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Recogni ze at the outset that you are dealing with a bunch of
crimnal s who have abandoned their responsibilities as agents of the
peopl e by vacating the government and becom ng a corporation to advance
the commercial interests of the world. They attenpt to nmake a
corporation out of you, too, by witing your Christian appellation in
all-capital letters, which is a clear prejudice against you, according
to;

Texas Rules of Civil Procedure (TCRP) Rule 52, Alleging a Corporation:

"All egations that a corporation is incorporated shall be taken as Truth
unl ess denied by affidavit of the adverse party, his agent or his
attorney, whether such corporation 1s public or private and however
created.”

Take note of the words "however created" because when those
attorneys wite your nane in all-capital letters on a sunmons or warrant
or notice, you have now been constituted as a corporation. Your name was
simlarly corrupted when a constructive trust was established as you
vol unteered into Social Security, making you part of the national
soci al i st denocracy and assi gning you an enployee |.D. nunber (SSAN).
TCRP Rules 53 and 54 affirmthe notion that if sonmeone all eges that you
are a corporation and you do not deny it in a tinely manner, you are an
i ndeed a corporation for the cormercial matter in question. Checking the
definition of "nane" in Bouvies |law dictionary, we find that if;

1) the opposing side does NOT use your Christian appellation, and;
2) you do NOT nmke an appearance, and;
3) you do NOT wai ve process-then they have NO jurisdiction over you.

One net hod of obtaining control over the all-capital letter fiction
istofile a UCC-1 financing statenent with the secretary of state.
Another is to bring that fiction under your domain as private
intellectual property through a copyright, which enjoys the protection
of common | aw when made a part of the public record with the | oca
county recorder. (Copyright |aw existed before the nodern statute was
created.) Conpare this with a trademark, which is not a common | aw
docunent since it comes under statutory |aw.
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The mandat e since 1935 from Washington is that all the state
governnents standardi ze their state rules, procedures and statutes.
Ref erences given here use the Texas code, however there are equival ent
sections in each of the other state rul ebooks fromwhich to derive
simlar authority.

TRCP Rule 52 was cited in Galleria Bank vs. Southwest Properties,
498 Sout hwest 2nd, page 5, as follows:

"The failure of an adverse party [i.e. you] to deny under oath the
all egation that he is incorporated di spenses with the necessity of proof
of the fact."

So, when you receive a presentnent (bill, citation, tax bill
| awsui t, sunmons), you are alleged to be a corporation sinply by how
your Christian appellation is styled (all-capital letters) on the
presentnent. |If you consent to that allegation by remaining silent
during the tinme given for responding, it anounts to acceptance of your
corporate status (acquiescence by silence). The fact that the opposition
puts a case nunber or file reference or |icense nunber on the
presentment constitutes a clai mnunber that conpletes the process of
creating a private corporation w thout your awareness. Thus, for that
particular matter, you are presuned to be a corporation unless you rebut
it (contest it) with an affidavit sworn under penalties of perjury.

RULE: Never accept a presentnment wthout contesting it, but
renmenber that the ONLY thing you want to contest is the "style of the
case," i.e. the corruption of your Christian appellation into a
corporate fiction form

To argue anything else in the pleading (even a contention that you
are an ax murderer) instantly causes you to traverse into the
opposition’s jurisdiction-and you' re dead!

By the opposition successfully alleging that you are a corporation
you becone caught in a Catch-22. Comercial courts cannot deal with
fl esh-and- bl ood Peopl e-they deal only with legal fictions (ACTORS) and
you are entirely out of place in a conmrercial court unless they sonehow
manage to join you, the Living Soul, with a corporation (ACTOR), which
is how the court obtains jurisdiction over you. However, corporations
cannot speak for thensel ves; they depend upon an attorney to be their
nmout hpi ece and represent them before the court. You have NO STANDI NG
before the court, not being a nenber of the BAR, and thus cannot speak
for the legal fiction (ACTOR) whose nane sounds exactly |ike yours (idem
sonans). For you to attenpt a court appearance perpetrates fraud upon
the court and NOTHI NG you say or file with the court may be recognized
or heard, in spite of your best intentions and nost diligent efforts.
The judge will take silent notice of this imediately. Hiring an
attorney only conplicates issues because it nakes you a ward of the
court (inconpetent to handle your own affairs) AND it conprom ses your
interests (attorneys are officers of the court whose first allegiance is
to the court and not to their clients). Representing yourself pro seis
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no solution, either, unless you conveniently happen to be a nenber of
the BAR (perish the thought!).

