather than informed consent. 

 

What Is a Constructive Contract? 

Constructive contracts are “implied in law” and arise not from the mutual intent of parties, but from 
judicial inference that one party unjustly benefited at another's expense. 
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“A constructive contract or quasi contract is not a contract at all. It is an obligation which the law creates, 
in the absence of any agreement, upon the equitable principle that a person shall not be allowed to enrich 
himself unjustly at the expense of another.” – Bailey v. West, 249 A.2d 414 (R.I. 1969) 

These principles have been weaponized by the state and its agents to assert jurisdiction over living 
men and women by converting them into: 

 sureties for legal fictions, 
 

 trustees of foreign situs trusts, 
 

 and debtors in a commercial bankruptcy system. 

 
 
 
 “The courts are not permitted to indulge in presumptions to the detriment of a party asserting rights.” – 
Reynolds v. Sims, 377 U.S. 533 (1964) 

 

The False Citizenship Construct and the Conversion to 
Commercial Personhood 

The transformation of living men and women into "legal persons" was a deliberate process rooted in the 
post-Civil War restructuring of the United States as a corporate entity. This conversion lies at the heart 
of statutory jurisdiction, which masquerades as lawful authority. 

The Fourteenth Amendment and Its Corporate Creation 

The 14th Amendment (1868), while claimed to extend citizenship to former slaves, in truth created a 
new class of federal citizen—a “citizen of the United States”—distinct from a state national or natural-
born sovereign. 

The original Constitution (ratified 1789) only recognized citizens of the several States. The 14th 
Amendment imposed a federal franchise citizen under legislative jurisdiction. 

Statute at Large: 

 The Reconstruction Act (14 Stat. 428–430, 1867) placed the South under military rule, 
demanding new state constitutions and coerced ratification of the 14th Amendment under threat 
of denial of representation. 

 
The Legal Person – A Fiction Created to Control 

Legal fiction was used to redefine man: 

 Man → Natural Person (a legal mask) 
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 Natural Person → U.S. Citizen (a commercial franchise) 
 

 U.S. Citizen → Debtor Trust (the res in bankruptcy) 

A legal person is: 

 An entity with rights and duties under law 

 Created by statute, not nature 

 Subject to codes, not constitutional guarantees 

As Justice Brandeis explained in Moyle v. United States, 272 U.S. 317 (1926): 

"The government is the potent, omnipresent teacher. For good or for ill, it teaches the whole people by its 
example… If the government becomes a lawbreaker, it breeds contempt for law." 

 

Conversion through Certificates and Registration 

Every birth certificate, marriage license, driver license, social security registration, etc., is an application 
to be deemed a U.S. person subject to administrative regulation. 

This person: 

 Is not the man or woman, but a legal abstraction (e.g., JOHN DOE) 
 

 Exists only on paper, under presumed consent 
 

 Is contracted into commercial jurisdiction 

U.S. v. Cruikshank (1875) stated: “The rights of the individuals are not derived from the Constitution. They 
existed before it. The Constitution only guaranteed them.” 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

The American Justice System      Page 17 of 114 

Corporate Citizenship and the Artificial Person Doctrine 

 
The legal system uses a profound deception: the conflation of a living man or woman with an artificial 
person, also known as a “legal fiction.” This transformation is not symbolic—it is the foundation for the 
corporate State’s jurisdiction over individuals. By presuming that men and women voluntarily accept 
designations like “person,” “resident,” or “citizen,” the system enforces obligations—such as taxes, 
licenses, and statutes—on what is, in truth, a distinct and legally constructed entity. 

Key Legal Distinctions 

 Natural-born Americans possess unalienable rights under natural law and the original 
Constitution. 
 

 14th Amendment Citizens are corporate franchisees of the United States, with “privileges and 
immunities” granted, not unalienable rights. 
 

 The Civil Rights Act of 1866 and the 14th Amendment (1868) established this second-tier 
status. 
 

 The Slaughterhouse Cases (83 U.S. 36, 1873) validated this two-tier citizenship model. 
 

 Hale v. Henkel (201 U.S. 43, 1906) clarified the difference between natural persons and artificial 
persons. 

“The individual may stand upon his constitutional rights as a citizen. He is entitled to carry on his private 
business in his own way.” — Hale v. Henkel, 201 U.S. at 74 

Legal Mechanisms for Conversion 

 Birth Certificate: A trust account is created under the child’s name in ALL CAPS. 
 

 ALL CAPS NAME: Used in commerce, court, taxes—represents a trust or corporation, not a 
living being. 
 

 Cestui Que Vie Act (1666): Origin of this legal device; declared those “lost at sea” to be legally 
dead unless proven alive. 

This framework presumes that: 

 A child’s estate is administered by the state unless rebutted. 
 

 The ALL CAPS NAME serves as surety for debts, contracts, and charges. 
 

 Joinder to this name—via signature, silence, or benefit use—gives courts presumed jurisdiction. 

Commercial Remedy 

 UCC 1-308: Allows reservation of rights when compelled to enter contracts. 
 

 UCC 1-103: Affirms common law and equity remain valid unless explicitly displaced. 
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Core Maxims 

 “He who does not assert his rights has none.” 
 

 “Consent makes the law.” (Canon law maxim) 

Unless the presumption is rebutted and the living man reclaims standing, the system treats the individual 
as a franchise of the corporate United States. All legal actions proceed against the artificial person, not 
the man. 

 

 

Securitization of the Courts: Bonds, Insurance, and 
Commercial Paper Trails 
 

Modern courts in the United States do not operate as neutral constitutional tribunals but as corporate 
entities engaged in the administration of trusts and the enforcement of commercial contracts. Every 
action taken in court—from traffic citations to felony charges—is bonded, insured, and financially 
leveraged through a securitization process linked to public and private trust instruments. 

Legal and Financial Infrastructure 

 DUNS Numbers: Nearly every state and federal court, including county sheriffs, clerks, and BAR 
associations, possesses a Data Universal Numbering System (DUNS) number. This confirms 
their registration as private corporations under Dun & Bradstreet, subject to commercial 
regulation. 
 

 CAGE Codes: Many courts and agencies also maintain Commercial and Government Entity 
codes through SAM.gov, linking them to federal procurement and contracting systems. 
 

 CAFRs (Comprehensive Annual Financial Reports): These reports reveal dual accounting 
systems—budget vs. actual assets—exposing the hidden wealth generated through court fines, 
fees, and securities trading. 

Surety Bonding & Risk Management 

 Public Officials as Risk Instruments: Judges, prosecutors, clerks, and even public defenders 
are required (by insurance law) to maintain performance bonds or liability insurance. Failure to 
maintain bonding can nullify their lawful authority. 
 

 Statutory Requirements: 
 

o South Dakota: SDCL §58 and §57 regulate bonding and UCC enforcement. 
 

o Texas: Insurance Code §§3503–3505 mandate surety bonds for judicial agents. 
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o Florida: §§624.401 and §625.012 regulate insurance of officers and public assets. 
 

o California: Government Code §§820.1–825.6 requires bonding for all officers. 
 

 Bondable Events: Every court charge creates a bond—this includes: 
 

o The initial citation or complaint 
 

o The arrest or bench warrant 
 

o The appearance in court 
 

o The final judgment and sentencing 

These bonds are used as securities and can be monetized through municipal instruments or sold via the 
Court Registry Investment System (CRIS), administered by the federal judiciary and tied to Wall Street 
markets. 

Key Statutes and Codes 

 Federal Acquisition Regulation (FAR): Governs bonding of contractors and public agents. 
 

 UCC Article 9: Governs secured transactions — effectively treating court actions as liens. 
 

 Federal Reserve Forms (e.g., SF-24, SF-25, SF-25A, SF-28): Involved in bid, performance, and 
payment bonding for court-related procurement. 

 
 
Judicial Proceedings as Commercial Events 

 Judges act not as neutral arbiters, but as administrators of private trusts. 
 

 Clerks manage the commercial paper trail, generating revenue and facilitating securities 
transactions. 
 

 Attorneys serve as licensed foreign agents and officers of the corporate court—not of the 
people. 

“The moment you walk into a courtroom, your bond has already been created.” — Commonly held 
commercial maxim among bond auditors and risk managers 

Conclusion 

The judicial system’s primary role has shifted from delivering justice to administering risk and trust 
assets for the benefit of the financial system. Every individual entering a courtroom is unknowingly 
treated as a commercial surety under the presumption of consent. 
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Legal Fictions, NAME Fraud & Capitis Diminutio Maxima 

The American legal system fundamentally operates through the presumption of legal personhood, 
wherein the living man or woman is converted—without knowledge or consent—into a legal fiction. 
This transformation underlies nearly all modern legal interactions, including taxation, licensing, criminal 
charges, and civil proceedings. 

 

Capitis Diminutio Maxima — The Roman System of Person Status 

The doctrine of capitis diminutio, originating in Roman law, defines the loss of legal status: 

 Capitis Diminutio Minima: loss of family rights 
 

 Capitis Diminutio Media: loss of citizenship 
 

 Capitis Diminutio Maxima: total loss of status, rights, and liberty—rendering the man or woman 
a chattel of the State 

Capitis Diminutio Maxima is reflected in the all-caps rendering of names (e.g., “JOHN DOE”) — 
denoting a corporate entity or vessel, not a living soul. Courts universally operate on this presumption 
unless it is explicitly rebutted. 

 

NAME Fraud and Constructive Trust Doctrine 

 The all-caps name corresponds to a constructive trust or transmitting utility, established 
through the birth certificate, often without informed consent. 

 The State becomes the presumptive trustee, while the living man or woman is treated as surety 
for the trust’s debts. 

 Court proceedings presume that you are the trustee and debtor, unless properly rebutted 
through: 
 

o Affidavit of Status 
 

o Rebuttal of Presumptions 
 

o Explicit declaration of living status and trust structure 

 

Sources of NAME-based Fiction 

 Birth Certificates: Register the child as a “vessel” under the Department of Commerce, linking 
to maritime jurisdiction. 
 

 Social Security Numbers (SSNs): Create the account through which the “person” operates 
commercially. 
 

 Driver’s Licenses, Voter Registration: All tie the living being to the legal fiction by contract and 
consent, presumed unless rebutted. 
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“The use of the NAME in all capital letters is an ancient form of fraud derived from Roman maritime law, 
converting living beings into commercial entities subject to debt enforcement.” — Various international 
trust and equity researchers 
 

Courtroom Applications of the Legal Fiction 

 When “JOHN DOE” is called, and the man says “I am John Doe” or simply answers “here,” he is 
contractually binding himself as the trustee of the legal fiction. 
 

 The judge presides over a commercial tribunal where the rules of evidence, equity, and 
procedure are based not on common law, but on commercial enforcement under UCC and trust 
law. 
 

Remedy: Correcting Status and Reclaiming Legal Title 

 Public Notice filings (e.g., UCC-1 Financing Statements) are used by some to declare separation 
from the artificial entity. 
 

 Affidavits of Truth, Status, and Living Soul can rebut the presumption of being the “Debtor.” 
 

 Constructive trust doctrine must be invoked properly to regain the role of Beneficiary and 
assign the State or Court as Trustee. 

 

South Dakota Codified Law Example: 

 SDCL §57A-1-201(28) defines “person” to include an individual, corporation, estate, trust, and 
other legal entities—confirming that legal fiction is built into the statutory framework. 
 

 The burden is placed on the man or woman to refute personhood presumptions. 

 

Without understanding the NAME fraud system and legal personhood presumptions, Americans 
cannot defend their rights or property. Every interaction with the legal system under this presumption is a 
commercial transaction within a foreign trust framework unless explicitly and lawfully challenged. 

 

Trust Law, Cestui Que Vie Act, And Ecclesiastical Control Structures 

A – Trust Law: Origins and Nature 

Trust law is a legal framework originating from equity courts in England, designed to separate legal title 
from beneficial ownership. It enables one party (the trustee) to hold and manage assets on behalf of 
another (the beneficiary) under the direction of a creator (the grantor or settlor). 

Key trust principles: 
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 Three-party structure: Grantor → Trustee → Beneficiary. 
 

 Fiduciary duty: The trustee is bound by duty to act in the best interest of the beneficiary. 
 

 Implied consent: If not rebutted, presumption of trust structures can be enforced 
administratively. 

Trusts can be voluntary (formed by contract) or constructive/implied (imposed by operation of law). 

B – The Cestui Que Vie Act of 1666 

Passed by the British Parliament, the Cestui Que Vie Act of 1666 was a wartime legislative act during 
the Great Fire and Plague of London. It presumed that people absent and unaccounted for after seven 
years were legally dead, allowing the state to seize their property and administer their estate. 

Under this act: 

 The legal person (strawman) was created to manage the estate. 
 

 The State became trustee and guardian of abandoned estates unless someone proved they 
were “alive” and reclaimed their standing. 
 

 It was originally intended for crisis administration but later repurposed in maritime law and 
corporate systems globally. 

In contemporary contexts, the birth certificate is viewed in equity theory as an instrument used to 
register the living estate into a trust system under government control. 

This is why sovereign claimants assert “I am the living man/woman” — to rebut the presumption that their 
estate is abandoned or that they are operating as the fiction/legal person only. 

C – Ecclesiastical Jurisdictions and Global Estate Trusts 

The Vatican, through Papal Bulls such as: 

 Unam Sanctam (1302): Claimed universal spiritual authority, 
 

 Romanus Pontifex (1455): Created the first testamentary trust over land and sea, 
 

 Aeterni Regis (1481): Declared subsequent testamentary control over rights and titles, 

…established the Global Estate Trust system, asserting dominion over land (kings), sea (merchants), 
and air (souls). 

This created: 

 Ecclesiastical trusts (jurisdiction of the air), 
 

 Commercial/maritime trusts (jurisdiction of the sea), 
 

 Feudal/national trusts (jurisdiction of the land). 
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Each man or woman, upon registration, was presumed to be: 

 A ward of the State (via birth registration), 
 

 A subject of the global trust system, 
 

 And contractually operating under color-of-law unless lawfully rebutted. 

 

 

 

Bonding, Surety, and the Hidden Commercial Liability of the 
Courts 

 

Every court proceeding in the United States is backed by commercial surety bonds, converting alleged 
crimes or disputes into financial instruments. Judicial actors—including judges, clerks, and attorneys—are 
bonded to ensure performance, and these bonds are leveraged through securities and insurance 
markets, often without public knowledge or consent. 

Bonding of Public Officials and Officers 

Across all 50 states, statutes require that public officers carry: 

 Performance Bonds 
 

 Fidelity Bonds 
 

 Professional Liability Insurance 

These instruments guarantee compliance with the oath of office, procedural integrity, and fiduciary 
responsibility. However, they also turn every officer into a financially liable actor—and thus, a bonded 
party in a trust action. 

Example — South Dakota: 

 SDCL §58-1-26 to §58-1-40 mandates bonding of judges, prosecutors, and officers under the 
insurance code. 
 

 Bondholders (the insurers) then control risk by influencing procedure and outcome behind the 
scenes. 

 

The Role of BAR Members 

BAR attorneys operate not as independent counselors, but as officers of the court, meaning: 
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 Their first duty is to the court, not to the client. 
 

 Their actions are bound by fiduciary law, not necessarily due process or constitutional rights. 
 

 They are licensed under private BAR associations, not the people or any organic state authority. 

These associations are registered as foreign private corporations (e.g., the State Bar of California is a 
501(c)(6) nonprofit with DUNS and CAGE codes). 

 

Court Proceedings as Bonded Transactions 

 Every arraignment, plea agreement, civil filing, or judgment is bonded. 

 Upon initiation, courts issue internal forms (via DOJ, GSA, or proprietary systems) that trigger 
financial instruments such as: 
 

o Bid bonds (GSA SF-24) 
 

o Performance bonds (GSA SF-25) 
 

o Payment bonds (GSA SF-25A) 
 

o Appearance bonds (varied SF/FS series) 

These are traded, underwritten, and potentially securitized via systems such as: 

 CAFRs (Comprehensive Annual Financial Reports) 
 

 CRIS (Court Registry Investment System) 
 

 CUSIP identifiers (assigned to case-related securities) 

 

Practical Example — Court Case as Investment Instrument 

Let’s say a court case is initiated under criminal or civil charges: 

1. A bonding form is created and registered (often silently). 
 

2. The court officer’s bond secures the proceeding. 
 

3. The case is assigned a CUSIP (Committee on Uniform Securities Identification Procedures) 
number. 
 

4. It is traded as an asset or liability on the government’s balance sheet. 

Result: 

 The accused becomes the surety (collateral). 
 

 The court becomes the beneficiary. 
 



 

The American Justice System      Page 25 of 114 

 The BAR member acts as a trustee or fiduciary agent executing the commercial contract. 

 

UCC and Bond Enforcement 

 Under UCC §9-101 to §9-809, all debts and commercial obligations are enforced via secured 
transactions. 
 

 Filing of a UCC-1 Financing Statement has been used by claimants to rebut presumption and 
assert priority interest over their legal fiction and estate. 

 

The entire judicial process functions as a bonded commercial trust, not a constitutional adjudication 
forum. Those who enter court as "persons" are treated as sureties for debts they neither created nor 
understood. This system rewards those who manipulate trust law while obscuring remedy from the 
average American. 

 

 

Court Securities, CUSIPs, and the CRIS Account Structure 

Overview 

Modern court systems are not only legal forums—they are integrated financial engines operating within a 
securitized trust system. Every case, whether civil or criminal, becomes a commercial instrument under 
the Court Registry Investment System (CRIS) and may be assigned a CUSIP (Committee on Uniform 
Securities Identification Procedures) number for financial tracking and trading. 

 

The CRIS (Court Registry Investment System) 

 CRIS is administered by the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts, under the Financial 
Management Division. 
 

 It allows courts to deposit and manage registry funds in interest-bearing instruments. 
 

 This includes: 
 

o Interpleader actions 
 

o Bail funds 
 

o Civil penalties 
 

o Settlement distributions 
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o Probate and minor trust disputes 

All these funds are pooled and invested, earning interest—not for the litigants, but for the court system 
and third-party financial entities such as J.P. Morgan Chase and BNY Mellon. 

 

 
CUSIP Numbers and Case Monetization 

 CUSIP numbers uniquely identify securities, including court-generated instruments. 
 

 They are applied to: 
 

o Bonded judgments 
 

o Tax liens 
 

o Structured settlements 
 

o Prisoner incarceration contracts 
 

 A case or a conviction may be converted into a marketable security, with: 
 

o The person’s legal name as the asset (in ALL CAPS) 
 

o A prison contract or fine as the revenue stream 
 

o Government or private bond holders as the beneficiaries 

These instruments are sometimes hidden in Pooled Asset Vehicles (PAVs) or Trust Indenture 
Agreements, frequently undisclosed to defendants or the public. 

 

Commercial Exploitation of Incarceration 

 Prisoners are registered in bonded contracts known as prison bonds, often issued under state 
development authorities. 
 

 Prison contracts are backed by tax revenue, performance guarantees, and security underwriting 
from major banks. 
 

 States such as California, Texas, and New York all engage in securitized prison and court 
programs through bonding authorities. 

 

Legal Fiction as a Security 

 The “person” (e.g., JOHN DOE) is the commercial asset. The man (e.g., John-Doe: of the family 
Doe) is presumed to be the surety for that asset unless rebutted. 
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 Upon arraignment or indictment, a bid is entered (internally), creating a market position for the 
court. 
 

 If no rebuttal or demand for jurisdiction is asserted, the court proceeds as principal-beneficiary 
over the bonded fiction. 