Havi ng traversed down the slippery slope, which |eads to your own
destruction, it is virtually inpossible to then reverse course and
di sassoci ate yourself fromthe legal fiction (ACTOR). Once you' ve PROVED
you are a fraud by agreeing to be a corporation, a powerful principal of
law rul es your affairs: "No truth can come froma fraud". Avoid that
slippery slope in the first place by declaring, "That's not nme!" as your
AUTOVATI C RESPONSE to any presentnent, oral or witten, where the
ACTOR S nane is used instead of your Christian appellation. "I don't
know whose nanme you have there, but that's not ne!"

WARNI NG Your declaration of "That's not nme!" needs to be nmade by

affidavit when it is to becone a part of an official record. Refer to
Dr. Pepper Conpany v. Crowe, 621 SW2nd 466, which held as foll ows:

Plaintiff pled defendant as a corporation. Defendant did not deny
by verified pleading pursuant to TRCP 52 and 93 that he was not a
corporation. Thus, such fact was established. Presentnents may be
handl ed in any of three ways:

1. Wite "This is not me" in red ink diagonally across the face of the
instrument and return it to the sender.

2. Wite "No such entity exists" in red ink diagonally across the face
of the instrunent and return it to the sender.

3. First, record a copyright of the ACTOR S nane and then pursue
di scovery with the sender of the presentnent: |nquire whether the
sender is nmaking a claimagainst your copyright and, if so, how they
propose to handle the cost of such a claim(one mllion dollars in
United States silver coin per use per issuer). (The presunption is that
the sender is using the ACTOR S nanme in an attenpt to extract sonething
fromyour estate.) Cains for unlawful use of the copyright fall under
conmon | aw and not under the commercial statutes regul ating negoti able
instrunents and contracts. Therefore silver specie may be denmanded in
any settlement, instead of Federal Reserve notes or credit instrunents
of the United States.

The Texas Penal Code Articles 1.03, 1.04 and 1.07 (and siml ar
| anguage in each of the other states' code) says that the only crineg,
whi ch may be commtted, by one of the People is a conmon | aw cri ne.
People are not "violators" of civil statutes. Wen soneone sends a
presentnent, they are contending that there is a contract on file
somewhere and that one of the People is a "violator" of sone civil
statute. "Violators" are persons, which includes inanimate entities like
corporations, trusts, legal fictions and ACTORS, but does not include
Peopl e (Living Souls). The subterfuge is confusing until you realize
that they are operating in two separate venues-one for legal fictions
and the other for real People. The People's venue is in the conmon | aw,
whi ch i s based upon the constitution and runs with the |and. The
corporate governnent, in order to function, has codified a | ot of the
rights of the People into statutes, which they attenpt to enforce under
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the presunption that the People have agreed to be treated as
corporations. The statutory side is the face that they show to the
People in order to distract and deceive-and thereby controls them

In 1935, the Social Security Act cane into being. It provided that
if one of the People voluntarily enrolled in Social Security and
recei ved a nunber, he was deened to be an enpl oyee of the governnent.
The State of Texas, as a subsidiary corporation of the United States
Inc. (Title 28, 8 3002 15 et sequel), can thus point to a man's Soci al
Security contract to substantiate their contention that the man has
becone a person (ACTOR) and an enpl oyee of the state corporation,
subj ect to being regulated and controlled by the statutes. As said
bef ore, People cannot conmit violations unless they agreed to do
sonet hing by contract. However, a contract nay be invalidated if it was
entered into without full disclosure-which is al nbst always the case in
these entangl enments with the state.

The Penal Code sets punishnents for violations but it also provides
a legal remedy for the People. People CANNOT avail thenselves of the
remedy if they acquiesce to being a legal fiction corporation/enployee),
so it is inmportant to first gain control of the all-capital letter
ACTOR S nane by neans of a conmon | aw copyright and renmove it from
commerce so the state cannot use it against you. This is the highest
formof title one can possess once the recorder's office attaches a deed
nunber. Wth a copyright in hand, a man has returned control of his life
to hinself and out of the hands of the state. Anyone com ng against the
ACTOR after that point is required to post a bond equal to double the
val ue of the copyright property before commenci ng acti on.

NOTE: Cccasionally, a county recorder will resist the idea of recording
your papers by contending that you cannot copyright your own nane-and
the recorder would be correct in that contention. There is no way to
copyright your Christian name (upper-|ower case appellation). However,
the nanme that is being recorded for copyright is NOT your Christian
nane-it is the noni ker of the alleged fiction, the corporation or ACTOR
whose nane just happens to sound |ike yours. Furthernore, your papers
are being subnmitted to the common | aw side of the recorder's office
whi ch recordi ng takes precedence over statutory process. Be aware that
a man can copyright ANY of the fruits of his labor, whether it be from
his hands or his mind, and thereby protect those fruits for his own
excl usive use by withdrawi ng them from conmerce and the public domain

| MPORTANT: Use care in selecting your terns. "File" a statutory
term "Record" is a common |aw term The copyright is private
intellectual property "recorded for public notice."

The Texas Code of Crimnal Procedure (TCCP) in 8 1.14 \Wiver of
Ri ghts, says: "The defendant in a crimnal prosecution for any offense
may wai ve any rights secured to himby law. |If he does not object to a
defect, error or irregularity of formor substance in the indictnent or
the informati on before the date of the trial, he waives and forfeits the
rights to object to the irregularity on appeal." So, if you argue
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anything except "That's not ne!" in response to a presentnent, you're
dead! If you accept the contention that you' re a corporation, you' ve
acqui esced to being treated |like a corporation-and you are finished.
You are absolutely guilty of whatever they say you are because they run
the courts. Your only defense is owning title to the ACTOR S nane- by
copyright. Get control of your legal fiction and then you can get
control of your life.

Do not ever answer to the all-capital letter nane. Al ways object.
I f someone announces that they have service for you, respond with "Let
nme see the paperwork. Onh, that's not nme." Avoid entanglenments with the
state. You have no rights in any statutory corporation court. You only
have statutory privileges and i munities. The People are the created
ones. The governnent serves the People to the People's benefit. If you
all ow yourself to be contracted into their statutory venue as a
corporation, then you are going to have to abide by the fact that they
have all the rules in their favor and that you have no rights. Once you
assert your rights that you are one of the People, there are a nunber of
things you can do to hel p your court case to make certain that you wll
win on appeal. The Texas Rules of Crimnal Procedure in § 1.27 states
that the common | aw governs. If the statutory code fails to provide a
rul e of procedure in any particular state of case, the rules of comon
| aw shal | apply.

If, fromthe outset, you establish that you are NOT that |ega
fiction, then that case does NOT apply to you; instead, the rules of
common | aw apply. You may force themto nove the case into a venue in
whi ch the common | aw prevails (Texas Rules of Cvil Procedure § 257 and
259), back into the venue of the People, to wit: A change of venue may
be granted in civil cases upon a notion by either party supported by his
own affidavit and the affidavit of three credi ble persons, residents of
the county in which the suit is pending. (NOTE: The granting of a
petition to nove the case is usually automatic, unless sone agent from
t he government corporation objects under penalty of perjury that a fair
trial by a jury by due course of the |aw of the |and can indeed be found
In a court of equity-not likely, since your affidavit beconmes the
j udgnent unl ess rebutted point-for-point. |If rebutted, the affidavit
nmust be tried under the rules of common | aw, which nust be heard by a
jury in the county court for the People. This is because a renedy for a
common | aw controversy cannot be heard in an equity court.) For an
exanpl e of renoval of a case to common |aw court, see: Lone Star Stee
Conpany vs. Scott.

PETI TI ON | N REMOVAL

"I amnot that fiction on the warrant or information that was
served upon ne. | amone of the People and a living soul. | amnot a
corporation. | demand nmy renmedy in the court of the People in the county
court of record. | petition the court to renmove Case No. 121212 from
admralty court under contract law into the county court for the People
under conmon | aw. "
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Equal footing doctrine (under the full faith and credit provisions
of the federal constitution) says you nay inport Texas law into your
state and Texas law will have standing (to govern) in your case.

Refuse to give your "nane": ...The om ssion of the Christian nane
by either plaintiff or defendant in a | egal process prevents the court
from acquiring jurisdiction, there being no other description or
identification or appearance or waiver of process. -- Bouvies Law
Dictionary, 8" Edition. See: Boyington vs. Chanberlain, 38 Texas 604;
Thonmpson vs. McCorkle, 136 |Indiana 484 NE Reporter 813.