 

Federal Reserve and Trust Registration 

 Many of these securities are routed through: 
 

o The Depository Trust & Clearing Corporation (DTCC) 
 

o National Securities Clearing Corporation (NSCC) 
 

o Federal Reserve Custody Systems 
 

 These structures trace back to the 1933 Emergency Banking Act, which securitized the property 
and labor of Americans into trust instruments. 

 

Every modern court case has the potential to be monetized via CRIS, CUSIP, and bonded securities—
transforming justice into profit. This monetization process is rarely disclosed, and the parties involved, 
particularly defendants or civil respondents, are not informed that they have been financially securitized. 

This structure prioritizes financial outcome over constitutional integrity, establishing a system where 
justice is a byproduct, not a priority. 

 

 

Insurance Codes, Performance Bonds, and Risk Management 
in Governmental Operations 
 

Introduction 

Every actor in the legal and governmental system—judges, prosecutors, clerks, sheriffs, and even elected 
officials—is bonded through a series of insurance policies, sureties, and risk management instruments. 
These obligations are codified in state insurance statutes and guarantee performance under 
commercial liability rather than constitutional authority. 
 

Statutory Bonding Requirements 

Nearly all 50 states have statutory requirements for bonding and liability coverage under their insurance 
codes. Key examples: 
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 South Dakota (SDCL §58): Mandates performance bonding for public officials, including judges 
and BAR attorneys. 
 

 California (Gov. Code §820.1–§825.6): Requires public officers to be insured against personal 
liability. 
 

 Texas (Insurance Code §3503–§3505): Public employees must be bonded; failure to disclose or 
honor bonds constitutes malfeasance. 
 

 Florida (Stat. §624–§629): Judges, attorneys, and elected officials must carry liability bonding. 

Each of these statutory regimes converts public office into a commercial performance contract, 
where actors are held to fiduciary insurance standards and indemnification structures—not simply 
constitutional duties. 

 

Nature of the Bonds 

 Surety bonds: Financial guarantees that a public official will perform lawfully. 
 

 Fidelity bonds: Protect against losses caused by dishonest or fraudulent acts. 
 

 Errors and omissions (E&O) insurance: Covers professional mistakes or legal misjudgments. 
 

 Self-insurance pools: County or state-funded entities (risk management funds) designed to 
cover liabilities, often operating as private trusts. 

Example: If a judge violates due process or acts ultra vires, a claim may be made against their official 
bond, even when immunity is claimed under color of law. 

 

Private Trust Risk Management Systems 

Many courts and municipalities operate their liability insurance through interlocal agreements, forming: 

 Joint Powers Authorities (JPAs) 
 

 Municipal Risk Pools 
 

 Self-Insured Trusts 

These organizations are often non-disclosed corporate entities with their own DUNS numbers and 
CAGE codes, operating through legal risk transfer—completely bypassing voter control or constitutional 
accountability. 
 

Filing a Bond Claim or Demand 

Citizens can issue demands or notices directly to a bonded official or their insurer. This may include: 

1. Notice of Breach of Fiduciary Duty 
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2. Notice of Maladministration or Misapplication of Law 
 

3. Demand for Proof of Bonding or Insurance Carrier 
 

4. Notice of Intent to File Commercial Claim Against Bond 

Under commercial and insurance law, failure to respond in good faith may trigger liability under UCC 
§1-308, contract estoppel, or even tort claims under civil rules. 

 

Insurance Law Supersedes Public Justice 

 Judges and prosecutors often act to protect the insurer, not justice. 
 

 The priority becomes limiting liability exposure for their department or agency. 
 

 When confronted with unconstitutional acts, they often stonewall or retaliate because honoring 
the violation would result in triggering a bond claim or loss of funding through reinsurance 
evaluations. 

This structure incentivizes cover-ups, denial of motions, and prosecutorial malice to keep financial 
exposure contained. 

 
The bonding and insurance system transforms public law enforcement and judicial process into a risk-
managed commercial enterprise. The constitutional "safeguards" are no longer honored as primary 
mandates but are subordinated to insurance metrics, actuarial risk, and reinsurance obligations. Courts 
serve insurers—not the people. 

 

 

Governmental ACFRs, Dual-Book Accounting & Concealed 
Wealth Structures 

Most Americans believe government agencies operate on tight budgets, constrained by tax revenues and 
legislative appropriations. However, the true financial posture of federal, state, and local governments is 
not disclosed in the annual public budget. It is detailed instead in a separate financial document known 
as the Annual Comprehensive Financial Report (ACFR)—formerly referred to as the Comprehensive 
Annual Financial Report (CAFR). This second set of accounting books is used for internal auditing, 
private wealth structuring, and institutional investment management. 

What is an ACFR? 

The Annual Comprehensive Financial Report is required under Generally Accepted Accounting 
Principles (GAAP) and is maintained by virtually every governmental entity, including: 

 School districts 

 County and municipal governments 
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 State agencies 

 Federal departments, including the Department of Defense 

Unlike the annual budget, which focuses only on incoming tax revenues and appropriated 
expenditures, the ACFR reveals the government’s true financial condition, including: 

 Government-held investment portfolios 

 Unrestricted surplus funds 

 Trust-derived income streams 

 Holdings in commercial enterprises 

 Bond instruments and reinsurance assets 

Example: A city may report a $100 million deficit in its public-facing budget, while its ACFR reveals $1.2 
billion in unencumbered assets held in investment funds, special accounts, and equity positions. 

Dual-Entry Ledger and Concealment 

Governments operate using a dual-ledger accounting system akin to private corporations: 

 Public Budget Ledger: This shows shortfalls, tax demands, and projected deficits, justifying 
calls for higher taxes or austerity. 
 

 ACFR Ledger (Internal/Private): This lists liquid assets, equity positions, surplus accounts, 
and trust earnings—the true economic foundation of the government corporation. 

This mirrors corporate accounting tactics, where tools like depreciation and deferred revenue conceal 
actual solvency. In this framework, the ACFR serves as the hidden balance sheet, while the budget 
functions as a controlled narrative—a misleading income statement for public consumption. 

Private Management of Public Wealth 

ACFRs regularly include listings of government ownership in: 

 Corporate stocks and municipal bonds 
 

 Foreign currency reserves and derivatives 
 

 Private equity holdings and hedge funds 
 

 Pension and insurance trusts 
 

 Commercial real estate investment trusts (REITs) 

The management of these assets is frequently outsourced to private institutional firms—such as 
BlackRock, Vanguard, and State Street—granting Wall Street custodial control over public wealth, 
bypassing oversight by elected representatives and public scrutiny. 

Evidence of Wealth Suppression 

Audited data from various states and agencies confirms the vast concealed holdings of public 
institutions: 
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 The State of California’s ACFR has revealed over $600 billion in assets, despite repeated 
public declarations of budget crises. 
 

 The Social Security Administration’s ACFR reflects trust assets held offshore, outside the 
purview of federal budget accountability. 
 

 The Department of Defense has failed over five independent audits in the last decade—
showing no reconciliation between budget outlays and ACFR holdings. 

This wealth is rarely mentioned in legislative debate. Instead, it is leveraged for global investment 
schemes and collateralized debt issuance, completely removed from the public appropriations process 
or voter consent. 

 

 

DUNS & CAGE Code Registrations – Proof of Corporate 
Governance 

At the core of the commercial legal system is the undisclosed registration of every U.S. government 
entity—federal, state, county, municipal—as a private business. This registration is confirmed 
through two global commercial identifiers: 

1. DUNS Number – Assigned by Dun & Bradstreet for global credit and business tracking. 
 

2. CAGE Code – Commercial and Government Entity Code issued by the U.S. Department of 
Defense (via SAM.gov). 

These codes are not assigned to constitutional bodies, but to corporate entities engaged in 
commercial procurement, enforcement, and administration. 

 

What is a DUNS Number? 

 The Data Universal Numbering System (DUNS) is used by businesses worldwide to identify 
legal and financial entities in the global marketplace. 
 

 Assigned by Dun & Bradstreet, the DUNS number: 
 

o Establishes a credit profile 
 

o Verifies legal entity status 
 

o Registers the organization as a corporate participant in commerce 

Every county sheriff, circuit court, family court, clerk, and government department has an active 
DUNS number. 

Examples: 
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 South Dakota Unified Judicial System: Listed on D&B with corporate headquarters and credit 
rating. 
 

 State of California Franchise Tax Board: Registered as a revenue-generating enterprise. 

 

What is a CAGE Code? 

 The CAGE Code is issued by the Department of Defense for contractors and suppliers. 

 Required for all entities wishing to: 
 

o Procure government contracts 
 

o Sell services to federal agencies 
 

o Operate legally in military-commercial capacity 

Judicial branches, BAR associations, and even the U.S. Supreme Court hold CAGE codes, 
demonstrating their commercial procurement status. 

 

Legal and Constitutional Implications 

These registrations confirm: 

 Courts and law enforcement agencies are corporate contractors subject to private law. 
 

 Judges, clerks, and prosecutors serve commercial masters, not the people. 
 

 No court registered with a DUNS number operates as a constitutional body under Article III 
jurisdiction—these are Article I administrative tribunals in disguise. 

 
Proof through Public Record 

Any citizen may confirm this through: 

 SAM.gov (System for Award Management) for CAGE Codes 
 

 Dun & Bradstreet directory for DUNS profiles 
 

 FOIA requests or CAFR cross-referencing 

Example DUNS Registrations: 

 Texas Supreme Court 
 

 New York Unified Court System 
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 Florida 9th Judicial Circuit Court 
 

 South Dakota UJS (Unified Judicial System) 

Each has a business profile, revenue classification, and bonding structure consistent with a private 
corporation, not a constitutional government. 

 
 

Why This Matters 

Once registered commercially: 

 All actions are commercial in nature. 
 

 All judgments are trust enforcement orders, not justice. 
 

 You are no longer a party in a court of record, but a grantor/debtor in a commercial 
transaction. 

 

Vatican Canon Law and the Cestui Que Vie Trusts — 
Ecclesiastical Ownership of Legal Fiction 

Historical Origins 

The Cestui Que Vie Act of 1666, passed by the British Parliament during the aftermath of the Black 
Plague and Great Fire of London, laid the foundation for one of the most critical yet concealed legal 
mechanisms used against living men and women today. This Act declared that individuals not heard from 
or presumed lost at sea could be considered "dead in law," allowing the Crown (and by proxy, the Roman 
Church) to seize their estate and hold it in trust. 

This legal concept was then refined by the Vatican under Canon Law, and became the basis for 
constructive trusts formed the moment a birth certificate was issued. The legal fiction or corporate 
person is the estate created in your ALL-CAPS NAME. 
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Canon Law Jurisdiction and the Presumption of Death or 
Incompetence 

Under Canon 2057 of the Codex Iuris Canonici (as presented in Roman Canon Law 3.3), an 
Administrator or Executor who refuses to dissolve a Cestui Que Vie Trust upon a man or woman’s 
declaration of status and competency is guilty of fraud and breach of fiduciary duty, warranting 
removal and punishment. 

This canon is anchored in a broader legal framework where: 

 Upon birth, a series of three Cestui Que Vie Trusts are created (Canon 2036–2052) under the 
presumptions of abandonment, incompetence, or maritime loss (“lost at sea”), effectively stripping 
the newborn of rights to: 
 

o Real Property 
 

o Personal Property 
 

o Ecclesiastical Property 
 

 These trusts are established through silent administrative actions such as: 
 

o Issuing a birth certificate (Canon 2053) 
 

o Assigning a registry number and a corporate person (Canon 2049) 
 

o Creating financial instruments and slave bonds from the birth record (Canon 2050) 

Because of these presumptions: 

 The living man or woman is not recognized by the court unless they affirmatively rebut these 
silent presumptions by: 
 

o Declaring themselves alive, competent, and in control of their estate and name 
 

o Filing appropriate affidavits or live birth record claims 
 

o Acting in their proper status as the beneficiary and executor of their trust estate 

Failure to rebut these presumptions leaves the trust and its benefits under the control of the state-
appointed fiduciaries (judges, attorneys, etc.), who act not in the interest of the people, but in service to 
the private trust system created by ecclesiastical, maritime, and commercial laws. 

 

 
The Three Cestui Que Vie Trusts 

According to legal researchers and ecclesiastical scholars, three CQV trusts are created in each 
person’s life: 
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1. Birth Trust – Created when your birth is registered, placing your estate under trust with the 
State. 
 

2. Property Trust – Created when assets, real property, or employment are assigned using the 
legal name. 
 

3. Death Trust – Created upon issuance of a death certificate, closing the estate and settling 
accounts. 

Each of these trusts is held by foreign administrators, and the living man or woman is not considered 
the rightful beneficiary unless they make a lawful claim and rebut the presumption. 

 

Unam Sanctam and the Triple Crown of Ba’al 

The spiritual basis of these trusts was established through the Papal Bulls: 

 Unam Sanctam (1302) – Declared that all human creatures are subject to the Roman Pontiff. 
 

 Romanus Pontifex (1455) – Claimed dominion over the earth and all its resources. 
 

 Aeterni Regis (1481) – Extended this claim to all people not under Roman Catholic control. 

These decrees underpin the spiritual and commercial domination of every nation under the Vatican 
Trust model, especially after the Treaty of Verona (1822) and through modern maritime legal structures. 

 

Legal Person = Constructive Trust = Estate Seizure 

When you appear in court, you are not the beneficiary—you are treated as the debtor/grantor unless 
you declare otherwise. The judge acts as the administrator, and your attorney acts as the trustee, which 
is why they never speak for the living man but for the legal person. 

This is why the name is rendered in ALL CAPITAL LETTERS, a practice known as: 

Capitis Diminutio Maxima – The maximum loss of status, where a man loses all rights and is treated as 
a slave or bonded entity. 

 

Rebutting the Presumption 

To overcome the presumption of being “dead in law,” the living man or woman must: 

 Declare their status as a living, competent man/woman. 
 

 Rebut the presumption of abandonment. 
 

 Assert their claim as beneficiary, not trustee or debtor. 
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 Execute lawful notices and affidavits to withdraw the estate from public trust administration. 

This requires precision, courage, and lawful understanding, as failure to navigate the system properly 
can result in further entrapment. 

 

 

Canonical and Financial Instruments — Motu Proprio, 
Ecclesiastical Immunity, and Vatican Legal Accountability 

The Apostolic Letter Motu Proprio (2013) 

On July 11, 2013, Pope Francis issued a Motu Proprio, an Apostolic Letter carrying the full force of 
canon law. This decree pierced long-standing ecclesiastical immunity and declared that: 

All persons within the Vatican system, including judges, administrators, bankers, and clergy, are 
personally accountable for crimes committed under international law, even when acting in official 
capacity. 

This unprecedented declaration: 

 Ended centuries of automatic immunity for Vatican-related corporate officers. 
 

 Acknowledged that legal persons—including courts, governments, and banks—do not stand 
above the law. 
 

 Enabled external parties, such as lawful claimants and whistleblowers, to press claims in 
equity against ecclesiastical and corporate actors involved in corruption, human trafficking, and 
systemic fraud. 

Source: Apostolic Letter Issued Motu Proprio for the Prevention and Countering of Illegal Activities in the 
Area of Monetary and Financial Dealings, Pope Francis, 2013 

 

Jurisdictional Fallout 

Following this declaration: 

 Vatican financial institutions were required to report to global financial authorities, removing 
their prior exemption from transparency rules. 
 

 The Holy See publicly recognized international jurisdictions such as the ICC (International 
Criminal Court) and the UN Convention against Corruption. 
 

 Corporate agents (judges, lawyers, administrators) tied to the Vatican legal model lost their 
absolute ecclesiastical immunity if involved in fraud, money laundering, or human rights 
violations. 
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This Motu Proprio has created a narrow but lawful opening for those who: 

 Can properly identify themselves as the living man or woman, not the legal fiction; 
 

 Can demonstrate a breach of trust, commercial fraud, or fiduciary failure; 
 

 Seek redress through notices of liability, equity claims, or international legal filings. 

However, the process is obscured and rarely acknowledged by domestic courts, which continue to 
operate in default under the res publica model — treating men and women as trust assets, not trust 
claimants. 

 

 

Consequence to Bar and Judiciary 

While attorneys and judges in BAR associations presume immunity, this Papal decree: 

 Exposes them to lawful remedy if found to be aiding and abetting commercial fraud, 
misapplication of law, or unlawful seizure of estates; 
 

 Creates personal liability for unlawful actions done under the guise of “official duty,” especially 
when due process is subverted or rights are denied. 

In equity, the agents of the court are constructive trustees, and cannot claim immunity when acting in 
conflict of interest, with commercial benefit, or under color of law. 

 

 

Unified Commercial Instruments — How Global Contract 
Law, Canon Law, and Maritime Trusts Converge 
 

A. UNIDROIT: The Uniform Law Institute 

UNIDROIT (International Institute for the Unification of Private Law), headquartered in Rome and created 
in 1926 under the League of Nations (now independent but aligned with the United Nations), has played 
a central role in: 

 Drafting international conventions, model laws, and principles that harmonize commercial, 
property, and contract law across jurisdictions. 
 

 Creating the Principles of International Commercial Contracts (PICC) and other transnational 
legal instruments now referenced in: 
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o Multinational finance deals 
 

o Private trusts and securitization 
 

o Maritime and shipping agreements 
 

o Jurisdictional claims over assets and estates 

 

UNIDROIT acts as the bridge between national commercial codes (like the UCC) and supranational 
legal constructs (like trust law, maritime admiralty, and ecclesiastical jurisdiction). 

Key Reference: UNIDROIT Principles of International Commercial Contracts (PICC), Rome, 2016 

 

B. Uniform Commercial Code (UCC) as the Domestic Arm 

The UCC, adopted in all 50 states and territories of the United States (including Puerto Rico and Guam), 
mirrors many foundational principles of UNIDROIT. Key parallels include: 

 Secured transactions (UCC Article 9): mirrored in UNIDROIT conventions on mobile equipment 
(i.e., the Cape Town Convention) 
 

 Negotiable instruments and fiduciary paper: cross-referenced in international bills of exchange 
 

 Title and ownership conveyance: through commercial paper and trust instruments (both rely on 
presumed assent and default judgment) 

Each U.S. state adopted the UCC under a non-public contract with UNIDROIT protocols in mind, 
although this is rarely disclosed to the people. 

 

C. Canon Law and Maritime Trust Principles 

Canon Law (Vatican legal system), Maritime Law (Admiralty), and UCC/UNIDROIT converge in the 
following ways: 

 Presumption of debt unless rebutted (admiralty and canon rules) 
 

 Use of fictions (e.g., JOHN DOE, legal person) as trustees or sureties 
 

 Estates in trust created without full disclosure, enforced through courts acting as commercial 
agents 

These operate through color of law, where: 

 Court "hearings" are treated as commercial settlement events 
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 Court officers serve as administrators of unacknowledged trusts 
 

 Individuals unaware of their cestui que vie status are treated as wards of the State, subject to 
asset seizure or custodial controls 

 

D. Binding through Maritime and Ecclesiastical Adhesion 

Most court actions today—including traffic citations, child custody cases, and probate actions—are 
executed under adhesion contracts: 

 No meaningful disclosure 
 

 No true bilateral agreement 
 

 Presumption of fiduciary responsibility to the trust, not to the person 
 

 Constructive joinder unless explicitly rebutted 

These are the instruments by which jurisdiction is presumed and administrative judgments are enforced—
through a matrix of bonded trust enforcement derived from ecclesiastical and maritime precedent. 