Al'l crimes are conmercial crimes with commercial renedi es. Pena
code violations are NOT crines. Prior to 1939, there were four causes of
action in the courts: civil, penal, crimnal and adnmralty. After the
"Geat Conbining” in 1939, the only cause remaining was civil action in
equity. (FRCP Rule 2, Title 28). Constant throughout the ages is the 7"
Amendment to the constitution, which preserves the right of the People
to a conmon | aw venue. Any "crinme" with a nonetary value of nore than
$20 attached to it entitles the accused to due process under the common
law. (One day in jail is normally worth nore than $20.) In Texas, al
crimnal action nust be dealt with under the common | aw where the Peopl e
have sovereign inmunity. |If you renenber to avail yourself of the
constitutional renmedy codified in the Rules of Criminal Procedure, you
di scover you do have a legal leg to stand on. Even attorneys have rights
under the common law. |In a disbarnment action, an attorney may petition
to have his case heard in the county court of record (comon |aw court).

Mandat ory steps to taking back control of your legal l|ife:

1. Copyright the name of your l|egal fiction.
2. On receiving any presentnent, respond automatically with "That's not

rre! n
3. Find the renmedy in your own state statute or code to counter the
action being brought against you and FILE THAT REMEDY in your own real

nane. "The fiction in which the case is styled is not Me. |, amreally
Me, a living soul, one of the sovereign People of the several states
united. | dermand to nove the case into ny venue where the People have

renedy-in conmon | aw. "

A |l andmark case for establishing who the People are is Kenper vs.
State, 138 Sout hwest 1025 (issued in 1911), which says on Page 1043, §
33: One sovereign does not need to tell another sovereign that he is
sovereign. The sovereign is nmerely sovereign by his very existence. The
rule in America is that the American people are the sovereigns.

You have the right as a sovereign to control both sides of your
life, the cormon |aw (private) side and the statutory (public) side
where you engage in contracts with others. The presunption of contracts
| acks full disclosure, but if you don't know who you are you are going
to innocently accept a piece of paper with your capitalized nane and,
whet her you like it or not, you will be captured into a statutory venue
to be treated |like a corporation and mani pul ated to the prejudice of
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your own best interests. You are one of the sovereign People. You have
a right to copyright your Capitalized NAME.

There is an insidious aspect to the states becom ng corporations in
order to execute public policy. W have grown used to seeing the
activities of the Texas, a Republic carried out under the banner of The
State of Texas (a corporation). The Powers That Be may have gone one
step further in the devel opnment of the corporate fiction than the state
constitution and the statutes actually permt, because we now see the
corporation styled in | egal docunents as THE STATE OF TEXAS, which has
no foundation in law or statute nor is the all-capital letter nane
registered with the Secretary of State of Texas. This anmounts to a
fictitious plaintiff, which leads to the possibility that sone band of
i nternational rogues may have stol en even our de facto corporate
governnent fromus. See Bal dauf vs. Nathan Russell, 96 Atlantic
Recorder, Page 96 (88 NJ | aw 303) which says under Abatenent and Plea in
Abatement-Fictitious Party: The defense that a plaintiff is a
fictitious person attacks the capacity of the plaintiff to commence or
continue the suit and is properly the subject of a plea in abatenent.

Under the TCCP, the state only has the authority nove process under
The State of Texas. It appears, however, that today all of their process
is running as THE STATE OF TEXAS, which may prove to be a fictitious
plaintiff. This amunts to a colossal fraud upon the People, requiring
the collusion of judges, the admralty court system the Bar
Associ ation, the attorneys general, the district attorneys and all the
corporate officers who are supposed to be answerable to the People. It
anounts to abdication of office in order to go over to sone fictitious
venue for which there is no foundation in law. Furthernore, a fictitious
plaintiff is a fraud upon the court because it goes beyond his or her
own code. Every accused man shoul d notice the court of that fraud and
demand hi s renedy.

The state corporation has co-opted the state constitution for use
as their corporate charter. The | abel on the front may say TEXAS
CONSTI TUTI ON, but notice the all-capitalized style being enployed in the
title (subtle hint). The legislative council is responsible for the care
and upkeep of this docunent, assisting the house and senate in their
capacity of board of directors of the state corporation while they
i npersonate officers of The State of Texas. Taking these crimnals to
task for their deeds is nigh unto inpossible, so long as they control
all of the courts. Additional evidence that the CONSTI TUTION i s nothing
nore than a conmercial charter is seen by realizing that it may be
anmended at the whim of registered voters who are voting their interests
as nenbers of the national socialist denocracy. Organic dejure | aw may
be changed only by property owners who are qualified electors, not by
persons of di m nished capacity possessing social security nunbers.

The only crinmes, which may be legitimately prosecuted against the
Peopl e at common | aw, are for;
1) causing injury to another one of the Peopl e;
2) damagi ng your nei ghbor's property, and,
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3) violating the rule that your word is your bond. On the other hand,
if you venture into conmerce and make a contract, you becone bound
by the ternms of that contract under the Law Merchant.

Citizens who obtain a voter's registration card becone nenbers of
the County Corporation. You join the socialist denocracy when you apply

for a social security number and becone an enpl oyee of the corporate
state.

If you know that you are one of the sovereign People and you have
taken control of your alleged commercial entity (ACTOR), where do you go
for remedy? The opposition has closed all of the People's courts.
However, they cannot take them away-by |aw. The state constitution
(corporate charter) identifies the county court which is a court of
record consisting of 12 justices called fromanong the People and
presi ded over by a nmgistrate who keeps order and mmi ntai ns the seal of
the court. The presiding magistrate serves as chief justice of this One
Suprene Court, noving in common |aw. Notice that the United States
Suprene Court is NOT the One Suprene Court, as we have been led to
bel i eve, having jurisdiction only over federal officers and enpl oyees in
Washi ngton, DC and the federal territories.

Since nost of the contracts which inperil your standing in | aw were
entered into voluntarily (social security, driver |icense, marriage
license, voter registration), making you an enpl oyee of the state
corporation and a nenber of the socialist denocracy, consider
vol unteering QUT of the same contracts to restore your sovereign status
under a republican form of governnent.

Article 5, Section 28 of the Texas constitution speaks to the issue
of filling vacancies in the "superior court” which only exists in the
counties. Know what court in which you have renmedy. Apply that renedy,
whet her the opposition pays attention or not, by creating docunents to
cite applicable | aw and statutes that codify your contention that
"That's not me-I"'mnot that THNG " You have the right to nake dilatory
pl eas and point out their errors. Wat are their errors?

1) That's not me on that piece of paper.

2) In fact, that's not YOU on that piece of paper. (Recall the
fictitious plaintiff that has no foundation in either the
constitution or the statutes.)

Don't go into their courts; sinply return their process to them
with an appropriate notation. Renenber that if;

1) the opposing side does NOT use your Christian appellation, and;

2) you do NOT nake an appearance, and,

3) you do NOT wai ve process-then they have NO jurisdiction over you.
Don’t argue on behal f of or against the ACTOR or the charges-it's of no
consequence and you risk traversing into their jurisdiction. The only
issue is "That's not ne!"

The ACTOR, being a fiction, has no capacity to speak, or wite, or
act, or pay fines, or serve tinme in jail. For those purposes, the system
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needs a real live man to step forward and agree to becone the agent for
the ACTOR, thus responsible to the principal to indemify the
obligations of the fiction (see "indemifying party" and "accomobdati ng
party" in the Uniform Conmercial Code). The system convicts the fiction
and the live man serves tine in jail! The state creates the fraud, but a
real, live man nust agree to it for it to be carried to execution

The military, by reporting to the civil authority, is supposed to
come in and protect the People when the court and | egislative systens
break down. There are powerful forces arrayed on the other side, whose
very exi stence depends upon their continued ability to fleece the sheep
They won't relinquish power or control easily. Taking back the system
has to begin somewhere and the starting point is for the People to
record affidavits into the county record with copy to the governnent,
whi ch then becone the basis for prosecuting actions in |aw. An
affidavit, properly recorded, holds as nuch sway as a grand jury
indictnent. (The county attorney referred to in the Texas constitution
is not the district attorney-it's one of the people.)