 
 

 

Universal Postal Union (UPU), Sovereign Delivery, and 
Jurisdictional Control 
 

A. The UPU as the Global Venue Authority 

The Universal Postal Union (UPU), established in 1874 in Bern, Switzerland, functions as a specialized 
agency of the United Nations. However, its original purpose was much broader and older: to establish 
global uniformity in venue, jurisdiction, and sovereign recognition through postal routes. 

Key Functions: 

 Sets international standards for addressing, routing, and jurisdictional recognition of 
geographic and legal territories 
 

 Controls the contract law of postage, stamps, and delivery – defining what is considered a 
valid commercial presentment or legal notice 
 

 Determines the sovereign authority of nations by postal treaty membership and adherence 
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The UPU defines and enforces the boundaries of international legal identity and venue. If a territory 
(like a private estate or indigenous land) is not registered within the UPU system, it is considered non-
existent in the eyes of global commerce and law. 

 

B. Mail as a Vehicle of Jurisdiction 

Every legal notice, summons, writ, or presentment passes through a postal jurisdiction. Whether via: 

 Certified Mail (USPS) 
 

 Court-Filed Mailings 
 

 Courier Services (FedEx, UPS—acting under UPU agreements) 

…these all are deemed offerings of contract or notice of joinder unless rebutted. 

The seal, zip code, signature, and address format are what allow courts and agencies to presume: 

 That you exist as a legal fiction (person) 
 

 That you have voluntarily entered into a trust or fiduciary relationship 
 

 That jurisdiction is proper by way of venue, delivery, and response 

Red ink thumbprints, blue wet-ink signatures, and non-UPU address formatting are some of the 
tools used by individuals who seek to rebut these presumptions. 

 

C. ZIP Codes and Jurisdictional Assignment 

ZIP Codes, especially with the “+4” extension, are not random postal tools—they’re tied to military 
zones, commercial precincts, and venue hierarchies. 

Examples: 

 A letter sent to "123 MAIN ST, ANYVILLE, SD 12345-6789" invokes UPU recognition of that 
location as part of federal U.S. commercial territory 
 

 That ZIP+4 is cross-indexed to federal bonding, tax jurisdiction, and banking registries 

Thus, a person receiving mail at that address is presumed to be: 

 Within U.S. corporate jurisdiction 
 

 A surety to a commercial trust 
 

 Accepting venue of UPU + U.S. jurisdiction (under corporate governance) 
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D. Seal and Signature as Jurisdictional Claim 

Mailings using: 

 Red thumbprints on the seal 
 

 Sealed envelopes with wax or embossment 
 

 Mailing location clearly stated as “without the U.S.” 
 

 Using private mailboxes or general delivery with disclaimers 

…can begin to establish private jurisdictional standing if followed through properly. 

But beware: Courts often dismiss such efforts unless accompanied by full legal theory, trust 
rebuttal, and proper affidavit of standing and status. 

 

GSA Forms, Surety Chains, and Administrative Enforcement 
Schemes 
 

A. GSA Forms and Their Hidden Role in Commercial Court Enforcement 

The General Services Administration (GSA) issues a series of standardized federal forms that are 
widely used by government agencies, including courts, to initiate and manage contractual 
obligations, bid securities, and payment enforcement—often unknown to the general public. 
These forms act as back-office financial instruments for each case, linking every legal action to a 
performance or payment obligation through surety chains. 

Here are key GSA and Standard Form (SF) documents commonly used: 

 

📄 GSA Form 24 – Bid Bond 

 Establishes a surety guarantee that a party (usually a contractor or litigant) will enter into a 
contract. 
 

 When used in legal settings, may reflect the bonding of an attorney or public trustee to act in 
the case. 

📄 GSA Form 25 – Performance Bond 

 Guarantees completion or execution of a duty—this may be applied covertly to judges, 
prosecutors, and attorneys to enforce a ruling or "final performance" of a legal fiction. 

📄 GSA Form 25A or 25S – Payment Bond / Surety 
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 Applies in litigation scenarios as the financial backstop to ensure enforcement of court-
ordered penalties, fines, or fees. 

📄 SF-1448 – Solicitation/Contract Form 

 May be used at the administrative level to initiate procurement of services, including 
attorneys, forensic experts, or custody services in commercial legal processes. 

📄 SF-90 Series (SF-91, SF-94, etc.) – Vehicle Accident & Liability Reporting 

 Though designed for transportation incidents, these forms may be misused in civil or criminal 
detentions where a person is considered a vehicle or cargo in transit under admiralty/maritime 
constructs. 

 

 

B. The Surety Chain: From Courtroom to International Markets 

Every case opened in a U.S. court—federal or state—is potentially: 

1. Bonded as a commercial obligation 
 

2. Packaged into a pooled asset 
 

3. Transferred into the court’s CAFR-based investment portfolio 
 

4. Sold or registered into an international commercial market 

Key Entities Involved: 

 Clerk of the Court: Acts as a registrar and issuer of securities derived from court cases 
 

 FMS (Financial Management Service): Links Treasury Department to the bonding and 
enforcement systems 
 

 SEC & CUSIP Registry: Assigns trading numbers to judgments and debt obligations 

 

C. Administrative Enforcement behind the Scenes 

Behind every court order may exist: 

 A commercial bid chain 
 

 A bond enforcement agreement 
 

 A government services contract 
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All operating under the guise of judicial discretion, but enforced administratively as a contractual 
obligation, rather than a constitutional adjudication. 

This is why: 

 Cases are rarely dismissed after they’re opened—they represent a bonded obligation 
 

 Attorneys act as licensed contractors bonded to the case 
 

 A defendant often unwittingly becomes the surety by answering to the ALL CAPS name or 
entering a plea 

 

 

SF-90 Series, Appearance Bonds, and the Hidden Court Securities 
System 

The Commercialization of Judicial Process via Surety Instruments and Fictional Entities 

SF-90 Series and Court-Related Surety Forms 

The SF-90 series includes key forms associated with appearance, bail, and performance obligations 
in judicial or administrative proceedings. While some are archived or hidden from routine public access, 
they still underpin modern judicial bonding and performance security systems. Key forms include: 

 SF 90 – Personal Property Sales Contract 
Used in liquidation of property pledged as bond collateral. 
 

 SF 91 – Motor Vehicle Accident Report 
Often leveraged in administrative claims tied to public liability—also triggers insurance bonding. 
 

 SF 95 – Claim for Damage, Injury, or Death 
Crucial for Title 28 § 2675 of the Federal Tort Claims Act (FTCA); used in most claims against the 
United States. 
 

 SF 97 – Certificate of Release of a Vehicle 
Tied to DMV and property title transfer during bond default or forfeiture. 

These forms, although seemingly mundane, connect civil/tort actions with the bonding structure and 
implicate a host of federal indemnification statutes and performance codes. 

The Illusion of Due Process: Appearance Bonds and Court Securities 

When an individual is summoned or arraigned, particularly under criminal, civil, or family law 
procedures, the system generates and monetizes these events through an appearance bond and 
linked securities. Common methods: 
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1. Appearance Bond (Commercial Promise to Appear) 
 

o Even without bail, the defendant is entered as a bonded vessel. 
 

o Failure to appear results in breach of contract and liquidation of bond. 
 

o The underlying NAME is presumed a vessel/fiction, not a man. 
 

2. Bail Bond 
 

o Paid or issued by surety company or private party. 
 

o Bond becomes a performance contract with criminal liability monetized. 
 

o Bail acts as a security deposit ensuring the commercial vessel's presence. 
 

3. Court Registry Investment System (CRIS) 
 

o Judicial securities are pooled, invested, and traded under the Department of Treasury or 
U.S. Courts. 
 

o CUSIP number assigned to case instruments. 
 

o Earnings from pooled bond funds are used to fund court operations and external 
investment portfolios. 

 

 
How Appearance Is a Triggering Mechanism 

Every courtroom appearance is tied to form-based jurisdictional contracts: 

 Summons/Notice to Appear: Constitutes the offer to contract. 
 

 Failure to Object or Rebut: Constitutes acceptance by performance. 

 

 Court Minutes: Serve as ledger entries and confirmation of commercial execution. 
 

 Court Clerks: Act as fiduciary trustees of bonded accounts (akin to escrow agents). 

Every interaction in the court is recorded as a commercial event and contributes to the bond ledger—
not merely the judicial record. 

 

Evidence of Bonded Appearance in State & Federal Codes 

Many states (e.g., South Dakota SDCL §§ 23A-43, §§ 58-12**, etc.) and federal rules (FRCP, UCC 3 
and 8) enable the creation and administration of these court-related bonds. Examples include: 

 SDCL § 58-12-5 – Governs approval of sureties by judicial officers. 
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 SDCL § 23A-43-4 – Prescribes conditions of release and bond forfeiture. 
 

 UCC § 3-104 & § 3-303 – Negotiable instrument and value-in-exchange basis. 
 

 UCC § 8-501 et seq. – Governs entitlement holders and securities accounts. 

 

Entrapment through Administrative Forms 

The system leverages appearance and surety forms to: 

 Bypass substantive review of due process or constitutional rights. 
 

 Automate performance expectation and default penalties. 
 

 Convert legal proceedings into monetizable assets, masked as judicial duties. 

 

Matrix Snapshot: Appearance and Bond Instruments 

Instrument Function Entrapment Mechanism 

SF-90 Series Property control and liability record 
Converts administrative claim into monetary 
enforcement 

Appearance Bond Promise to appear 
Creates enforceable commercial contract under fiction 
name 

CRIS Entry Financialization of court case Monetizes claim via Treasury-backed investment pools 

SF-95 / SF-91 Personal injury/accident claims 
Tied to FTCA; creates additional bonding and court 
funding 

Bail/Bond 
Forfeiture 

Liquidation of performance security Penalizes failure to perform with financial default 

 

 

The United Nations Global Court System and Transnational 
Legal Integration 
 

A. The United Nations and Its Influence over U.S. Legal Infrastructure 

The United Nations (UN), established by international treaty in 1945, claims jurisdictional oversight 
over member nations through codified agreements—including the Charter of the United Nations, 
International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR), and the Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights (UDHR). 
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The United States, as a signatory and founding member, is bound to these treaties, which override 
state and federal statutes under Article VI, Clause 2 of the U.S. Constitution (the Supremacy Clause). 
However, these supranational mandates have quietly replaced organic constitutional protections with 
administrative compliance structures. 

 

B. UNIDROIT and Global Uniform Commercial Code 

The International Institute for the Unification of Private Law (UNIDROIT)—headquartered in Rome—
coordinates with the UN to promote harmonized commercial codes. The Uniform Commercial Code 
(UCC), adopted across all 50 states, originated through UNIDROIT's influence and functions as a 
transnational commercial enforcement mechanism disguised as local law. 

 UNIDROIT Principles of International Commercial Contracts are the template for UCC 
provisions, administered by courts under private trust law and equity jurisdiction. 
 

 Judges and attorneys trained in these frameworks become global enforcers of commercial 
instruments, not interpreters of constitutional justice. 
 

C. UN Participation in American Judicial Processes 

U.S. courts increasingly defer to international norms and human rights frameworks in their rulings: 

 Family Law and Juvenile Courts: Implement UNCRC (Convention on the Rights of the 
Child) principles, even though it’s not ratified by the Senate—through administrative policy, not 
legislative action. 
 

 Immigration and Refugee Courts: Operate through UNHCR guidelines, often prioritizing 
international statutes over local civil codes. 
 

 Climate and Environmental Regulations: Aligned with Agenda 2030 and SDG Goals, shaping 
U.S. code enforcement through UN doctrine. 

 

D. UN Global Court System and Commercial Arbitration 

 The Permanent Court of Arbitration, International Criminal Court (ICC), and International 
Court of Justice (ICJ) serve as final arbiters in cases involving corporations, states, and 
non-governmental actors. 
 

 Arbitration clauses in contracts, including software licenses, credit agreements, and court 
filings, now often reference these foreign tribunals as final remedy channels, removing American 
court oversight entirely. 
 

 The global commercial registry and law firm cartel system integrates into this structure—
driven by BAR syndicates registered with international financial institutions and tied to IMF 
enforcement. 
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E. United States as a UN Subordinate 

Although often denied by officials: 

 The United States is registered as a UN member entity, operating as a corporate agent 
under international oversight. 
 

 All U.S. states have UN affiliate programs, from public health (WHO) to finance (IMF, World 
Bank). 
 

 Courts use UN-aligned standards in most commercial matters, revealing the shift from 
constitutional self-government to global commercial oversight. 

 

Canon Law, Ecclesiastical Oversight, and the BAR’s Vatican 
Origins 

 
A. Historical Ecclesiastical Foundations of Western Law 

The Western legal system is deeply rooted in Roman Canon Law, administered by the Catholic Church 
and its various tribunals for over a millennium. Canon Law governed nearly all aspects of life in Europe 
and provided the foundation for the concept of trusts, beneficiary rights, and legal personhood—
principles that were later repackaged into secular legal codes such as equity law, commercial law, and 
civil law. 

 The Canon Law of the Roman Curia established the doctrine of persona ficta—a fictional 
legal person (corporate identity)—which today is used by governments and courts to convert 
living men and women into legal constructs (e.g., JOHN DOE). 
 

 This same ecclesiastical structure is preserved in modern administrative courts, where judges act 
as clerics of commercial temples (courts) under silent ecclesiastical hierarchy, not as impartial 
arbiters. 

 

B. The BAR as an Ecclesiastical and Commercial Syndicate 

The BAR (British Accreditation Registry) traces its lineage to the Temple Inns of Court in London, 
under the supervision of the Crown and Vatican alliance. BAR members, whether in the U.K., U.S., or 
other Commonwealth jurisdictions, are sworn officers of a foreign jurisdiction governed by canon-trust 
doctrines rather than local constitutions. 

 Attorneys are licensed by private guilds, not by public law, and take silent oaths to the 
Crown, not to the people. 
 

 In the U.S., the American Bar Association (ABA) and state BARs function as franchises of the 
Temple BAR system, managing commercial enforcement and acting as clerical enforcers of 
equity law. 
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Canon 2057 (Code of Canon Law): “A person who leaves a trust unclaimed shall be presumed deceased 
or abandoned.” 
This doctrine underlies the legal presumption that Americans are “lost at sea”, converting them into 
wards of the state via the Cestui Que Vie Trust. 
 
 

C. The Apostolic Letter Motu Proprio (2013) 

Issued by Pope Francis on July 11, 2013, the Apostolic Letter Motu Proprio: 

 Strips immunity from public officials and corporate officers, including judges and attorneys, 
who commit crimes or violate natural law under the guise of corporate authority. 
 

 Declares that “legal persons” (corporations, courts, agencies) are subject to prosecution under 
natural and canon law. 
 

 Opens a lawful path for sovereign claimants to revoke trust presumptions, hold officials 
accountable, and invoke equity jurisdiction outside of statutory systems. 

Despite this declaration, most courts ignore or conceal its impact, instead continuing to enforce private 
contracts and presumptive trust models. 

 

D. Ecclesiastical Revocation and Sovereign Restoration 

For those seeking remedy outside of corrupted statutory forums: 

 Ecclesiastical revocation involves notices of rebuttal, trust cancellation, and declaration of 
living status, often recorded through notarial channels or ecclesiastical registries. 
 

 Administrative remedy processes, like the Notice of Interest, UCC-1 filings, and trust 
revocations, follow ancient canon procedures for withdrawal from presumed contract. 
 

 Courts resist these actions by calling them “frivolous,” “sovereign citizen nonsense,” or 
“unauthorized practice of law,” yet this reaction only underscores the hidden ecclesiastical power 
structure. 

 

 

The War Powers Structure and the Perpetual State of 
Emergency 

Trading with the Enemy Act, Lieber Code, and FDR’s Proclamations 

War Powers as Permanent Governance 
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Since the Civil War, and later entrenched through Franklin D. Roosevelt's New Deal, the United States 
has operated under an unbroken series of national emergencies, allowing: 

 Executive usurpation of congressional powers 
 

 Suspension of constitutional guarantees 
 

 Administrative jurisdiction via military codes of conduct 

This is a state of perpetual emergency—governed by commercial and martial statutes, not by the 
organic Constitution. 

 

Lieber Code (General Orders 100, 1863) 

The Lieber Code, issued by President Abraham Lincoln during the Civil War, was: 

 A codification of military law for occupation and administration of captured territories 
 

 The foundation of modern martial law administration 
 

 Extended beyond the battlefield, applied to the entire United States post-1863 

Key implications: 

 Places the entire U.S. under military occupation 
 

 Suspends common law 
 

 Justifies commercial administrative courts that presume guilt and operate by presumption 

This Code was never rescinded and forms the foundation of the commercial jurisdiction in today’s civil 
and criminal proceedings. 

 

Trading With the Enemy Act (TWEA) — 1917 

40 Stat. 411 (Oct. 6, 1917) 

Passed during WWI, the TWEA allowed the U.S. government to: 

 Seize property and block transactions with designated "enemies" 
 

 Exercise plenary control over commerce and banking during wartime 
 

 Define “enemy” as anyone subject to the jurisdiction of the United States 

But under FDR’s 1933 amendment: 
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 The definition of “enemy” was expanded to include U.S. citizens 
 

 Executive Order 2040 declared a national emergency 
 

 All citizens’ gold and assets were seized, and the people were treated as belligerents or 
enemy combatants under commercial/military law 

This established a commercial war against the people—administered in bankruptcy court-like 
proceedings where the judge is a trustee, not a public servant. 

 

 

Emergency Powers Continued 

 The emergency declared by FDR in 1933 was never lifted. 
 

 Senate Report 93-549 (1973) acknowledged that the U.S. remains in a permanent state of 
emergency 
 

 This legal fiction enables: 
 

o Executive orders to carry the weight of law 
 

o Civilian rights to be suspended 
 

o All administrative courts to operate under color of law 

 

Federal Reserve and War Finance 

The Federal Reserve Act of 1913 and TWEA combined: 

 Turned the people into the surety for national debt 
 

 Monetized human energy through birth certificates and social security numbers 
 

 Enabled wartime emergency finance structures to extract wealth from the population 

As sovereign men and women, we must rebut the presumption that we are enemy combatants in 
commerce or subjects of an emergency decree. 
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Banking, Bankruptcy, and Bondage: The Commercial 
Enslavement of a Nation 

The transformation of the United States from a constitutional republic into a bankrupt commercial 
enterprise began during the Civil War and culminated in the bankruptcy of 1933, which placed the 
American people into perpetual debt servitude via legal trickery and conversion into bond assets. 

 
1863: Civil War, Greenbacks, and the National Banking Act 

During the Civil War, Abraham Lincoln issued Greenbacks, bypassing private central banks. This 
incited retaliation from European financiers and laid the groundwork for: 

 National Banking Acts (1863–1864) – centralizing bank power and introducing government 
bonds as bank reserves 
 

 The beginning of federal debt financing 

Statutes at Large: 

 12 Stat. 665 (National Currency Act, 1863) 
 

 13 Stat. 99 (National Bank Act, 1864) 

 
1913: The Federal Reserve and Private Central Banking 

The Federal Reserve Act of 1913 (38 Stat. 251) established a private banking cartel to issue debt-
based currency: 

 Congress delegated its constitutional power (Art. I, § 8, Cl. 5) to coin money 
 

 Created legal tender based on interest-bearing debt 
 

 Tied all property and labor to this fraudulent money system 

Result: 

All men and women became collateral for the national debt via their birth certificates and labor pledges. 

1933: National Emergency and Bankruptcy 

Under Franklin D. Roosevelt, the U.S. declared bankruptcy: 

 Emergency Banking Relief Act (March 9, 1933) – (48 Stat. 1) 
 

 Gold Confiscation Act (Executive Order 6102) – compelled citizens to surrender gold under 
threat of imprisonment 
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 Trading With the Enemy Act (40 Stat. 411, 1917), amended in 1933 to declare Americans the 
enemy 

All citizens became: 

 Enemies of the State 
 

 Debtor franchises 
 

 Sureties for the bankrupt corporate government 

Congress admitted this in Senate Report 93-549 (1973): 

“...a majority of the American people have lived all their lives under emergency rule... Every aspect of 
their lives is governed by general public policy originating in emergency declarations.” 

 
 
Birth Certificates as Bonds 

Each certificate of live birth is securitized and monetized: 

 Registered through the Bureau of Vital Statistics 
 

 Transmitted to the Department of Commerce 
 

 Converted into a bonded trust traded on the open market 
 

 Generates interest for the benefit of foreign-controlled central banks 

This makes every American: 

 A corporate debtor 
 

 Held in constructive trust 
 

 Subject to commercial lien enforcement 

 

 
The Bankruptcy of the United States and the Commercialization of 
Life 

Conversion of the Republic into a Commercial Trust Estate 

The First Bankruptcy – 1863 

In the midst of the Civil War, President Abraham Lincoln declared a national emergency and placed the 
federal government under martial rule with Executive Order 100 (Lieber Code). Congress, having 
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dissolved sine die in 1861, was replaced by a de facto corporate board operating outside of the 
Constitutional Republic. 

By 1863, Lincoln bankrupted the original United States of America—the land jurisdiction, 
unincorporated—and created a new commercial entity: a Delaware corporation titled “The United States 
of America” which later became “UNITED STATES.” 

This process marked the beginning of treating the American people and their property as collateral. 
 

Statutory References 

 Lieber Code (1863) – Executive Order 100, established military jurisdiction over civil matters 
 

 Constitution of 1787 (Article I, §8, Clause 17) – Limited federal authority to 10 miles square; 
later violated by territorial overreach 
 

 28 U.S.C. § 3002(15)(a) – Confirms "United States" as a federal corporation, not a 
constitutional republic 
 

 HJR-192 of June 5, 1933 – Removed gold backing from currency and compelled Americans to 
discharge debt with future labor 
 

 

The Second Bankruptcy – 1933 
 
In response to the Great Depression, President Franklin D. Roosevelt declared a second national 
emergency. On March 9, 1933, Congress passed the Emergency Banking Relief Act, placing all 
property and assets of the American people under the control of the Treasury—as trustees for the 
creditors (primarily foreign banks). 

This action was paired with: 

 Executive Order 6102 – Forcibly seized private gold 
 

 HJR-192 (Public Law 73-10) – Suspended the obligation to pay debts in gold, forcing 
commercial use of paper instruments (fiat) 
 

 Creation of the Social Security Trust, birth certificates, and corporate franchises (strawmen) 
tied to each living man and woman 

Thus, every American became a surety to the bankrupt estate of “UNITED STATES,” and their labor was 
monetized through Treasury securities and bond markets under commercial UCC law. 

The Cycles of Corporate Restructuring 

 1907: First bankruptcy acknowledged, land and people used as collateral 
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 1933: Second bankruptcy; Americans became enemies of the state under Trading with the 
Enemy Act of 1917, as amended 
 

 1999: Bankruptcy finally settled; however, trusts not closed, and people's estates not returned 

 
 2015–2017: Municipal and territorial franchises placed into Chapter 7 and Chapter 11 

liquidation; efforts by Americans to reclaim their birthright estates initiated 
 
 

Result: All Courts Now Commercial 

With these changes: 

 All courts became statutory administrative tribunals, not Article III constitutional courts 
 

 All proceedings are presumed in rem (against the vessel/estate), not in personam (against the 
living man) 
 

 Judges act as administrative officers, not impartial arbiters 
 

 The Uniform Commercial Code (U.C.C.) became the overriding legal system 

Your NAME (e.g., JOHN Q. PUBLIC) is a transmitting utility, constructive trust, and commercial 
fiction, and the living man is presumed to be the surety and agent for it—unless rebutted. 

 

 

Bankruptcy, the War Powers Act, and the Hypothecation of the 
American People 

The transformation of America from a constitutional republic into a commercial entity was codified and 
finalized through a series of calculated financial, legal, and military enactments. Central to this shift was 
the bankruptcy of the United States and the invocation of emergency powers, which have never 
been rescinded. 

The Bankruptcy of 1933 

 March 9, 1933: Under Public Law 73-1, also known as the Emergency Banking Relief Act, 
President Franklin Delano Roosevelt declared a national emergency and suspended the gold 
standard, seizing all gold from American citizens via Executive Order 6102. 
 

 The Statutes at Large (48 Stat. 1, Ch. 1, March 9, 1933) removed the ability of the people to 
lawfully pay debts with gold or silver, forcing them into a debt-based system. 
 

 This Act amended the Trading with the Enemy Act of 1917 (40 Stat. 411), extending it to apply 
to American citizens by redefining them as “enemies of the state.” 
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Implication: The federal government declared bankruptcy and pledged the labor and future assets of 
the American people as collateral to the Federal Reserve Bank, a private institution. 

"The money and property of the American people were confiscated and placed in trust with the Federal 
Reserve as creditor, rendering all Americans sureties to the national debt." 

 

War Powers and Emergency Jurisdiction 

Since 1933, the President has exercised extraordinary emergency powers under the War Powers Act, 
and Congress has failed to rescind the declaration of emergency. 

 As of today, these emergency powers continue to supersede constitutional protections. 

 The courts operate under commercial admiralty/military law through the use of: 
 

o Gold-fringed flags (military jurisdiction) 
 

o Administrative procedures 
 

o Silent judicial notice of emergency statutes 

See: Senate Report 93-549 (1973) – “Since March 9, 1933, the United States has been in a state of 
declared national emergency. These proclamations give force to 470 provisions of Federal law. Under the 
powers delegated by these statutes, the President may: seize property, organize and control the means 
of production, seize commodities, assign military forces abroad, institute martial law...” 

 

Hypothecation of the American People 

The bankruptcy and emergency declarations resulted in a systemic hypothecation of the American 
populace: 

 Birth certificates became certificates of live birth used to generate CUSIP-linked trust 
accounts. 
 

 Each newborn’s identity was converted into a legal fiction, enabling the securitization of their 
future labor. 
 

 These entities are then traded on international securities markets as sureties for U.S. debt. 

This scheme created a corporate franchise system, wherein the living man or woman is presumed to 
be the agent or surety of a bankrupt debtor – their all-capitalized name. 

“The ultimate ownership of all property is in the State; individual so-called ownership is only by virtue of 
government.” – Senate Document No. 43 (1933) 
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Equity vs. Law – The Role of Chancery, Trust, and the BAR 

The degradation of constitutional common law in favor of equity and statutory administration is central to 
understanding how the lawful rights of Americans were supplanted by trust-based equity systems 
controlled by foreign principles and private legal guilds. 

The Two Jurisdictions: Law vs. Equity 

 Common Law: Based on natural rights, customs, and the jury trial system. It recognizes life, 
liberty, property, and due process as inherent and unalienable rights. 
 

 Equity/Chancery Law: Developed to resolve disputes where legal remedies were insufficient, 
administered by a judge, not a jury. It is discretionary and often operates through trusts. 

"Equity acts in personam, not in rem" — meaning it acts against the person, not the thing. 

In post-Civil War America, equity increasingly displaced common law: 

 Reconstruction Acts of 1867 implemented military courts and special equity tribunals in 
southern states. 
 

 The Judiciary Act of 1875 (18 Stat. 470) opened the door to federal courts assuming equity 
jurisdiction over all matters involving “commerce” and “contracts.” 

 
 

The Role of Trust Law and Legal Fictions 

From Unam Sanctam (1302) to the Cestui Que Vie Act (1666), trust law became the mechanism by 
which living people were declared lost at sea, civilly dead, and placed into constructive trusts 
administered by the state. 

Under the Cestui Que Vie Act, if a person was presumed dead or lost at sea for seven years, their estate 
could be claimed by the crown or state. 

By issuing birth certificates, the state presumed the creation of a legal trust: 

 You: the beneficiary (unless you rebut) 
 

 The State: the trustee 
 

 The Legal Fiction (your NAME): the res 

This conversion allows equity courts to adjudicate administrative contracts and commercial claims, 
bypassing jury trials and common law procedure. 
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The BAR Association and Foreign Influence 

 The British Accreditation Registry (B.A.R.) was formalized in the U.S. by the Treaty of 1947 
and the Administrative Procedures Act of 1946. 
 

 The American BAR Association operates as a private foreign guild, not an Article I or III 
institution. 
 

 Members of the BAR (attorneys) are “officers of the court” and thus serve the interests of the 
court as a corporation, not the people. 

According to the 1950 report by the 81st Congress, the BAR was found to have communist origins and 
functions under foreign allegiance. 

Statutes at Large Note: 

 Act of Congress, April 10, 1816 (3 Stat. 261) repealed the first central bank. 
 

 Titles of Nobility Amendment (1810) intended to prohibit anyone with allegiance to foreign 
entities (e.g., barons, esquires) from holding public office. 

 

 

Administrative Courts and the Displacement of Article III Judiciary 

The U.S. Constitution guarantees that the judicial power of the United States shall be vested in one 
Supreme Court and such inferior courts as Congress may establish under Article III, Section 1. These 
courts are bound to the Constitution, with life-tenured judges and jurisdiction over “cases in law and 
equity.” However, this structure has been systematically displaced by a proliferation of Article I and 
Article IV tribunals—administrative and legislative courts acting under commercial and territorial 
jurisdiction. 

 

The Rise of Article I “Legislative” Tribunals 

Under Article I, Section 8, Congress was granted the power to create courts for special jurisdictions, 
including: 

 Military courts (e.g., Courts Martial) 
 

 Tax courts 
 

 Bankruptcy courts 
 

 Administrative agencies 

These legislative courts are not bound to uphold the Constitution as Article III courts are. They: 
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 Operate via codes, rules, and policy—not common law 
 

 Enforce corporate statutes, not organic law 
 

 Presume the jurisdiction of contracts and franchises 

Relevant citations: 

 American Insurance Co. v. Canter, 26 U.S. (1 Pet.) 511 (1828) – distinguishes Article I and Article 
III courts 
 

 Northern Pipeline Co. v. Marathon Pipe Line Co., 458 U.S. 50 (1982) – limitation on Article I 
judges’ power 

The Fraud of De Facto Courts and Color of Law 

Many state and federal courts now function under: 

 Color of law – appearance of legal authority without lawful power 
 

 De facto jurisdiction – not derived from consent of the governed 
 

 Corporate code enforcement – not based on natural law or equity 

These courts: 

 Fly gold-fringed flags symbolizing military or admiralty jurisdiction 
 

 Refer to the individual as a corporate entity or “person” 
 

 Deny full due process under the Bill of Rights 

Key violation: 

Denial of Article VI Supremacy Clause and the full scope of unalienable rights protected by Article III 
courts. 

 

Territorial Jurisdiction via Article IV 

Under Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2, Congress has exclusive authority over: 

 Federal territories (e.g., D.C., Puerto Rico, Guam) 
 

 Enclaves under federal jurisdiction 

But this limited power has been fraudulently expanded: 

 By defining all states as territories or corporate subsidiaries 
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 By replacing state common law courts with franchise courts 

This creates: 

 A dual jurisdiction trap: one for sovereign men and women, and another for corporate 
“citizens” 
 

 A judicial system that recognizes only statutory persons, not living men and women 

“There are no Judicial Courts in America and there has not been since 1789. Judges do not enforce 
Statutes and Codes. Executive Administrators enforce Statutes and Codes.” 
– FRC v. GE, 281 U.S. 464 (1930) 

 

 

 

Administrative Jurisdiction, Color of Law, and Denial of Due 
Process 

How the Courts Became Instruments of Commercial Enforcement 

Transition from Constitutional to Administrative Courts 

The Administrative Procedure Act of 1946 (APA), codified at 5 U.S.C. §§ 551–559, formally 
established the administrative state by allowing executive agencies to operate with judicial-like 
authority, creating tribunals that simulate court proceedings while bypassing core constitutional 
protections. 

Instead of being tried in Article III constitutional courts, Americans increasingly find themselves before 
Article I legislative tribunals, Article IV territorial courts, or Article II executive forums, where: 

 Judges act as executive administrators, not impartial adjudicators 
 

 The rules of evidence and procedure are often bypassed or rewritten by agency discretion 
The presumption of administrative supremacy and commercial contract enforcement 
supersedes common law protections 

 

Legal References 

 Administrative Procedure Act (1946) – 5 U.S.C. §§ 551–559: Created framework for 
administrative tribunals 
 

 5 U.S.C. § 706 – Courts must hold unlawful and set aside agency action that is arbitrary, 
capricious, or an abuse of discretion 
 



 

The American Justice System      Page 60 of 114 

 Rule 11(b), Federal Rules of Civil Procedure – Requires honesty and factual basis in court 
filings, routinely violated under color of office 
 

 Rule 5.1 – Constitutional challenges must be certified and noticed to the Attorney General 
 

 Title 18 U.S.C. § 242 – Criminalizes the deprivation of rights under color of law 
 

 INS v. Chadha, 462 U.S. 919 (1983) – Declared that legislative vetoes of administrative actions 
were unconstitutional, reaffirming separation of powers 

 

 “Color of Law” Defined 

The term color of law refers to actions taken by government officials that appear lawful, but lack lawful 
authority. These include: 

 Issuance of orders without due process 
 

 Enforcement of statutes contrary to constitutional rights 
 

 Presumption of jurisdiction without factual record or contract 

When actors proceed under color of law, they violate due process, equal protection, and lawful 
jurisdiction, exposing themselves to civil and criminal liability. 

 
Denial of Due Process: The Modern Pattern 

Today’s “courts” regularly: 

 Deny meaningful hearings by filtering cases through clerks, magistrates, or administrative 
rulings 
 

 Use summary judgment or ex parte decisions to deny adversarial process 
 

 Block confrontation of accusers in violation of the Sixth Amendment 
 

 Conceal the nature of the venue (military, territorial, maritime) from participants 

Such denials are not just procedural defects—they are substantive deprivations of unalienable rights 
under the original Constitution, treaties, and international human rights norms. 

 

“An act of usurpation is not obligatory; it is not law and any man may be justified in his 
resistance.” 
— 2 Elliott’s Debates, 94 
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Equity vs. Law: Fraudulent Joinder and Administrative Enforcement 
of Contracts 

How the Court System Operates by Assumption and Color of Law 

Dual Jurisdiction: Equity and Law 

The American legal system is split between two primary jurisdictions: 

1. Law (Common Law or Constitutional Law) – Protects rights of living people, based on truth, 
justice, and due process. 
 

2. Equity (Commercial/Admiralty/Administrative Law) – Deals with contracts, obligations, and 
fiduciary duties under trusts or corporate charters. 

The trick lies in fraudulently shifting cases from law to equity using undisclosed contracts and legal 
presumptions. 

 

Fraudulent Joinder: Trick of Names and Roles 

When a living man or woman walks into court, without challenging jurisdiction, the court presumes 
they are: 

 A legal fiction, not a man or woman 
 

 Surety for the debtor trust (the ALL CAPS NAME) 
 

 An agent under administrative contract 

This process is called joinder, where the man is joined to the person/corporate entity. Once this is done, 
constitutional protections no longer apply. You are now under equity, not law. 

Equity Contracts and Administrative Enforcement 

Once jurisdiction is presumed and joinder occurs, the court acts administratively, not judicially. This 
means: 

 The judge becomes a trustee or administrator, not an Article III judicial officer. 
 

 You are presumed to be a beneficiary or trustee of a Cestui Que Vie trust. 
 

 The proceedings are not true "trials" but commercial enforcement hearings. 
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Key Statutes, Doctrines, and Case Law 

 Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, Rule 11(b) – Requires truth in pleadings, but only applies if 
the proceeding is truly judicial. 
 

 Rule 5.1 – Constitutional challenge rule, rarely granted because courts treat most challenges as 
administrative. 
 

 Title 5 U.S.C. § 706 – Limits to judicial review of administrative agency actions. 
 

 Judiciary Act of 1789, § 11 & § 25 – Originally separated common law courts from equity and 
gave limits to judicial power. 
 

 INS v. Chadha, 462 U.S. 919 (1983) – Prohibited legislative veto over executive actions, 
emphasizing separation of powers. 
 

 Ex Parte Milligan, 71 U.S. 2 (1866) – Reaffirmed that martial or military law cannot be imposed 
where civil courts are open. 

 

 

Administrative vs Judicial 

Feature Judicial (Law) Administrative (Equity) 

Standing Man or woman Legal fiction / Trust / Person 

Court Type Article III Constitutional Court Article I Legislative Tribunal 

Remedy Damages, Justice, Restitution 
Enforcement of 
obligations/contracts 

Rights Inalienable, protected Privileges, revocable 

Judge’s Role Neutral adjudicator Trustee/Administrator 

 

 

Presumption Must Be Rebutted 

Unless rebutted: 

 The judge will act in fiduciary or administrative capacity 
 

 The court will proceed under equity or admiralty jurisdiction 
 

 The man or woman is presumed to be a surety for the trust/debtor entity 

“Silence is acquiescence.” – Maxim of Law 
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The Court as Administrator of the Trust 

Clerks, Judges, and Prosecutors as Fiduciaries in a Commercial Estate System 

 

Reframing the Courtroom: Not Judicial, but Administrative 

Modern “courts” are not Article III judicial courts under the Constitution. Instead, most are: 

 Administrative tribunals 
 

 Functioning under commercial trust law 
 

 Managing the affairs of presumed “decedents” or corporate fictions 

They operate under color of law, executing procedures from the Uniform Commercial Code (UCC) and 
Administrative Procedures Acts rather than the Constitution. 

 

Role of the Judge: Administrator, Not Arbiter 

The judge’s true role in most proceedings is that of: 

 Trust administrator over the legal fiction (the all-caps NAME, a Cestui Que Vie Trust) 
 

 A bankruptcy trustee managing a case file for revenue generation 
 

 An agent of the court corporation, bonded through risk management and insurance systems 
(discussed in Section XXV) 

As executor de son tort, if the judge acts outside a verified and accepted fiduciary contract, he or she 
incurs personal liability under trust law and the UCC. 

 

Clerks of Court: Executors of the Estate 

Court clerks: 

 File and maintain the estate record 
 

 Determine docket and procedural flow 
 

 Accept and monetize filings through CRIS (Court Registry Investment System) 

Clerks act as primary fiduciaries, managing your estate property (your case, filings, and declared 
rights) unless rebutted with a challenge to jurisdiction and a correction of status and record. 
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Prosecutors: Administrators for the Beneficiary (State) 

Prosecutors represent the real party in interest: 

 The STATE, as beneficiary of the trust created by your all-caps NAME 
 

 They are not bringing a complaint from a harmed party (as required in true criminal law under 
the Sixth Amendment) 
 

 Their interest is commercial: to ensure the trust (estate) pays up or pleads into settlement 

Without a verified injured party, their appearance is ultra vires and should be objected to with 
constructive notice and demand for presentment of the injured claimant. 