The state grand jury can only indict for m sdeneanors because
that's the only thing over which a district court has jurisdiction. |If
a felony is involved, it nmust by |law be handled in the county court
(common law). That's why cases are noved to contract |law (equity courts)
where the state attaches crimnal penalties to civil contracts. The
penal code is civil so that they may take felonies into the district
court. Reason: They don't have constitutional or statutory authority
to deal with one of the People charged with a felony in a state district
court. So, how do they get jurisdiction? They claimthat that the real
man is an ACTOR (corporation) and an enpl oyee of the governnent, just
like all judges, prosecuting attorneys, clerks and officers are ACTORS
and enpl oyees. Unless the claimis rebutted, the real man finds that he
has contracted away his right to a republican form of governnent and
joined the socialist denocracy with responsibility to adhere to the
rules of the corporation and opportunity to enjoy a perceived benefit.
It's all in the NAME

The copyright is your private property and it is your right to get
it recorded with the county recorder. Challenge the reluctance of any
county recorder to accept your paperwork by citing § 5407 and 5408 of
Revi sed Statutes of the United States, 1st session, 43rd Congress, 1873
-1874 (see website for sanctions available for non-conpliance with
duties to record). The clerk has NOright to make a judici al
determ nati on on whether to accept or reject your papers. That
determ nati on woul d have to cone by convening a common | aw court and
have 12 justices rule on the issue.

The legal fiction is an ACTOR, a corporation, an enployee, a
Strawman-it’s all of those things-but, it's not you! However, so |ong
as you have NOT staked your claimto its exclusive use, the world of
conmerce will infringe on it for their purposes. But, once you copyright
the legal fiction and renmove it fromthe public domain, the use of that
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property w thout your perm ssion will cost the user a price, which you
set in the public record when recordi ng your copyright.

A di scussion of idemsonans is appropriate. It neans "sounding the
sanme or alike" and is the nmeans by which the real man is tricked into
answering to the illegal conversion of his Christian appellation (name).
When a case is called in court by the bailiff announcing the defendant's
nane, he is reading the all-capital nane of the ACTOR (corporation)
whi ch SOUNDS exactly like the real man's nanme but is NOT his nane. The
natural reaction is to respond by wal king forward. The nonent the rea
man enters the bar; he has just |left the venue of the People and entered
the admiralty court, where by presunption of contract he conmes under
sone obligation to obey a statutory code, rule or regulation and that he
failed to conply with it. Idem sonans anounts to crinminal conversion
(contract made without your consent and | acking full disclosure) that is
willful, malicious and deceptive trade practice. The opposition assunes
that you will not know the truth, will traverse to that fiction and wl|
automatically be captured into their venue-and be the neans to creating
addi ti onal revenue to fund the state machi ne.

So, how does one avoid falling into the idem sonans snare? One way
isto file a petition for an identity hearing-in advance-to clarify
whi ch party the opposition really want to appear in court. This is a
deal killer for them because, if they nake truthful disclosure, it
exposes their fraud. (You can hel p dissuade them from proceedi ng by
attaching a copy of your recorded copyright when you file your
petition.)

Any attenpt by a real man to appear in court is fool hardy. The
ACTOR is the one on trial and he needs |egal representation (a BAR
attorney) to nount a defense. The real man, not being a BAR attorney,
cannot cone into the court wi t hout perm ssion and thus he cannot speak
for the ACTOR Nothing the real man attenpts to put into the record wll
have any effect. The judge and the opposing attorney will take silent
notice of the fraud the real man is attenpting to perpetrate on the
court, but no one will tell himthe reality of the situation. Result:
The ACTOR is recorded as NOT havi ng appeared and nobody nade a
| egi ti mat e appearance for the ACTOR, which |leads the court to award a
decl aratory judgnent in favor of the opposition. Nothing can stop this
process because real man cannot object w thout having a BAR card. Even
if the judge wanted to rule in the ACTOR S favor, he cannot, being
constrained by the rules that govern the court. HINT: If you want to go
into their court, first get a BAR card and obtain standing with the
court.

Stay out of their courts! Only attorneys can appear in their
courts. They are noving by contract and statute and regul ation, not |aw.
If invited to appear, choose to abstain.

1. Send their citation back within 72 hours, with an appropriate

not ati on.
Wait for a warrant.

Page 10



2. Receive the warrant and insist without hesitation, "That's not ne!"

3. If taken into custody, be prepared to contest jurisdiction when
asked to gi ve your nane. The correct response is, "I amne." Wen
qgueri ed about being JOHN DOE, you respond, "I'mnot the JOHN DCE you
have on your paperwork. | amne. Do you have a cl ai magainst me? Do
you know anyone who has a cl ai m agai nst nme?" They can't have a claim
agai nst you because they don't have title to you, like they do have
title to the ACTOR (unl ess you have recorded your copyright).

4. \Who is the bondhol der indemifying the case? "I claimthe bond
because | own the property as evidenced by title to a deed recorded in
the county."