 

The Fraud in Procedure 

The process is inverted: 

 You, the living man/woman, are presumed dead, incompetent, or missing at sea 
 

 The court acts as executor unless you rebut the presumption by entering as the living 
beneficiary of the estate 
 

 Failure to object = tacit consent = further bonding and monetization of your “estate” 

 

The Role of the Bar and Court Rules 

Attorneys are officers of the court and bound by rules of procedure, not by your rights: 

 Rule 11(b): Sanctions are imposed on pleadings not conforming to procedural fiction 
 

 Rule 5.1: Constitutional challenges must be pre-noticed to the Attorney General 
 

 Title 5 USC § 706–708: Courts are administrative and review only agency actions, not true 
judicial disputes 

In short, the court sees itself as a corporate oversight body—not a venue for justice, but a forum for 
performance, settlement, and monetization. 
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The Reconstruction Acts and the Military Overlay on Civil 
Government 

Martial Rule, De Facto Governance, and the Erosion of Lawful State Authority 

The Civil War as Pretext for Structural Overhaul 

The War Between the States (1861–1865) was not just a war over slavery or union, but a pivotal point 
used to: 

 Suspend the lawful de jure government 
 

 Replace it with a de facto military governance structure 
 

 Enable the federal government to act ultra vires—beyond the limits of constitutional authority 

 

Congress Adjourns Sine Die 

On March 27, 1861, Congress adjourned sine die (without a day to reconvene). This act: 

 Left the federal government without a lawful quorum 
 

 Ended lawful legislative process under Article I, Section 7 
 

 Enabled President Lincoln to operate as Commander-in-Chief under martial law 

This marked the silent conversion of the Republic into a military district—a permanent state of 
emergency that has never been rescinded. 

 

Reconstruction Acts of 1867 

Congress passed the Reconstruction Acts (First Act: March 2, 1867, 14 Stat. 428) to: 

 Divide the southern states into five military districts 
 

 Subject civilian governments to military control 
 

 Require new constitutions and oaths of loyalty 
 

 Impose martial rule, not civil law 

These Acts were repugnant to the Constitution, violating: 

 Article IV, Section 4: Guarantee of a republican form of government 
 

 Article I, Section 9, Clause 3: Prohibition against bills of attainder 
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 Article II, Section 2: Separation of powers 

 

Ex Parte Milligan (1866) 

In Ex Parte Milligan, 71 U.S. 2 (1866), the Supreme Court declared: 

“Martial law cannot arise from a threatened invasion. It exists only when the courts are actually closed.” 

Despite this landmark decision, the Reconstruction Acts directly contravened the ruling by keeping 
military courts open even while civil courts functioned. 

 

Dual Governments Created 

Post-Reconstruction, two governments were installed in every state: 

 De jure government – The original state, unincorporated, by the people 
 

 De facto franchise government – A territorial entity under federal control (e.g., State of Florida, 
Commonwealth of Virginia) 

The District of Columbia Organic Act of 1871 (16 Stat. 419) institutionalized this structure by: 

 Creating a corporate municipal government for the federal district 
 

 Establishing the United States as a federal corporation under 28 U.S.C. § 3002(15)(A) 

 

Martial Rule Never Lifted 

Every president since Lincoln has renewed the national emergency, maintaining: 

 Executive rule via War Powers 
 

 Federal and military overlay on state functions 
 

 Suppression of constitutional protections in favor of administrative codes 

The result is an illusion of self-governance, when in fact: 

“All government today is de facto and operating under martial rule.” 
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The U.S. Legal System as an Administrative Franchise of a Foreign 
Trust Network 

BAR Associations, Northern Trust Corporate Oversight, and Private Securities 
Administration 

 

The United States as a Corporate Franchise 

The post-Civil War Reconstruction Acts and the Organic Act of 1871 (16 Stat. 419, Ch. 62) 
established: 

 The District of Columbia as a municipal corporation 
 

 The transformation of the constitutional government into a corporate entity under international 
commercial law 
 

 The new entity operates under corporate charter rules and admiralty equity, not the original 
common law republic 

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 3002(15)(a): 

“The United States” means a Federal corporation. 

This is not an idle description—it is a legal identity. 

 

Administrative Control: BAR, IRS, SEC, and Northern Trust 

1. BAR Associations (British Accreditation Registry) 
 

o A foreign agent registry under the Crown Temple in the City of London 
 

o Lawyers are officers of the court first—not fiduciaries for their clients 
 

o BAR members operate as trustees and administrators, presuming the living man is 
incompetent and "lost at sea" 
 

2. Internal Revenue Service (IRS) 
 

o Originally a Puerto Rican Trust Entity operating under foreign jurisdiction 
 

o Acts as collection agent for the Federal Reserve Bank, itself a private consortium 
 

o Taxes are presumed voluntary excise under commerce clause jurisdiction, not direct 
taxes under the Constitution 
 

o Revenue collected is largely used to pay off national debt owed to foreign banks 
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3. Securities and Exchange Commission (SEC) 
 

o Regulates the securitization of trusts, including court bonds, birth certificate bonds, 
and legal judgments 
 

o Court cases, fines, and incarcerations are securitized through CRIS (Court Registry 
Investment System) and sold as investments 
 

o Every docket becomes an asset in a commercial system 
 
 

4. Northern Trust Corporation 
 

o One of the key fiduciary arms managing U.S. estate and trust assets 
 

o Operates as a global asset management firm and acts as custodian for government-
held assets 
 

o Trusted with municipal pension funds, court-ordered estate holdings, and other 
fiduciary obligations 
 

o Coordinates with federal judicial trusts, further entrenching the commercialization of 
public institutions 

 

Evidence of Trust and Estate Management of the People 

Every American is presumed by the system to be: 

 A trust asset, not the trust controller 
 

 An incompetent minor, incapable of managing their own affairs 
 

 A surety for the bankrupt U.S. municipal corporation since House Joint Resolution 192 (June 
5, 1933), which suspended the obligation to pay debts in gold 

All economic activity, legal cases, and personal property are converted into trust corpus—held and 
administrated by third-party corporations operating in equity jurisdiction. 

 

Ultra Vires Jurisdiction and Presumption of Death 

The system presumes: 

 You consent to its jurisdiction by silence or participation 
 

 You are a commercial vessel, not a living man/woman 
 

 You are a surety, not a creditor 
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To rebut this: 

 One must challenge jurisdiction constructively and expressly 
 

 One must reclaim their living status via lawful notice and testimony affidavit 
 

 One must hold administrators liable for operating ultra vires and in breach of trust 

 

 

 

Foreign Origins and Structural Allegiance of the BAR 
Association 

The B.A.R. (British Accredited Registry) is a private, foreign-origin guild historically tied to the Crown 
Temple in the City of London, operating beyond the constitutional authority of the American republic. Its 
role within the American legal system is not rooted in public service, but rather in the enforcement of 
private commercial contracts, ecclesiastical equity, and trust administration under color of law. 

BAR members, including attorneys, judges, and clerks, swear allegiance not to the Constitution or 
the People, but to the court and the BAR itself. These courts operate not as Article III constitutional 
courts, but as private commercial tribunals, often under the guise of public authority. Their enforcement 
powers are corporate and contractual, not derived from common law or the organic Constitution. 

Legal and Administrative Citations Confirming Foreign BAR Status: 

 Foreign Agents Registration Act (FARA), 22 U.S.C. §§ 611–621: Requires agents acting under 
control of foreign principals to disclose their affiliation. The BAR and its members are not exempt. 
 

 Title 22 CFR §§ 92.12–92.31 (Foreign Counsel Regulations): Confirms the classification of 
attorneys admitted under BAR associations as foreign agents. 
 

 Executive Order 10422 (1953): Reaffirms the registration protocols for foreign attorneys 
operating within the United States. 
 

 28 U.S. Code §§ 1602–1611 (Foreign Sovereign Immunities Act): Defines roles of foreign 
agents, under which BAR attorneys operate when pledging loyalty to international or private 
tribunals. 

The American Bar Association (ABA) and state-level BARs (e.g., State Bar of California, Texas Bar, 
Florida Bar) are corporate franchises and non-governmental entities. Despite their pervasive influence, 
they are not state agencies, and their authority is derived from contractual and commercial 
regulatory codes, not sovereign law. 

Structural Role of BAR Members: 

 Serve as administrative officers, not as counsel for living men or women. 
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 Enforce private trust contracts, often under ecclesiastical or canon law traditions (e.g., Cestui 
Que Vie trust). 
 

 Act as constructive trustees once a person “appears” in court, thereby granting consent to be 
administrated as a legal estate (estate trust or decedent status under legal fiction). 
 

 Operate under a code of silence, protected by internal BAR oversight and legal immunity (unless 
challenged for ultra vires actions or fiduciary breaches). 

This syndicate's primary allegiance is not justice — it is the preservation of the court’s financial 
interest, enforcement of bonding schemes, and operation of a judicial system as a commercial 
revenue-generating trust network. 

 

 

Commercial Governance and the Role of BAR Syndicates in Judicial 
Administration 

State-Level UCC Frameworks, Bonding Schemes, and Corporate Court Structures 

Each of the 50 states operates under a uniform commercial overlay, enacting the Uniform 
Commercial Code (UCC) and integrating bonding requirements, fiduciary roles, and judicial functions 
into a commercial system. This system is standardized nationwide and reinforced through each state’s 
adoption of UCC titles, insurance codes, and BAR governance—ensuring structural uniformity under a 
corporate debt-based legal model. 

Key Features of the State-Level Model: 

1. Adoption of the UCC: 
 

o All states have adopted the UCC in full or substantial form (e.g., UCC Articles 1–9), 
making commercial law the default operative law, even where it displaces or overrides 
traditional common law remedies. 
 

o Foundational provision: 

UCC §1-103(b) or state variants confirm that **“principles of law and equity, including the 
law merchant and the law relative to capacity to contract, principal and agent, estoppel, 
fraud, misrepresentation, duress, coercion, mistake, bankruptcy, or other validating or 
invalidating cause shall supplement the provisions of this Act.”` 

2. Integration of Bonding and Risk Pooling: 
 

o Public actors, including judges, clerks, attorneys, sheriffs, and other officials, are 
bonded through state risk management pools or private insurance markets. 
 

o These bonds are not merely for liability; they serve as financial guarantees and 
security instruments, collateralized and reported in government accounting under 
CAFR (Comprehensive Annual Financial Reports). 
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o Statutes often require insurance certificates, but fail to disclose bonding status to the 
public. Once bonded, court actors become financial fiduciaries, not neutral agents. 
 

3. BAR Governance Codified in State Statutes: 
 

o Each state’s BAR operates as a private regulatory guild, issuing licenses and 
disciplinary action internally — outside of public control. 
 

o Though BARs are administered under Supreme Court jurisdiction, they are 
corporate bodies, not judicial branches. Membership is voluntary yet required for legal 
practice — an anti-competitive monopoly under anti-trust scrutiny. 

 

Selected State Examples: 

South Dakota 

 SDCL Title 57 (Commercial Code): Full UCC integration, including secured transactions and 
trust equity overlays. 
 

 SDCL Title 58 (Insurance & Bonding): Public officers are bonded, especially attorneys and 
judges; governed under §58-1-26+. 
 

 Courts Have DUNS Numbers: Verified in the Dun & Bradstreet registry, confirming corporate 
entity status, not constitutional office. 
 

 These courts operate through commercial administrative rules, often devoid of a true common 
law foundation. 

California 

 California Commercial Code §§1101–13110: Entire UCC structure adopted; used in all litigation 
and lien enforcement. 
 

 Business & Professions Code §6000+: Regulates the State Bar as a corporate body licensing 
legal actors. 
 

 Gov. Code §§820.1–825.6: Judges and attorneys must be bonded; ultra vires actions void 
immunity. 
 

 Courts are assigned DUNS numbers, evidencing status as corporate instruments. 

Texas 

 UCC Adoption through Business and Commerce Code. 
 

 Gov. Code §81.001–81.115: Defines Texas BAR as an arm of the Supreme Court but functions 
as a private commercial registry. 
 

 Insurance Code §§3503–3505: Requires bonding for officers and trustees. 
 

 Judicial system operates as a bonded enforcement mechanism, not a neutral arbiter. 
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New York 

 Primary jurisdiction for UCC securities law worldwide. 
 

 NY Judiciary Law §90: Establishes a fiduciary trustee role for BAR members. 
 

 State courts have DUNS & CAGE Codes, participate in global financial systems. 
 

 Judgments and claims pass through trust systems and are often bonded and monetized. 

 
Florida 

 Title XXXIX (UCC Chapters 671–680): Fully integrated commercial law framework. 
 

 Chapter 454: Florida BAR defined as a private legal corporation — not a government agency. 
 

 Florida Statutes §624–629: Outline bonding, licensing, and fiduciary authority for all legal actors. 
 

 Every court in Florida carries a DUNS number, establishing its role in commercial enforcement, 
not constitutional jurisdiction. 

 
Every state is operating under a dual system — one outwardly constitutional and public, the other 
covertly commercial and bonded. Legal proceedings are structured through equity, trust law, and 
commercial paper enforcement, regulated not by the people or legislatures, but by BAR syndicates and 
financial trusts. 

 

 

The BAR Syndicate, Cestui Que Vie Trusts, and Constructive 
Fiduciary Conversion 

 

The BAR as a Foreign Legal Syndicate 

Despite the public image of a neutral legal profession, BAR associations operate as private, foreign-
aligned legal guilds administering commercial law under ecclesiastical equity, not constitutional 
justice: 

 British Accredited Registry (B.A.R.): Not an American creation. Originates from the Crown 
Temple in the City of London — a private estate under foreign ecclesiastical authority. 
 

 BAR Attorneys are Foreign Agents: 
 

o 22 CFR §§ 92.12–92.31: Establishes that attorneys operating under BAR registration are 
subject to foreign principal regulations. 
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o Foreign Agents Registration Act (FARA), 22 U.S.C. §§ 611–621: Requires disclosure 
for agents of foreign principals. BAR attorneys fail to disclose this status publicly. 
 

o Executive Order 10422 (1953): Reinforces registration requirements for foreign 
attorneys. 
 

 Dual Allegiance: 
Attorneys and judges pledge loyalty to the BAR and the court, not to the U.S. Constitution or 
the People. Their first obligation is to the administrative jurisdiction, making them 
constructive trustees for the state and court system — not private fiduciaries for their clients. 

 

BAR Members as Estate Administrators 

BAR attorneys function in practice as licensed estate administrators or constructive trustees under 
hidden commercial trust law: 

 Cestui Que Vie Trust Structure: 
 

o Originating in 1540s British law, a Cestui Que Vie trust is created when a living man or 
woman is presumed legally “dead” or missing from the land. 
 

o This doctrine is still silently recognized through court procedure when: 
 

 One is declared incompetent, a ward of the court, or legally bonded. 
 

 A trust or estate in their name is administratively handled by court actors. 
 

 Constructive Trusteeship: 
When a man or woman “appears” in court, attorneys are empowered to administer their legal 
estate (ALL CAPS NAME) without disclosure. Through procedure and presumption: 
 

o The court becomes the beneficiary. 
 

o The judge or clerk becomes the executor. 
 

o The attorney becomes the trustee. 

This arrangement violates: 

o Fiduciary ethics 
 

o Article III judicial separation 
 

o Canon law against undeclared trusteeship 

 

Commercial Bonding and Monetization of Legal Identity 

Once a person is bonded and presumed “in trust,” all actions involving that estate become financial 
transactions: 
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 Bonds and Surety Instruments: 
o Courts issue appearance bonds, performance bonds, and fidelity instruments, often 

with CUSIP numbers, converting civil proceedings into securitized events. 
 

 Trust Law Supersedes Constitution: 
 

o Since these proceedings are done under constructive trust principles, the actual 
protections of the Constitution are bypassed by equity discretion. 
 

o Erie Railroad v. Tompkins, 304 U.S. 64 (1938): Eliminated general federal common 
law, opening the door to private equity jurisdiction. 

Violations and Legal Fraud 

The operation of the BAR in this context represents systemic fraud, misrepresentation, and anti-
competitive behavior: 

 United States v. Throckmorton, 98 U.S. 61 (1878): 
“Fraud vitiates everything.” The concealment of foreign agency and fiduciary intent invalidates 
lawful process. 
 

 Cruden v. Neale, 2 N.C. 338 (1796): 
A free man is governed by consent, not concealed fiduciary devices. 
 

 Sherman and Clayton Anti-Trust Acts: 
The BAR’s monopolization of representation and trust management constitutes an illegal 
commercial cartel. 
 

 Clearfield Trust Co. v. U.S., 318 U.S. 363 (1943): 
When government enters commerce (via bonding), it loses its sovereign immunity and becomes a 
private actor subject to liability. 

 

Implication: No True Access to Justice 

The result of this construct is stark: 

“No man or woman can obtain justice while the court is a private tribunal, the judge is an administrative 
clerk, and the attorney is a bonded debt collector for a bankrupt corporate trust system.” 
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BAR Attorneys as Estate Seizers and Trust Administrators 

A. Treaty and Statutory Basis for Foreign Agency and Legal Usurpation 

 BAR Treaty of 1947: The American Bar Association pledged to harmonize U.S. legal practices 
with international law via the United Nations, the Pan-American Union, and related 
transnational entities. This confirms the BAR’s supranational allegiance. 
 

 Foreign Agents Registration Act (FARA), 22 U.S.C. §§ 611–621: Requires any agent of a 
foreign principal—including associations operating under international treaties—to disclose their 
foreign ties. Most BAR attorneys operate without compliance, constituting constructive fraud. 
 

 Clearfield Trust Co. v. United States, 318 U.S. 363 (1943): The federal government, when 
engaging in commercial activity, loses its sovereign immunity and is subject to the same 
liabilities as a private party. 
 

 Norton v. Shelby County, 118 U.S. 425 (1886): Any act performed under an unconstitutional or 
foreign-derived authority is void ab initio—invalid from inception. 
 

 Ex parte Milligan, 71 U.S. 2 (1866): Civil courts cannot be displaced by military or 
administrative tribunals while open and operational. 
 

 Erie Railroad v. Tompkins, 304 U.S. 64 (1938): Abolished federal “general common law,” thus 
all binding law must be statutory or constitutional—not private BAR codes. 
 

 United States v. Throckmorton, 98 U.S. 61 (1878): Fraud vitiates everything—any 
proceeding based on concealed foreign agency (i.e., BAR licensing) is presumptively fraudulent. 
 

 Cruden v. Neale, 2 N.C. 338 (1796): Reaffirms that free men are bound only by consent 
under natural law, not by covert trust instruments. 
 

 Supremacy Clause, U.S. Const. Art. VI: Declares that any treaty or practice repugnant to the 
Constitution is null and void. 
 

B. Federal Statutory Mechanisms of Judicial Securitization and Fraud 

These four statutes demonstrate the codified infrastructure converting court operations into trust 
enforcement and financial securitization mechanisms: 

 

1. TEFRA (Tax Equity and Fiscal Responsibility Act of 1982) 

 Citation: Pub. L. 97–248, 96 Stat. 324 
 

 Effect: Presumes “taxpayer” status upon all individuals, enabling bonding via IRS records. 
Converts persons into collateralized sureties without judicial review. 
 

 Relevance: Lays groundwork for identity securitization and enforcement of unconsented trusts 
under commercial code and administrative law. 
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2. FIRREA (Financial Institutions Reform, Recovery, and Enforcement Act of 1989) 

 Citation: Pub. L. 101–73, 103 Stat. 183 
 

 Effect: Grants DOJ authority to prosecute fiduciary fraud. Criminalizes unauthorized trust 
conversion and non-disclosure of fiduciary capacity. 
 

 Relevance: Applies directly to courts and BAR officers who engage in hidden trust conversion, 
performance bonding, or estate seizure under false fiduciary roles. 

 

3. USAPA (USA PATRIOT Act, 2001) 

 Citation: Pub. L. 107–56 
 

 Effect: Authorizes surveillance and enforcement of domestic “financial crimes,” including coercion 
via courts, bail systems, or bonded fiduciary status. 
 

 Relevance: Court-initiated securitization and financial targeting become prosecutable domestic 
economic warfare. 

 

4. Edge Act of 1919 

 Citation: 12 U.S.C. §§ 611–632 
 

 Effect: Allows banks to engage in foreign securities exchange, including judicial and municipal 
bond trading. 
 

 Relevance: Judicial instruments such as appearance bonds, CUSIP securities, and court trust 
instruments are routed internationally, proving courts function as financial clearinghouses. 

 

C. Conclusion: Constructive Fraud and Constitutional Breach 

Cumulatively, the statutes and case law confirm: 

 Courts have redefined legal identity into bonded commercial entities. 
 

 Judges and attorneys act as undisclosed fiduciary administrators in equity jurisdiction, often 
enforcing hidden trusts against the people. 
 

 BAR members are not public officers, but corporate trustees managing estates, collateral, and 
securities. 
 

 The Constitution is subverted, natural rights are obscured, and remedies are blocked by a 
system operating on concealment and consent traps. 

This reveals the dual-use fraud: public courts masking private commercial enforcement, enabled by 
attorneys operating as bonded estate seizers under trust law. 
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Court Corporatization, Bonding Infrastructure, and DUNS/CAGE 
Registry Evidence 

Corporate Registration of Courts and Government Actors 

State and federal courts in the United States are not structured as constitutional bodies under Article 
III or common law authority. Instead, they are registered as private corporations, verified through: 

 DUNS Numbers (Data Universal Numbering System): 
o Maintained by Dun & Bradstreet, a global commercial registry. 
o Every county, state, and federal court — including district attorneys, clerks, and 

sheriffs — has a DUNS number, signifying a commercial entity. 
 

 CAGE Codes (Commercial and Government Entity codes): 
 

o Found in SAM.gov — the federal procurement portal. 
 

o Courts, agencies, and even individual departments are registered vendors or 
contractors, with corporate identifiers. 

Examples: 

 California Superior Courts, Texas Probate Courts, and Florida County Courts are each 
individually registered with: 
 

o DUNS numbers for commercial banking and liability purposes. 
 

o Corporate mailing addresses separate from constitutional jurisdictions. 
 

o Proof of foreign financial integration via CAFR disclosures and municipal bond listings. 

 

CAFRs and Hidden Financial Instruments 

CAFRs (Comprehensive Annual Financial Reports) are the unified accounting records of government 
entities that reveal: 

 Off-balance-sheet trust accounts, not shown in standard budgets. 

 Court-generated revenue from: 
 

o Fines, fees, forfeitures 
 

o Bond yields and insurance premiums 
 

o Civil asset forfeiture proceeds 

These revenues are pooled and managed by: 

 Custodial banks such as Northern Trust, BNY Mellon, and State Street. 
 

 Legal underwriters issuing commercial securities using the legal identity of the individual 
brought before the court. 
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Bonding Infrastructure: The Hidden Chain 

Every legal actor is bonded — not to the Constitution — but to the performance and risk pool of the 
commercial court enterprise: 

 Insurance & Bonding Laws (State-Level): 
 

o South Dakota SDCL §58, California Government Code §820–825, Florida Statutes 
§624–§629, etc. 
 

o Require judges, attorneys, and clerks to hold surety bonds and malpractice liability — 
often managed privately. 
 

 Fidelity Bonds and Performance Insurance: 
 

o Court actors are indemnified against claims by the risk pool, meaning: 
 

 Any wrongdoing is settled administratively through insurance, not civil court. 
 

 Plaintiffs are often blocked from real remedies, as bonds are concealed and 
rarely disclosed. 
 

 Bond Violations are Ultra Vires Acts: 
 

o If an attorney, judge, or officer exceeds their bonded scope, their acts are considered: 
 

 Commercially void (not backed by insurer) 
 

 Legally void ab initio (without lawful foundation) 

 

Courts as Fiduciary Trust Enforcement Mechanisms 

Rather than functioning as neutral arbiters of law, modern courts: 

 Enforce trust obligations under administrative equity. 
 

 Settle bonded claims through financial offsetting and trust liquidation. 
 

 Act as commercial dispute resolution platforms between trustees, agents, and bonded 
sureties — not living men and women. 

Key Support: 

 Norton v. Shelby County, 118 U.S. 425 (1886): 
 
Any act by a person in office under invalid authority is void — not just voidable. 
 

 Ex parte Milligan, 71 U.S. 2 (1866): 
 
Civil courts cannot be displaced by administrative tribunals while open — yet this is exactly what 
occurs under commercial court structures. 
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Every courtroom proceeding is bonded, monetized, and securitized through: 

 Private registration of courts 
 

 Insurance and bond infrastructure 
 

 Commercial statutes (UCC overlays) 
 

 Hidden trust conversion through legal procedure 

This structure displaces common law and inverts the presumption of justice, making the individual 
the surety, the court the beneficiary, and the attorney the trustee — all under private contract law 
disguised as public process. 

 

State-by-State Comparative Framework — Commercial Governance & 
Legal Structures 

 

South Dakota – Model of Administrative Bonding and Court Commercialization 

UCC and Trust Authority: 

 SDCL §57 (UCC Adoption): 
 

o Entire UCC adopted as governing law for all commercial transactions. 
 

o §57A-1-103 silently integrates equity and trust law into public adjudication. 

Bonding Structure: 

 SDCL §58 (Insurance & Bonding): 
 

o Mandates bonding for attorneys, clerks, judges. 
 

o §58-1-26 to §58-1-40 details liability protections, but does not require public 
disclosure. 

Corporate Court Registration: 

 All circuit and county courts have DUNS numbers, confirming commercial status. 
 

 Courts operate as private trust enforcement arms, not common law jurisdictions. 

 

California – Corporate Governance of Legal Process 
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Legal Framework: 

 California Commercial Code §§1101–13110: 
 

o Full UCC structure for contracts, liens, securities. 
 

 Gov. Code §820–§825.6: 
 

o Public officers must be bonded. 
 

o Judicial immunity does not protect ultra vires acts — acts beyond scope of authority. 

Private Legal Services: 

 Business & Professions Code §6000+: 
 

o State BAR of California is not a state agency, but a private corporation. 
 

o Attorneys are licensed through a guild, not a public body. 

Corporate Court Evidence: 

 Superior and Appellate Courts have DUNS numbers. 
 

 Legal procedures are administrative, enforced through fiduciary bonding, not public trust. 

 

Texas – Commercial Court System and BAR Governance 

Statutory Foundations: 

 Texas Business & Commerce Code: 
 

o UCC adopted in full, including equity supplementation at §1.103(b). 
 

 Texas Government Code §81: 
 

o Defines BAR as an arm of the Supreme Court, though operationally it is a private 
guild. 

Fiduciary Structures: 

 Texas Insurance Code §3503–§3505: 
 

o Bonding requirements for all court officers and BAR members. 
 

 Courts (District, Probate, etc.) possess DUNS and CAGE codes, proving their operation as 
private commercial trusts. 
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Florida – Civil Code Overlay & Corporate BAR Structure 

Commercial Code: 

 Florida UCC (Ch. 671–680): 
 

o UCC structure governs all commercial and financial law. 
 

 Ch. 671.103: 
 

o Adopts equity and trust principles as silent backstops to UCC — the foundation of 
constructive trusts and silent presumptions. 

Bonding Infrastructure: 

 §624–§629 (Insurance Code): 
 

o Covers all bonding and liability instruments. 
 

o §624.401 mandates licensing and insurance authority for all agents — seldom disclosed. 

BAR Structure: 

 Ch. 454: 
 

o Florida BAR is a private entity chartered under the Supreme Court. 
 

o §454.18 criminalizes unlicensed legal practice — securing monopoly. 

Court Corporatization: 

 All Florida courts are assigned DUNS numbers. 
 

 Judgments and legal proceedings are commercial trust enforcement actions, not public justice. 

 

New York – Global Financial Jurisdiction and Judicial Trust Network 

Commercial Foundation: 

 NY UCC §1–§13: 
 

o Governs nearly all Wall Street securities and global investment contracts. 
 

o Every debt, equity instrument, or municipal bond runs through this code. 

Fiduciary Oversight: 

 NY Insurance Law §1111–§1220: 
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o All judicial actors must be bonded. 
 

 Judiciary Law §90: 
 

o Courts treat lawyers as fiduciary agents of the system, not of the people. 

 
Globalized Enforcement: 

 NY courts are internationally registered via DUNS and CAGE codes. 
 

 Proceedings often executed through commercial clearinghouses, including: 
o DTCC, Euroclear, Northern Trust, and Fidelity. 

 

Observations: 

 Common Patterns Across All States: 
 

o UCC adopted as supreme commercial law. 
 

o BAR associations chartered privately. 
 

o Courts corporatized and bonded via insurance and financial entities. 
 

o Judicial acts conducted as contractual trust enforcement, not rights protection. 
 

 Differences lie in depth of concealment, not in structure. Each state enables: 
 

o Secret constructive trusts. 
 

o Fiduciary bonding of all legal actors. 
 

o Monetization of legal identity through DUNS/CAGE enforcement. 

 

 

Trust Conversion, Constructive Fiduciaries, and Estate 
Monetization by BAR Members 

 
Cestui Que Vie Trusts and Presumed Estate Seizure 

When a man or woman “appears” in court, a legal fiction (artificial person) is presumed to exist, typically 
via the ALL CAPS name — treated as a constructive trust entity under the rules of equity. This creates 
a Cestui Que Vie trust, based on: 
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 Canon Law (Canon 2045–2057): Establishes that a man under guardianship (i.e., without 
rebutting the trust) is presumed to be lost at sea or dead in law. 
 

 The legal system then operates on the presumption that: 
 

o The estate (trust res) is abandoned, 
 

o The court is the trustee, 
 

o The judge is the administrator, 
 

o And the prosecutor or BAR attorney is the beneficiary or executor of enforcement. 

 
BAR Members as Fiduciary Agents and Bonded Estate Managers 

BAR attorneys are not advocates in the constitutional sense. They function as: 

 Licensed fiduciaries under equity law, 
 

 Constructive trustees administering your estate through implied contracts (e.g., signatures, 
pleas, failure to rebut jurisdiction), 
 

 Bonded agents with liability protection through insurance pools (often commercial reinsurance 
providers, such as Lloyd’s of London or Northern Trust), 
 

 Executors of foreign trust instruments, using private codes of procedure not disclosed to the 
public. 

They manage the estate’s value by converting each case into a financial instrument. 

Every charge, judgment, or court order becomes a bonded security, backed by your estate (via the birth 
certificate trust), and traded via clearinghouses such as DTCC, Euroclear, or Northern Trust. 

 
Legal Proceedings as Securities Transactions 

Key Mechanisms: 

 Case Bonds / Appearance Bonds / Payment Bonds: 
 

o Assigned CUSIP numbers and routed through municipal trust accounts. 
 

 Probate & Family Courts: 
 

o Treat living men and women as wards of the state, creating involuntary trusts. 
 

 Plea Agreements & Settlements: 
 

o Function as performance contracts under UCC Article 3 (Negotiable Instruments). 

These are not traditional legal acts — they are commercial paper transactions enforced under private 
rules of equity, often concealed behind statutory procedure. 
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Constructive Fraud and Ultra Vires Activity 

Because the nature of the fiduciary relationship and the trust framework is rarely disclosed, the entire 
process constitutes: 

 Constructive fraud — See United States v. Throckmorton, 98 U.S. 61 (1878): “Fraud vitiates 
everything.” 
 

 Ultra vires acts — Acts by judges or attorneys beyond lawful authority (i.e., enforcing private 
equity contracts while impersonating public servants). 
 

 Violation of informed consent and due process — The man or woman is not told: 
 

o They are presumed dead in law, 
 

o That their trust is being administered, 
 

o That securities are being generated in their name. 

This suppression violates: 

 Federal and state disclosure requirements, 
 

 Natural law, and 
 

 The U.S. Constitution (Article IV and Article VI supremacy). 

 
Monetization of Identity and Legal Person 

The legal system’s central fraud lies in the conversion of the living into the fictitious, through: 

 Birth certificate registration (creating the artificial person), 
 

 Licensing (treating rights as privileges), 
 

 And court appearances (triggering jurisdiction over the trust entity). 

The estate — including energy, labor, time, and productivity — becomes collateral, and the BAR 
administers and profits from this conversion. 

You are not the client. You are the corpus. 
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Central Financial Custodians and Securities Infrastructure — 
Northern Trust, DTC, and the Court-Bond Pipeline 

 

Northern Trust Corporation: Fiduciary and Securities Syndicate 

Northern Trust, headquartered in Chicago, is one of the largest global custodians of municipal 
securities, including assets derived from court-based revenue streams. It plays a key role in the 
administration of: 

 Court-generated securities, such as: 
 

o Appearance bonds, 
 

o Payment orders, 
 

o Seizure and forfeiture proceeds, 
 

o Judicial fines converted into securities. 
 

 Trust indenture management, in collaboration with: 
 

o U.S. Treasury (via CAFR — Comprehensive Annual Financial Report mechanisms), 
 

o Federal Reserve (through participation in clearing and settlement), 
 

o Private broker-dealer contracts (e.g., Fidelity, State Street, Bank of NY Mellon). 

Northern Trust appears as a trustee bank on numerous contracts involving CAFRA forfeiture and 
criminal case monetization, facilitating the collateralization of judicial outcomes. 

 

Securities and Exchange Infrastructure 

The securitization pipeline of judicial actions flows through: 

1. DTCC — Depository Trust & Clearing Corporation: 
 

o Assigns CUSIP numbers to case bonds. 
 

o Manages clearing of court securities. 
 

2. Euroclear / Clearstream: 
 

o European-based clearinghouses that handle global circulation of U.S. court-backed 
bonds. 
 

3. Bloomberg / EMMA / MSRB: 
 

o Market platforms that list and publish municipal securities, including those issued by 
courts and government agencies. 
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4. DUNS / SAM / CAGE: 
 

o Registration of courts and government agencies as private corporate entities qualified 
for issuing securities. 

Every legal action, from traffic tickets to felony convictions, can be pooled, bonded, and sold into the 
global securities market. 

 

Judicial Process as a Profit Model 

The legal system, under control of the BAR syndicate and supported by banks like Northern Trust, 
follows a predictable fiduciary script: 

1. Create a legal event: Initiate court action under color of law. 
 

2. Bond the event: Generate securities tied to the outcome (appearance, payment, sentence). 
 

3. Transfer custody: The securities are handed to trustee banks or clearing entities. 
 

4. Monetize: The bonds are used as instruments in investment portfolios, often backed by taxpayer 
debt or future prison labor (in private prison contracts). 

 

Interlocking Cartel: BAR + Courts + Custodians 

This system is not accidental — it is structural. 

 BAR attorneys serve as gatekeepers and fiduciaries. 
 

 Judges function as estate administrators under private equity rules. 
 

 Clerks and court finance officers manage bond issuance and performance metrics. 
 

 Banks and securities firms handle the clearing, packaging, and reinvestment of judicial bonds. 
 

 Insurers back the system through performance and fiduciary liability bonds — traded 
internationally. 

This fusion has created a closed-loop monetization network built on: 

 Uninformed public participation, 
 

 Constructive fraud through nondisclosure, and 
 

 Equity-based exploitation of identity and legal presumption. 
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Who Pays? 

The living man or woman pays: 

 Through loss of property, time, and liberty, 
 

 Through forced appearance and presumed consent, 
 

 Through taxes, which replenish the system via bond insurance and administrative fees, 
 

 And through the bonded identity, registered at birth and monetized in perpetuity unless rebutted. 

 

Securities and Exchange Commission (SEC) — Gatekeeper 
of Municipal Fraud 

Under 15 U.S.C. § 78a et seq., the Securities and Exchange Commission (SEC) is tasked with 
regulating securities—but in practice: 

 It registers court instruments as securities via CUSIP numbers (Committee on Uniform 
Securities Identification Procedures). 
 

 The Municipal Securities Rulemaking Board (MSRB) governs the creation of municipal 
bonds—backed by cases, arrests, and court appearances. 
 

 Every criminal case, family court filing, and child support docket is convertible into a market-
traded bond with underwriting by firms such as Moody’s, Standard & Poor’s, or Dun & 
Bradstreet. 

The SEC plays a role in concealing this operation by categorizing these as public benefit securities, 
immune to typical investor scrutiny. 

 

The Syndicate Flow: From Arrest to Investment 

1. Arrest or Summons Issued 
o Person bonded; contract formed via appearance bond or promise to appear. 

 
2. Clerk of Court Files Charging Instrument 

 
o Triggering entry in CRIS system and assignment of CUSIP via SEC/MSRB. 

 
3. Bonded Surety Instrument Registered 

 
o Northern Trust or related fiduciary bank takes custody of the bond. 

 
4. Securities Market Activation 

 
o Bond pooled with similar instruments; offered in secondary municipal markets. 
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5. Returns Earned from Interest/Yield 
 

o Dispersed to various "stakeholders," including judges’ pensions and court maintenance 
funds. 

 

Constructive Fraud, Antitrust, and Bar Collusion 

This entire operation constitutes a commercial monopoly: 

 Judges, attorneys, and court clerks participate in bond generation through collusion. 
 

 No disclosures are made to defendants about their status as bonded chattel. 
 

 Public defenders are agents of the court whose primary duty is to facilitate the bond process—
not to win the case. 
 

 Violates Sherman Antitrust Act, Clayton Act, and civil RICO statutes (18 U.S.C. §§ 1961–
1968) through pattern of racketeering, non-disclosure, and conflict of interest. 

 

The Triumvirate of Entrapment 

Entity Function Control Mechanism 

BAR Guilds Legal entrapment through foreign allegiance 
BAR license, oath to court, concealment of 
bonding 

Northern 
Trust 

Trustee of commercial instruments and estates Securities underwriting, fiduciary contracts 

SEC/MSRB Registration and public bond market interface 
CUSIP issuance, investor shielding, municipal 
syndication 

 

 

Constitutional Betrayal: Why This System Is Inherently 
Unlawful 

The operations of BAR guilds, courts-as-corporations, and international trust administrators represent a 
direct violation of the U.S. Constitution and foundational law principles. These violations include: 

 Separation of Powers Breach: 
 

o Attorneys are both officers of the court and representatives of private clients — creating a 
built-in conflict of interest. 
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o Judges, as administrative trustees, do not act as neutral arbiters but as fiduciary 
enforcers of court revenue models. 
 

 Due Process Subversion: 
 

o The appearance of justice is maintained, but all legal procedures are pre-contracted 
commercial events, not constitutional trials. 
 

o Many proceedings are conducted under summary administrative code, with no 
recognition of Article III judicial standards. 
 

 Violation of the Public Trust Doctrine: 
 

o Public servants are expected to act in trust for the people — but BAR officers operate 
instead under private corporate interest, foreign oaths, and international bonding 
chains. 
 

 Supremacy Clause Evasion: 
 

o Contracts, bonds, and administrative policies are enforced over the Constitution, even 
though Article VI mandates constitutional supremacy. 
 

o The public is never informed that administrative rules are subordinate to the supreme 
law of the land. 

 

Legal Precedent Conflicts 

Several landmark Supreme Court rulings explicitly contradict the operating structure of modern courts: 

 Norton v. Shelby County, 118 U.S. 425 (1886): 
 

o “An unconstitutional act is not law; it confers no rights, imposes no duties…” 
 

 Cruden v. Neale, 2 N.C. 338 (1796): 
 

o “No man is bound by law made without his consent.” 
 