5. I own exclusive title to the ACTOR being charged in the action. Wat
commerci al purpose do you have for that ACTOR and how do you propose to
pay for the privilege? The fee is one million United States silver
dol l ars per use per issuer.

6. Resist the urge to sign a bond for your release. You are signing a
contract whereby you agree to hire an attorney and give up all your
rights. Even if a friend agrees to post a cash bond, you the accused
are asked to sign the bond prior to release. A proper response m ght

be, "No thanks. | don't contract wth denons."

Send a bill to anyone infringing on your copyright wthout
perm ssion. Typically, a presentnment involves two parties, assum ng an
attorney is in the picture, so the mnimumfee is two mllion silver
dollars. Wit 30 days to receive paynent and then record an Affidavit
of Non-Paynent, with your bill attached, into the county recorder's
office. (An unrebutted affidavit becomes a judgnment nihil dicit after 30
days and you don't need a court to collect onit.) In this way, you are
generating paperwork in their venue, which will eventually be noticed by
t he bondi ng conpani es who i ndemify the actions of governnent enpl oyees.
The bond conpany nmay refuse to renew coverage at sonme point because of
unacceptable risk. Wthout a bond, a governnment enployee cannot fulfil
the duties of his office and conduct his commercial business.

Ni hil dicit neans that when a party is under the obligation to
respond and cannot-or does not, you have created a controversy, which
can only be settled in a common | aw court (nonexistent) and that puts
the opposition in a severe bind. You can add fuel to the fire by filing
a crimnal conplaint charging deceptive trade practice through the
fraudul ent use of commercial paper and fraudul ent conmercial process.
It is up to the court to determ ne what the crimnal penalties ampunt
to, however, by your bill and affidavit, you have already set the civil
penalty at one mllion silver dollars-plus. The opposition is caught
bet ween a rock and a hard pl ace because they cannot legitimtely answer
or dispute your claimand it becomes a judgnment by their silence. "You
have used ny copyright w thout my perm ssion to extort sone benefit or
noney or property frommy personal estate and | am |l odging a claimfor
damages. | have taken steps to protect ny estate and you have used ny
copyright without ny perm ssion and you owe nme one mllion silver
dollars.™
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Maxi m of |law. "For the defacto officer to have the presunption of
office, there nust first be the dejure office.” This neans that the
governnent may not wish to use the constitution or deal with real |aw
but their lifeblood is determ ned ultimtely by their adherence to the
law. They will get as far away fromreal |law as the People will allow,
but at sonme point they have to answer to the | aw because they know t hey
cannot exist without the dejure office being there. So, when affidavits
al l eging crinmes against the People begin to pile up, it will begin to
have a snowbal | effect.

The hi ghest form of conplaint (even higher than a grand jury
indictnent) is a sworn affidavit placed into the public record by one of
t he soverei gn People. Actions comrence in the county court (conmmon | aw)
by affidavit of the sovereign. There is no need for a grand jury to be
convened and no cause for the police to go out and investi gate-al
that's required is for a sovereign to wite an affidavit and decl are,
"This crinme occurred to nme" and put it into the county recorder's
office. Already, we have seen decisions to resign nmade by a nunber of
recalcitrant Texas public officers in |lieu of contesting the conplaints
made against them It is incunbent upon each of us to refuse to allow
public officers to get away with their crinmes and to hold the truth up
to their face at every opportunity. W have got to start asserting our
rights and the way we do that is to take control of the presunption that
we have a commercial identity (ACTOR) that belongs to themand for which
t hey make us the indemmifying party. Wen you copyright that ACTOR you
take away their power. By not answering to that fiction, you take away
their power. By sending thema bill every tinme they use the ACTOR S
name w thout your perm ssion, the accunul ati ng weight of the civil and
crimnal affidavits that lie in the county recorder's office will take
Away their power. They will have to cone back and be responsive to the
Peopl e.

Once your copyright is recorded, you have the ability to stop the
progress of cases being brought against you. You load the record with
affidavits and counter every nove of the opposition. This may not halt
t he psychol ogi cal warfare they wage agai nst you and, at sone point; you
may be intimdated into hiring an attorney. You do this at your own
peril because the judge will likely order your attorney (an officer of
the court) to purge offensive docunments fromthe records-and you wl |
have nothing to say about it-to be replaced with docunents of the
attorney's choosing. A better way to go is to stand before the court as
yourself and to always proclaim "I amne. I'mnot that fiction or any
other entity on God's green earth. | amonly ne."

The Christian nanme (title) given to you when you were born is your
"address". |If questioned as to your address, it is proper to respond,
"You may address ne as Ralph. | am Me." "Ral ph" is not your mailing
location; it is your address. If they attenpt to | abel you a resident,
decl are that you are an inhabitant. Inhabitants have dom ciles, not
resi dences. Wiere do you live? You live in your body, where else? You
SIGN NOTHI NG that is placed before you unless you understand the ful
i mplication of the act. By giving your nane to soneone el se, you
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relinquish title over yourself. By giving your date of birth, you
relinguish your birthright. Wth neither title to yourself nor your
birthright, you have given over total control of yourself to others.
Remenber the trickery perpetrated with idem sonans. The cop in the
processing section, the property office clerk, the guard in the prison-

are all in on the ruse to get you to traverse to being the fiction. If
successful, they own you and you becone a ward of the state. "I can't
give you ny name (my title) because then | wouldn't have one. | can't

give you the date of ny birth without giving up ny birthright." All

j udges, prosecuting attorneys, policenen, and officers of the court are
ACTORS with jurisdiction only over other ACTORS (enpl oyees of the
gover nment ) - unl ess you give them perm ssion to exercise jurisdiction
over you.

Get the common | aw copyright of the fiction recorded with your
county. Renpve that ACTOR fromcomerce. It is the highest title over
yourself you can possess. You own yourself at that point. You determ ne
who will use that fiction and when and at what price. It is the ultimte
device for protecting yourself. It is nore powerful-and nore useful -
than a UCC-1 because the copyright is under the common |aw. The UCC-1
cones under the commercial code, which may be changed w t hout notice and
is overseen by attorneys who are the fiduciaries for the corporate
bankruptcy. They all work for the bankers and they're primary job is to
coll ect the debt.

Find your remedy for anything that occurred within the boundaries
of your county in the venue of the county court (common |aw). Renenber
that none of the People have rights under the Constitution of the United
States, which is a conpact between the several States and the United
States. Your rights are preserved by the |ocal contract, which is your
state constitution. The federal Bill of Ri ghts does not apply to you,
except where it has been replicated in your state constitution. Neither
does the federal governnent have authority over you, unless you are a
resident in a federal enclave or becone a federal enployee (soci al
security contract). So, the feds cannot put you in their prison-unless
you vol unteer. One way of volunteering is to speak inproperly at
allocution (time of sentencing). Wen the judge asks if you know of any
reason why he shoul d not pass sentence, you had better junp to your feet
and speak with as much conviction as you can manage;

"Yes sir, | know SEVERAL reasons why you shoul d not pass sentence!

FOR THE RECORD, that fiction Iisted on your paperwork is NOT Me! You can
sentence that fiction to anything you please-if you think you have title
to him But, you do NOT have title to Me, so you cannot do anything to
Me-and | do NOT give you perm ssion to do anything except dismss the
case and discharge all charges with prejudice! Furthernore, there is
evi dence of fraud and collusion on the part of the prosecution who has
brought an action in the nane of a fictitious plaintiff. This is an
equity court and you either nove by contract or by title. | don't have
any contract with you and I know for certain that you don't own ne nor
am|l your slave. | ama living soul and NOT a corporation or a
fictitious creation of the state. Furthernore, | am NOT an enpl oyee of
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any governnent corporation. | am M | claimsubject matter jurisdiction
and in personam jurisdiction for nyself alone and | refuse to relinquish
either jurisdiction to you. So, you cannot fine ne or put me in jail.

| demand to be released i nmedi atel y!"

* * * * *

Send Comments to wplc@ycos. com

CGet a copy of the Video: Copyright - Its All in the NAME for a
suggest ed donati on of 15. 00.

A sanpl e copyright instrunent suitable for recordation will be
included, if you request it.

Mai | donations: [Cash (FRN s) or Blank Money O ders]

For use on envel ope only.
G Man

P. O Box 241

Weston, Texas [ 75097]

Pl ease do not nake checks and Money Orders to G man

A CDis now al so avail able for a donation containing docunments actual ly
used.

* * * * *

All material contained in this presentation is for educati onal
purposes only. It does not constitute |egal advice. None of the
contributors are |l awers or nenbers of the BAR. Consult your own | ega
prof essi onal before attenpting to nake use of any of this material.
There are no guarantees-inplied or express-as to the accuracy or
adequacy of any of the information presented.
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