 Ex parte Milligan, 71 U.S. 2 (1866): 
 

o Civil courts may not be replaced by administrative or military tribunals while constitutional 
courts are open. 
 

Yet the entire BAR-court-corporate structure functions as if these precedents are void — operating extra-
constitutionally and ultra vires (beyond lawful authority). 
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Equity vs. Law: Replacing Justice with Contract 

Equity courts, which were originally intended to supplement law with fairness, have now: 

 Overridden common law via UCC-based procedure. 
 

 Assumed full administrative control over estate, trust, and status matters. 
 

 Converted living parties into trust properties through consent presumed by participation. 

 
This inversion makes justice impossible — because: 

 The judge is no longer a judge, but a fiduciary agent. 
 

 The attorney is no longer an advocate, but a commercial intermediary. 
 

 The court is no longer a tribunal of law, but a private trust enforcement mechanism. 

 

The Illusion of Representation 

The people are told: 

 “You have the right to counsel.” 
But in reality: 
 

 “You have the right to a licensed foreign agent, bound to the court’s financial interest.” 

This is not representation. It is regulated fiduciary control. 

This construct: 

 Strips the living man or woman of autonomy, 
 

 Funnels their estate into bonded enforcement, and 
 

 Assigns them a role as debtor or surety — regardless of guilt, injury, or voluntary consent. 
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United Nations Global Court System & the Supranational 

Legal Matrix 

What Is the Global Court System? 

The United Nations, under its various charters, treaties, and subsidiary organizations, has created a 
de facto global legal system. This system overlays national courts and slowly absorbs legal sovereignty 
into international administrative law, which is: 

 
Contract-based, 

 

 Rule-oriented, 
 

 Removed from constitutional or organic authority, 
 

 Enforced through commercial reciprocity, not natural law. 
 

Core Institutions and Legal Foundations 

Entity Function 

United Nations (UN) Political and administrative governance; treaty enforcement. 

International Court of Justice 

(ICJ) 
Settles disputes between nations under UN Charter. 

Permanent Court of Arbitration 

(PCA) 
Handles private-state and commercial-state arbitration. 

UNCITRAL 
UN Commission on International Trade Law; develops model laws used in 

national legislatures. 

UNIDROIT 
Unification of Private Law; issues international contract law models adopted 

globally. 

UPU (Universal Postal Union) 
Governs mail and communication worldwide; acts as global "sovereign interface" 

between courts. 

All of these systems are designed to harmonize law under commercial contract, not under 
constitutional principles or unalienable rights. 
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Lex Mercatoria — the Merchant Law of the World 

 Lex Mercatoria ("Law of Merchants") predates national governments and is revived as the 
operative principle behind UCC, Maritime Law, and global commerce. 
 

 Treats all human interaction as commerce. 
 

 Recognizes corporate entities, not living men/women. 
 

 Used as default legal framework in: 
 

o International arbitration, 
 

o Shipping & ports, 
 

o Banking, 
 

o Securities and sureties, 
 

o Commercial courts. 

The Law of Nations, once used to protect the sovereignty of nations and their people, has been replaced 
in practice by Lex Mercatoria—administered through UN arbitration panels, private courts, and quasi-
judicial NGOs. 

 

Role of the Bar and Global Legal Franchising 

All attorneys and judges operate within a global guild system, regulated by: 

 British Accreditation Registry (B.A.R.) 
 

 International Bar Association 
 

 Crown Temple Trust and Middle Temple Inn 
 

 American Bar Association as franchisee 

These entities do not serve the organic people but serve as administrators of corporate law under 
contract. They answer to private trusts and international bodies, not to common law. 

 
Jurisdictional Trickery: Your Consent is presumed 

Under global contract law, jurisdiction is created through: 

 Silence (acquiescence) 
 

 Appearance in court (general or special) 
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 Signatures on forms, licenses, or pleadings 
 

 Postal acknowledgment of process 
 

 Use of ZIP codes, SSNs, and legal names in ALL CAPS 

Once you "enter the court," you're presumed to be a debtor/vessel operating under UN commercial 
protocols, enforced through Lex Mercatoria and UCC overlays, not through republican justice. 

 

Instruments of Global Enforcement 

Mechanism Function 

UNIDROIT Contract Principles 
Establish international standards for interpreting contracts—overrides 

national law. 

UPU Treaty & Mailbox Jurisdiction All notices routed via postal service carry international legal force. 

Court Registry Investment System 

(CRIS) 
All court dockets monetized through commercial trust structures. 

SEC/CUSIP/IMF/World Bank Routing Every legal instrument tied to international securities via bond identifiers. 

BIS (Bank for International Settlements) Global clearinghouse for all commercial court activities and judgments. 

 

Why This Matters 

The national court you appear in is not operating under your national constitution. It is an agent of 
an international commercial tribunal, acting on behalf of contract creditors, bondholders, and UN 
charter obligations. The judge is not applying law, but administering policy. 

 

 

United Nations, International Courts & the Loss of National 
Sovereignty 

1. Creation of a Global Legal System 

Following WWII, the League of Nations was replaced by the United Nations on October 24, 1945. This 
organization became the epicenter of a new global legal and economic system. 

The U.S. Congress passed the: 

International Organizations Immunities Act (IOIA) — Public Law 79-291, December 9, 1945 
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This Act granted sovereign immunity and special privileges to UN agencies, including: 

 Immunity from taxation 
 

 Immunity from judicial process (civil or criminal) 
 

 Diplomatic immunity for officers 
 

 Freedom from customs inspections 
 

 Protection of all funds and assets from seizure 

Statutes at Large citation: 59 Stat. 669 (1945) 

This act effectively ceded jurisdiction of U.S. territory and people to foreign-controlled entities. 

 

2. The UN and the UNITED STATES, INC. 

The United States — as a constitutional republic — was already dormant after the 1860s. What remained 
was the corporate version, styled in all caps: 

UNITED STATES – a municipal services corporation headquartered in Washington, D.C., created under 
the District of Columbia Organic Act of 1871. 

Post-1945, this corporation entered into contractual service agreements (treaties, MOUs, charters) with 
the United Nations and its agencies (IMF, World Bank, BIS, etc.). 

As a result: 

 Domestic courts were converted to administrative tribunals 
 

 BAR attorneys began operating as international agents under UNIFORM COMMERCIAL CODE 
(UCC) and international contract law 
 

 Real property was converted to leaseholds, and living men and women were presumed to 
be transmitting utilities or sureties for foreign debt obligations 

 

3. Implementation of UN Law in U.S. Territories 

See: United Nations Convention on Contracts for the International Sale of Goods (CISG) 
See: Uniform Law Commission’s Model Acts, enforced through UCC 

Many U.S. states have adopted UN model laws on: 

 Property registration (UN Habitat) 
 

 Child protection (UNCRC) 
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 Immigration (UNHCR) 
 

 Health policy (WHO) 
 

 Education (UNESCO) 
 

 Judicial training (UNODC) 

These policies are implemented without informed consent of the people and enforced by 
administrative rules masked as law — often processed through secret contracts, foreign grants, and 
performance incentives. 

 

4. The Global Court Structure 

The global legal system is not unified, but fragmented into overlapping “jurisdictions” used for forum 
shopping and liability avoidance: 

Court Type Authority Type Jurisdiction 

ICC (International Criminal Court) Treaty-based War crimes, genocide 

ICJ (International Court of Justice) UN Charter (Article 92) Disputes between states 

PCA (Permanent Court of Arbitration) Contractual Corporate and treaty enforcement 

UN Tribunals (Yugoslavia, Rwanda, etc.) Special Resolution Political show trials 

International Maritime Tribunals UNCLOS Admiralty and shipping disputes 

And in the U.S., what most believe are Article III courts are instead: 

Article I legislative tribunals operating under commercial jurisdiction, bonded and insured by 
international performance funds (e.g., IMF allocations, UN-backed bonds). 

 
 
5. How This Enslaves Americans through International Commercial Instruments 

Each living soul is presumed to be: 

 A foreign situs trust under UN law (via birth registration) 
 

 Operating in commercial default and therefore subject to admiralty rules 
 

 A pledge on the IMF national debt books (held in BIS accounts) 
 

 A ward of the UN system, only entitled to privileges, not rights 

The Civil Peace Flag is replaced by the War Flag in courts, the covenants of the Constitution are 
suspended, and remedy is redirected to private international forums. 
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You are not a party to those forums — only a debtor, a bonded vessel, or “resident alien” of their artificial 
corporate realm. 

 

 
United Nations & Global Court Oversight System 

"The United Nations is not a peacekeeper. It is the administrative receiver for the global bankruptcy and 
enforcement agent of the planetary trust system." 

 

I. The United Nations: Trustee for a Bankrupt World 

The United Nations was formed post-WWII under the guise of international peace, but in legal-
commercial terms, it functions as a trust administration and enforcement agency under the direction 
of: 

 IMF (International Monetary Fund) 
 

 World Bank / BIS (Bank for International Settlements) 
 

 Vatican oversight via Holy See’s international agreements 

The UN is the de facto successor trustee for bankrupt states and territories following the collapse of 
national governments post-WWI and WWII — including the United States of America, Inc., which went 
into bankruptcy beginning in 1933 and again in 2015 (Chapter 7 liquidation of MUNICIPAL corporations; 
Chapter 11 restructuring of federal overlays). 

 

II. Legal Control via UN Agencies 

The UN uses global subsidiaries to oversee the "human capital management" and contractual 
enforcement of bonded subjects (i.e., people identified by birth certificates): 

Agency Role 

UNIDROIT Harmonizes private commercial law (Uniform Laws) 

UNCITRAL Oversees international trade and contract law 

UNHRC Human rights theater; channels complaints into dead ends 

World Health Org. Controls public health via treaty-based emergency powers 

IMF/WB Controls state budgets via conditional loans and policy enforcement 

UNESCO Education programming and ideological standardization 



 

The American Justice System      Page 97 of 114 

Every one of these agencies relies on your assumed legal status as surety and subject, not 
sovereign. 

 

 

III. United Nations Courts and Tribunals 

While the average man or woman believes the United Nations offers justice or relief, it is structured to: 

1. Enforce trust instruments and contractual obligations (not protect unalienable rights), 
 

2. Presume your voluntary participation as a "citizen" of a UN-member state, 
 

3. Deflect sovereign or equity-based claims into administrative procedures that go nowhere. 

Notable Tribunals: 

 International Criminal Court (ICC) – Criminal prosecution of "state actors", but only those who 
fall out of global compliance. 
 

 International Court of Justice (ICJ) – Dispute resolution between nation-states, not for people. 
 

 UN Administrative Tribunals – Handles internal employment and contractual disputes, not 
claims of natural rights. 

 

IV. How the UN Binds You through the State 

Every national government that is a signatory to the UN Charter agrees to: 

 Surrender certain sovereign rights, 
 

 Conform to UN-directed statutes and emergency powers, 
 

 Implement Agenda 21 / 2030 sustainability directives (land grabs, biometric ID, education 
mandates), 
 

 Monetize its population under IMF-declared collateralization schemes, such as: 
 

o SDRs (Special Drawing Rights), 
 

o Carbon credits and human capital bonds. 

Thus, every court in America — including traffic, civil, and criminal courts — is an administrative 
venue enforcing international trust obligations via BAR agents who operate under the UN 
commercial system. 
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V. The Charter System and Your Silence = Consent 

The UN Charter was never put to the vote of the people. Yet, it is enforced as supra-constitutional, 
meaning courts uphold UN treaty obligations over constitutional protections due to: 

 Treaty supremacy clause (Article VI) of the 1789 Constitution, 
 

 Capitulation of U.S. offices under the International Organization Immunities Act (1945), 
 

 Voluntary legal presence and domicile presumed by use of ZIP codes, licenses, and all-cap 
NAME. 

 

VI. Conclusion: United Nations as Global Receiver 

The United Nations functions not as a peacekeeping body but as: 

 Administrator of corporate-state bankruptcies, 
 

 Receiver of the human collateral estate, 
 

 Executor of papal trusts via canonical-subordinated commercial law, 
 

 Gatekeeper of all international redress procedures — ensuring you remain in the debtor 
position. 

 

 

UNIDROIT and the Global Unification of Private Law 

The International Institute for the Unification of Private Law (UNIDROIT) is an intergovernmental 
organization based in Rome, established in 1926 as part of the League of Nations. It now operates in 
coordination with the United Nations to unify and harmonize private law globally, particularly 
contract, commercial, and property law. 

Purpose and Reach: 

 Drafts model laws and conventions which are then adopted into national law across member 
states 
 

 Uniform Commercial Code (UCC) in the U.S. is based on UNIDROIT principles, with each 
state adopting their own version (e.g., SDCL 57 in South Dakota, Chapter 679 in Florida) 
 

 Law of secured transactions, trusts, leasing, franchise, and transportation — all aligned 
globally 
 

 Influences judicial conduct, corporate liability, and cross-border dispute resolution 
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Legal Implications: 

 Your contractual identity, secured party status, and ownership of property are all presumed 
under UNIDROIT assumptions of commercial jurisdiction 
 

 The courts follow UNIDROIT-aligned code unless rebutted on the record, which is why UCC-1 
filings and sovereign rebuttals are critical 
 

 Canon Law, UCC, and UNIDROIT form a triad of modern commercial governance, bypassing 
all common-law protections unless specifically invoked 

 

 

Universal Postal Union (UPU) – Foundation of Global Legal 
Presumption 

The Universal Postal Union (UPU), headquartered in Bern, Switzerland, is one of the oldest 
international organizations and a specialized agency of the United Nations. It forms the backbone of 
the global legal construct, specifically in how identity, domicile, venue, and jurisdiction are 
presumed through postal mechanisms. 

 

Origins and Authority 

 Established in 1874 under the Treaty of Bern, the UPU coordinates international mail 
exchange. 
 

 Member countries agree to treat all postal systems as one unified territory — establishing a 
global commercial network. 
 

 Under international law, service of process, legal notices, and even identity authentication 
are bound to postal address designations — this is venue and jurisdiction via postal 
presumption. 

 
Role in Legal Fiction Creation 

1. All Legal Fictions (ALL CAPS NAME) are linked to a registered postal address, serving as: 
 

o Situs for court actions 
 

o Proof of domicile under commercial law 
 

o Presumed venue of jurisdiction 
 

2. Zip Codes are registered under the Department of Defense and link to commercial military 
zones, not constitutional land. 
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3. UCC filings, court summonses, IRS notices, and all legal correspondence operate under the 
UPU routing system, thereby giving the illusion of due process while operating entirely within 
admiralty/commercial contract jurisdiction. 

 
UPU and Court Structure 

 Courts do not need physical or subject-matter jurisdiction if you receive and accept any 
legal process at a commercial address. 
 

 Refusing mail or marking “No Contract / Return to Sender” is often the only rebuttal of venue 
when properly executed and documented. 
 

 Notices sent without rebuttal become binding commercial contracts under UPU conventions 
and Lex Mercatoria (Law of Merchants). 

 

Implications for Americans 

 When you receive mail in your legal fiction's name (ALL CAPS), you are presumed to be 
operating in the capacity of a trustee, debtor, or corporate officer of a foreign situs trust. 
 

 This is the mechanism by which the cestui que vie trust system is kept alive and unrebutted. 
 

 Judicial notices, tax statements, court summons, and bills are not lawful service of process 
— they are offers to contract, but the UPU framework presumes agreement unless rebutted. 
 
 

Example: 

A man named John Quincy Adams is presumed to be the agent or debtor for the corporate entity 
JOHN Q. ADAMS, operating in commerce through a zip-coded postal location. When court papers are 
sent to JOHN Q. ADAMS and accepted at that address, jurisdiction is presumed under international 
postal contract law, not constitutional land law. 

UPU Court Affiliation: 

The UPU has its own international court, the Postal Court Tribunal in Switzerland, which handles 
disputes and claims related to the misuse or abuse of the postal system — including improper mail-
based jurisdictional presumption. 

This makes UPU one of the most foundational legal constructs for presumed jurisdiction and 
corporate legal identity fraud. 
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Institutional Self-Preservation: How the System Protects 
Itself Even When Unlawful 

The Illusion of Legitimacy and Built-In Safeguards 

The modern administrative-legal system, while constitutionally limited on paper, is engineered to 
preserve itself — not to uphold justice or due process in the traditional or organic sense. This self-
preserving structure operates under a matrix of presumptions, procedural fictions, and private 
enforcement mechanisms, creating an appearance of lawful authority even when actions are objectively 
unlawful or ultra vires. 

 

Structural Layers of Protection 

Systemic Mechanism Function of Protection 

Judicial Immunity 
Protects judges even in cases of gross negligence or willful misconduct if 
actions are done "within jurisdiction" 

Qualified Immunity (Officers) 
Shields state actors unless there’s a “clearly established” statutory or 
constitutional right violation 

Prosecutorial Immunity 
Prevents civil suits against prosecutors regardless of abuse of discretion or 
fabrication of evidence 

Doctrine of Deference 
(Chevron, etc.) 

Courts defer to agencies' interpretations of statutes — not to the Constitution or 
common law 

Younger & Rooker-Feldman 
Doctrines 

Used to block federal intervention in state misconduct by invoking “abstention” 
or “jurisdictional limits” 

Bar Associations 
Regulate the legal profession internally, while simultaneously acting as 
extensions of corporate/state power 

Each of these shields reinforces a closed-loop jurisdiction whereby the very institutions responsible 
for abuse are also the ones defining the remedy — thus, no true remedy is possible unless one steps 
outside the presumed jurisdiction entirely. 
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Weaponization of Procedure over Substance 

Unlawful behavior is camouflaged under color of law and then protected by: 

 Excessive reliance on procedural technicalities 
 

 Denial of standing to actual injured parties 
 

 Dismissals based on “failure to state a claim” rather than confronting the facts 
 

 Reclassification of objections as “frivolous,” “sovereign citizen nonsense,” or 
“conspiracy theories” 

"There is no worse tyranny than to force a man to revere a government that deceives and enslaves him." 
— Thomas Jefferson 

This mechanism discourages legitimate dissent and marginalizes claimants who attempt to pierce 
the veil of legal fiction and expose the administrative structure as a foreign venue to the common law of 
the land. 
 

 

Judicial Misapplication of Equity and Statutory Law 

Even when constitutional violations are clear: 

 The courts often refuse to hear or consider the arguments 
 

 Or they rely on equity and public policy — not constitutional fidelity 
 

 Courts function as courts of administrators, not courts of justice 

They do not operate under Article III judicial power, but under Article I legislative tribunals or foreign 
private law franchises, and thus maintain a policy-oriented objective, not a constitutional or lawful 
one. 

 

Embedded Commercial Interests 

The courts are financially incentivized to preserve these mechanisms: 

 Every case is a bonded instrument traded through CRIS and bonding schemes 
 

 Prosecutors, sheriffs, and clerks often receive federal matching funds 
 

 Municipalities float bonds backed by anticipated fines and jail time 

The entire system functions as a commercial engine, not a justice engine. Its survival depends on 
maintaining the legal fiction of jurisdiction, presumption, and corporate personhood. 
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Firewalls against Redress & Constitutional Recourse 

"How the System Defends Itself from the People" 
 

1. Judicial Immunity and Indemnity Trusts 

Judicial actors, even when committing perjury, fraud, or acting ultra vires, are shielded by: 

 Absolute Judicial Immunity (Pierson v. Ray, 386 U.S. 547 (1967)) 
 

 Qualified Immunity (Harlow v. Fitzgerald, 457 U.S. 800 (1982)) for police, prosecutors, and 
officials 
 

 Bonding & Indemnity Pools — Judges and officers are pre-bonded under pooled trusts 
administered through: 
 

o National Association of Insurance Commissioners (NAIC) 
 

o United States Surety Company Registries 
 

o GSA-registered liability carriers 

These trusts indemnify their wrongdoing as “policy actions”, not personal misconduct, meaning you 
pay for their fraud through taxes and the bonded surety system. 

 

2. No Standing, No Remedy: The Legal Trap 

 Standing: Courts decide whether you are “qualified” to even be heard — even if you are injured. 
 

 Ripeness and Mootness: Cases tossed if "not developed enough" or "already resolved." 
 

 Jurisdictional Evasion: Courts routinely dismiss constitutional grievances under: 
 

o Rooker-Feldman Doctrine: “Federal courts cannot review state court judgments.” 
 

o Younger Abstention: “Courts must not interfere with ongoing state proceedings.” 

These doctrines allow unconstitutional acts by state courts to remain unchecked. Victims are forced into 
civil rights lawsuits under 42 U.S.C. § 1983, where the court itself is the defendant’s business partner. 

 

3. Administrative Reclassification of Courts 

The courts the people appear in are not Article III Constitutional courts, but: 

 Administrative Tribunals under Article I 
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 Municipal Franchise Courts enforcing codes and regulations 
 

 Private Corporate Boards enforcing policy and contractual obligations 

They operate under commercial rules of procedure, not judicial process. 

Constitutionally protected due process, jury trial, and access to court of record are illusions. Most 
hearings are summary proceedings, in chambers, or executed via rule-based dismissal. 

 

4. Training of Judges and Attorneys: Servants of the Matrix 

Judicial and legal training today is: 

 Based on case law precedent, not first principles or natural rights 
 

 Issued by ABA, state bar associations, and ICLE institutes—all private corporate guilds 
 

 Conditioned by policy memoranda from DOJ, DHS, and international bodies 
 

 Devoid of foundational education in: 
 

o Statutes at Large 
 

o The Constitution for the United States of America (1787) 
 

o Common Law jurisprudence 
 

o Natural Law or Law of Nations 

Legal professionals are trained to enforce commercial policy, not defend liberty. Their licensing oath 
is to the Court, not the Constitution. 

 

5. Firewall Doctrine in Practice 

Every path to remedy is sealed: 

Attempted Remedy Blocked By 

State court challenge Dismissed or remanded to admin court 

Federal court injunction Barred by Rooker-Feldman or abstention doctrines 

Civil rights claim Defeated by immunity and agency non-liability 

Criminal charge (e.g., perjury, fraud) Prosecutors refuse to prosecute fellow agents 

Writ of Habeas Corpus Routinely ignored or delayed 

Judicial complaint Investigated by other judges; dismissed as “non-meritorious” 
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Attempted Remedy Blocked By 

Congressional grievance Sent to subcommittee to die 

The system has built-in defenses that ensure no official is ever held accountable for violations of 
constitutional rights. This is not due to “error” — it is the system’s design. 

 

 

Judicial Firewalls: Bonding, Insulation, and Systemic Fraud 

1. Judicial Immunity: A Construct of Self-Protection 

Judges, prosecutors, clerks, and officers are granted various forms of quasi-absolute immunity, not 
derived from the Constitution, but from judicial precedent created and maintained by those within the 
same class. 

 This immunity is not rooted in moral, lawful authority — but in corporate policy disguised as 
law. 
 

 The case often cited is Stump v. Sparkman, 435 U.S. 349 (1978), where a judge who ordered a 
forced sterilization without due process was held immune from civil suit. 

“A judge will not be deprived of immunity because the action he took was in error, was done maliciously, 
or was in excess of his authority...” – Stump v. Sparkman 

This is not law — it is racketeering insurance. 

 

2. Bonding Mechanisms: Municipal Liability Instruments 

All public officials must be bonded (via surety or performance bonds), which are: 

 Registered through agencies like GSA, state insurance commissioners, or Department of 
Risk Management. 
 

 Backed by CAFRA (Civil Asset Forfeiture Reform Act), Fidelity/Surety providers, and 
corporate risk pools. 
 

 These bonds are financial instruments, often securitized, traded, or used as collateral by state 
treasuries. 

Each violation by an official is thus not viewed as a personal tort, but as a potential actuarial event — a 
claim against a bond. 

But most people don’t know how to file claims — and the system obstructs those who do. 
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3. How the System Obstructs Access to Bonds 

 Clerks refuse to provide bond numbers. 
 

 Surety companies deny that bonds exist or claim only the agency holds the records. 
 

 State officials claim sovereign immunity unless compelled through complex discovery or 
FOIA. 
 

 Judges who are bonded rule on whether bond claims can proceed, creating a conflict of 
interest and barrier to remedy. 

Thus, though officials are financially liable, access to their accountability mechanisms is systemically 
blocked. 

 

4. The “Bar Association Syndicate” and Monopoly Control 

The BAR (British Accreditation Registry) is not a U.S. government agency. It is: 

 A private, foreign-registered association, answerable ultimately to Crown Temple franchises. 
 

 Members take an oath to the court, not the Constitution. 
 

 BAR rules prohibit members from challenging court jurisdiction — even when fraud or lack 
of standing is obvious. 

This is a direct antitrust violation: courts and law are monopolized by a closed guild, which prevents 
competition (i.e., men and women representing themselves under common law) and protects its 
members from redress actions. 

 

5. The Hidden Financial Network: CRIS, GSA, and Bond Securitization 

 C.R.I.S. (Court Registry Investment System): All court cases are linked to financial 
instruments via docket number, often used as collateral for court revenue bonding. 
 

 These are registered through GSA surety chains and state finance authorities. 
 

 Municipalities issue Muni Bonds backed by performance expectations (arrests, convictions, 
fines). 
 

 These are sold in the secondary securities market and bundled into derivatives. 

This means every case, every fine, every jail sentence = financial performance on an instrument. 
It is not about justice — it is about revenue flow. 
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6. Securities and Exchange Commission (SEC), IRS, and the Northern Trust Web 

 Municipal bonds, court instruments, and UCC filings are all reportable to or monitored by the 
SEC. 
 

 The IRS, under the executive branch and Treasury, collects on these fiduciary operations via 
TINs, EINs, and estate numbers. 
 

 Northern Trust Corporation, operating as trustee or fiduciary in many municipal pension and 
performance-based instruments, frequently appears as an administrator of these revenue 
trusts. 

You are not dealing with just a court — you are dealing with a network of interlinked financial systems 
that profit from human traffic and artificial case law. 

 

Legal Matrix, Constructive Entrapment, and Collusion 
against the People 

The Legal Matrix: A Construct of Deception and Control 

The current legal system operates as a complex matrix of presumptions, contracts, and constructive 
fraud—a simulated jurisdiction where the people are unwittingly enrolled into obligations and procedures 
never fully disclosed. It functions not by lawful consent, but through: 

 Non-disclosure of true legal status and jurisdiction 
 

 Constructive contracts through birth certificates, licenses, and benefits 
 

 Equitable presumptions based on silence and failure to rebut 
 

 Legal fictions, where men and women are converted into "persons," "residents," or "wards" 

“A law repugnant to the Constitution is void.” 
— Marbury v. Madison, 5 U.S. 137 (1803) 

Yet the legal system relies on maintaining the illusion of consent, while systematically denying the 
right to full disclosure, genuine contract, or equal standing. 

 

Entrapment by Design: Barriers to Truth and Justice 

Rather than serve as impartial arbiters, many judges and attorneys function as gatekeepers for the 
corporate legal order: 

 Judges often hold investments in the same financial instruments (municipal bonds, pension 
funds, court fees) that their rulings protect. 
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 Attorneys swear loyalty to the Bar, a private foreign-controlled guild (British Accreditation 
Registry), not to the Constitution or the People. 
 

 Conflicts of interest abound, as prosecutors, judges, and defense counsel operate in the same 
network, enforcing uniform outcomes that favor institutional power, not truth. 

This is not merely corruption—it is structural entrapment protected by rules of procedure and policy, 
not law. 

“No State shall pass any law impairing the obligation of contracts...” 
— U.S. Constitution, Article I, Section 10 
Yet states do it daily, through hidden adhesion contracts and corporate policy masquerading as law. 

 

Anti-Trust Violations by Legal Cartels 

Under the Sherman Act and Clayton Antitrust Act, it is illegal for private actors to collude in restraint 
of trade, monopolize services, or price-fix—yet the legal industry: 

 Restricts competition via Bar membership requirements 
 

 Monopolizes access to justice by denying self-representation or private arbitration 
 

 Suppresses challenges to jurisdiction or constitutional enforcement 
 

 Silences whistleblowers and reformers through threats, sanctions, and bar complaints 

“The very essence of civil liberty certainly consists in the right of every individual to claim the protection of 
the laws.” 
— Marbury v. Madison 

But under the current structure, civil liberty is only granted conditionally, based on the level of 
participation in the legal fiction and administrative hierarchy. 

 

 
Legal Entrapment through Code Invocation 

"Even Your Attempt to Escape Is Used Against You" 

 

1. The Paradox of Invoking Statutory Relief 

When you cite U.S. Code — like §1983 — you are presumed to: 

 Be a legal person (U.S. citizen / ward of the District) 
 

 Operate within the commercial jurisdiction of the federal municipal trust 
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 Accept limited privileges instead of unalienable rights 
 

 Operate without proper reservations of status 

Thus, even while asserting a constitutional violation, the mere act of citing their code: 

"Waives your standing as a sui juris sovereign man/woman and makes you a participant in the 
legislative fiction." 

This is the trap door of equity courts: you voluntarily appear and argue from within their sandbox. 

 

2. The Proper Distinction: Suiters v. Code-Fiction Litigants 

 A “suiter” (archaic: suitor) is one who petitions for redress while retaining their standing under 
natural/common law and not entering the commercial franchise system. 
 

 This is why you often must make explicit statements such as: 

“Without prejudice under U.C.C. 1-308, I appear as a living man, sui juris, not an accommodation party 
nor fiduciary for any ens legis or trust. I do not submit to corporate statutes absent clear constitutional 
authority and validation of consent.” 

 Otherwise, a code citation = implied joinder to the body of law. 

 

3. Suiters Not Parties to the Code 

The case law recognizes that: 

"The suitors’ clause of the Judiciary Act of 1789 allows one to appear in court under the common law as a 
suitor and not be a party to the U.S. Code." 

The Judiciary Act (1 Stat. 73, §9, 1789) guaranteed that courts of record would always be open to: 

 Common law actions 
 

 Suits in equity 
 

 No need for statutory pleading or registration 

This means: a suitor is not required to plead through the vehicle of code citations but instead 
invokes natural law, common law, or constitutional law directly. 
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4. A Trap Laid by Structure: Franchises Masquerading as Law 

This matrix includes: 

Structure Entrapment Mechanism 

BAR System Officers of court can’t argue outside statutes without risking discipline 

Courts of Record (converted) Now operate as administrative units for enforcing commercial obligations 

Clerks of Court Act as gatekeepers who refuse filings not in statutory format 

Electronic Filing Requires "actor registration" (PACER, etc.) — entering a commercial transaction 

Statutory Remedies Require acceptance of code jurisdiction by design 

Civil Rights Suits Force you to argue within franchise system that created the harm 

 

5. Cure: Reservation of Rights & Common Law Framework 

To remain outside the franchise, you must: 

 Never cite codes without disclaiming voluntary jurisdiction (e.g. “Only as evidence of 
administrative violation, not as jurisdictional basis.”) 
 

 Clearly state that you are appearing in propria persona, not pro se (which means you accept 
court assignment as your fiduciary) 
 

 Reserve all rights under U.C.C. 1-308 and 1-103 (remedies and rights preserved) 

Use codes like 42 U.S.C. §1983 as evidence, not as your authority — or else your status as a living 
man/woman reverts to that of corporate subject. 

 

 

 
Infiltration From Within: Secret Societies and the Erosion of 
America’s Substance 

What has transpired over the past several centuries is not merely the result of poor policy or political 
negligence — it is the direct outcome of a long-planned infiltration of America’s institutions by secret 
societies, foreign banking interests, and ecclesiastical orders that do not serve the American people, 
but rather serve a globalist agenda of subjugation, control, and asset seizure. 

From the shadows, Jesuit operatives, Zionist financiers, and Masonic networks have steadily 
embedded themselves within every critical domain: education, finance, law, military, media, and 
governance. 
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This legal, spiritual, and cultural war did not originate from across oceans — it came from within, 
masked in robes of religion, charity, and national defense. Over centuries, secret societies such as the 
Jesuits, Zionist banking interests, and allied Masonic orders have infiltrated every critical structure of 
governance, finance, media, and education. 

This is no mere “conspiracy theory” — but conspiracy fact, corroborated by the highest offices in world 
history: 

 George Washington wrote to G.W. Snyder in 1798, confirming his concern over Jesuit 
influence: 
 
“It is my opinion that if the liberties of this country—the United States of America—are destroyed, 
it will be by the subtlety of the Roman Catholic Jesuit priests.” 
 

 John Adams stated: 
 
“My history of the Jesuits is not eloquently written, but it is supported by unquestionable 
authorities… If ever there was a body of men who merited eternal damnation on earth and in hell, 
it is this Society of Loyola.” 
 

 Pope Clement XIV, in his bull Dominus ac Redemptor (1773), dissolved the Jesuit order for its 
crimes and subversion of nations. 

Despite warnings, these entities re-emerged — unrepentant, rebranded, and more deeply embedded 
— in global banking institutions, public education systems, legal frameworks, and intelligence networks. 

The fruits of their infiltration are now evident: 

 Jesuit-trained attorneys, bankers, and policy-makers now hold the highest seats of influence, 
having traded the principles of the Republic for globalist agendas rooted in canon law, maritime 
commerce, and debt-based control systems. 
 

 Zionist financial networks, operating through the Federal Reserve, IMF, World Bank, and BIS, 
have converted the American economy into a bond farm, where human lives are 
collateralized and traded through securities without informed consent. 
 

 Masonic-affiliated justices and politicians have passed legislation that aligns not with 
American jurisprudence, but with Babylonian commercial codes and foreign treaties that 
surrender national sovereignty. 

Instruments of Infiltration 

 Jesuits focus on spiritual conquest through education, philosophy, and diplomacy, subverting 
the minds of future leaders to serve global hierarchy over local sovereignty. 
 

 Zionist-aligned financial cartels operate through central banks, debt instruments, and 
securities fraud, abstracting wealth from nations into private trust domains. 
 

 Freemasonic and affiliated brotherhoods wield control through oaths of secrecy, embedding 
loyalty to their lodge above public duty, creating dual allegiance in courtrooms, legislatures, and 
corporate boards. 
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Together, these forces orchestrated the conversion of public governance into private commercial 
franchises. The “United States” became a foreign-owned municipal corporation. State courts became 
equity courts operating under ecclesiastical and admiralty codes. Citizens became corporate persons, 
subject to bond enforcement rather than constitutional guarantees. 

 

The Harm to Our Communities 

This is no longer abstract — the consequences are now devastatingly tangible: 

 Families destroyed in civil courts without due process. 
 

 Land and homes seized under color of law by agencies bonded to foreign insurers. 
 

 Children trafficked through state-sponsored CPS systems incentivized by federal title funding. 
 

 Veterans and citizens medicated, imprisoned, and silenced, while corrupt officials enrich 
themselves under immunity. 

These actors are not serving justice. They are managing debt, converting lives into assets, and 
protecting the machinery of an invisible empire that profits from every injury and injustice. 

 

Final Warning 

As long as: 

 BAR members serve private guilds and foreign principals, 
 

 Courts operate as commercially bonded DUNS-registered corporations, 
 

 And all proceedings function as fiduciary contract events governed by trust law and UCC— 

Then no man or woman can receive justice within this system. 

They will instead be: 

 Presumed incompetent, 
 

 Processed through legal fiction, 
 

 And harvested for revenue and debt collection. 
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This Is Not about Religion — it’s About Control 

This is not an indictment of any faith or people — but rather of organizations operating under secrecy, 
using religious facades and financial instruments to wage psychological, legal, and commercial 
warfare against sovereign nations. 

They eat the substance of the American people — not through invasion, but through legal illusion, 
financial fraud, and spiritual deception. 

The Constitution has been overridden by papal bulls, UN treaties, and secret executive agreements. 
Congress acts as a board of directors. The courts enforce private corporate rules. The churches preach 
obedience instead of truth. And the schools teach loyalty to the system rather than critical thinking or 
lawful standing. 

 

We must name the infiltrators — not to sow hate, but to expose the fraud and restore truth. 

Only by bringing these secret operations into the light can Americans truly reclaim their standing, remove 
foreign entanglements, and resurrect the lawful Republic intended by the Founders. 

“Have no fellowship with the unfruitful works of darkness, but rather reprove them.” — Ephesians 5:11 
 

 

Final Declaration and Wake-Up Call to the American People 

Let this stand as a solemn warning and heartfelt appeal — not only to the people of these United States, 
but especially to those who wear the robes of the court, carry the bar card, or pledge oaths they do not 
understand: 

You are not serving the Constitution. You are not preserving liberty. You are serving foreign 
corporations, trusts, and financial interests that have hijacked our nation under color of law. 

The very courts that claim to offer justice now operate as commercial contract enforcement centers. 
The attorneys who promised to uphold the Constitution have, knowingly or not, become agents of a 
foreign estate — acting not on behalf of the living man or woman, but on behalf of international creditors, 
bonding companies, and papal trusts that monetize our birthrights for profit. 

The BAR (British Accredited Registry) is not an American institution. It answers to the Crown Temple, 
not We the People. Its rules and canons are rooted in ecclesiastical trusts and maritime instruments, not 
in the natural law or the original intent of the Constitution for the united States of America. 

Every time a man or woman is processed through a courtroom without full disclosure… 

Every time an all-capital-name is assumed to be a debtor or surety… 

Every time a prosecutor withholds evidence, a judge denies due process, or a defense attorney fails to 
challenge jurisdiction… 

…a quiet war is being waged against the very soul of our Republic. 
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This is not theory. It is the documented legal structure of a system that has turned Americans into 
inventory — bonded, monetized, and traded on international markets under CUSIP numbers and 
municipal securities. 

And the worst part? 

Many who participate in this system do so out of ignorance, indoctrination, or fear — never realizing that 
they, too, are enslaved in a structure that will ultimately devour them and their children. 

 

To All BAR Attorneys, Judges, and Public Servants: 

If you value your soul more than your paycheck — now is the time to wake up. 

If you swore an oath — honor it. 

If you claim to serve the people — prove it. 

Cease enforcing unlawful statutes that violate due process, equal protection, and natural rights. Stop 
concealing fraud behind procedural games and scripted silence. Reject foreign allegiances and return to 
the foundational law of the land: Life, Liberty, and the Pursuit of Happiness, secured by unalienable 
rights. 

 

 

This Is Our Chance 

We the People are rising. Not with violence, but with knowledge, standing, and righteous indignation. And 
we will no longer be silent while foreign systems plunder our land, corrupt our families, and desecrate 
our laws. 

We are not your collateral. 

We are not your property. 

We are the rightful heirs to a sacred trust — and we are reclaiming it. 

“When injustice becomes law, resistance becomes duty.” — Thomas Jefferson 

Let all who read this know: You have been served notice. 

And with that notice comes a choice: 

 Continue the deception, and perish in dishonor. 
 

 Or return to truth, and stand with your fellow Americans in peace, honor, and liberty. 


