REMEMBER!  NEVER ANSWER ANY QUESTIONS!

There are 3 parts in the habeas corpus court proceeding

     Setup the court.

     Examinine the witnesses.

     Move for the remedy.

When you go into court, you only ask questions.  NEVER ANSWER 

QUESTIONS!  NOT EVEN YOUR NAME!  If you answer any questions, you 

enter the criminal jurisdiction.

If you are asked your name, you could ask, "Would you put me down 

as ........, please?" or you could have someone step forward and 

identify you.

Either choice is ok.

When the case is called, the judge, representing the criminal 

jurisdiction, in effect is saying that he is ready to rent the 

courtroom to you.  You accept that offer by stepping forward and 

asking, "Is the accuser present?"  or "Is Mr. John Jones 

present?"  When that person steps forward, you might pause and 

let the judge do his job, which could be to setup the courtroom 

You can ask that the person be sworn in for examination.  The 

judge is a bit unpredictable at this point.  But he does have a 

procedure that he wants to follow.  At some point, you can push 

the procedure by starting to ask the witness questions.  If the 

judge stops you because it appears that he wants to follow some 

procedure for swearing in the witness, simply ask the judge to 

swear them in.  (Don't let him swear you in.  You are not a 

witness).

As long as the judge is doing what you want, there is no need to 

control him.  He is giving you what you want.  

If the judge says or does something you don't like, then you 

respond several ways:

     Object.

     Ask the judge if he is suspending the writ of habeas corpus.

     Ask the judge if he is testifying or making accusations.

     Ask the judge if he is asking questions because he is injured.

     Ask if he is misbehaving because he is trying to coerce you.

those are the only questions you need to ask the judge.  The 

objection is not a question, but you can safely use it without 

subjecting yourself to the judge's jurisdiction.  If the judge 

asks you why you object, just repeat the objection, or ask why he 

is inquiring about your objection--is it because he is an injured 

party (see?  one of the above 4 questions!)

If the judge is misbehaving, like yelling, banging his gavel, 

making threats to put you in jail for contempt, then ask the 

judge if he is misbehaving, yelling, banging his gavel, etc. 

because he is trying to intimidate and coerce you into doing or 

saying something you would not ordinarily do?

clear so far?

Yes, I think it all sounds easy but we think this guy will try to 

work us over.

Remember, DO NOT RESPOND IMMEDIATELY!  If the judge asks a 

question, have your check list in front of you:  ACCUSED, 

ACCUSER, SUSPENSION OF H.C., INTIMIDATION, OR OBJECT.  Every time 

the judge does or says anything, take your time, look at your 

list, and pick the one that fits what the judge did.  It doesn't 

matter if it takes you 3 minutes to figure it out, so what if you 

are a slow thinker.  

Ok, we talked about staying cool and taking his time to ask 

questions.

There is no rush in the court room.  Regardless of what the judge 

says or does.  You can always take the time to answer with a 

question.  Remember, the judge is trying to get you into his 

jurisdiction, and he can only do that based upon what you say.  

So he is forced to wait for your answer.  When you do answer, it 

will be with a question--after you have picked the type of 

question from the check list.  If you don't give answers (i.e. 

testify), then you do not go into the criminal jurisdiction.

When you ask for the witness to step forward, watch, or rather, 

pay attention to what the judge is up to.  If he interrupts by 

saying, "Will the witness please step forward?" then don't worry 

about it.  The judge is probably going to next swear the witness 

in.  If the judge does something that makes you think he is going 

to interfere, then ask the judge what he is doing.  REMEMBER TO 

GET HIM TO STATE HIS NAME FOR THE COURT!  Don't let the judge be 

a judge without a name or face.

Ok, we don't think the judge will try to come in but maybe have a 

Protem in his place.  Jeff suggested we ask him for his oath of 

office as a protem does not take an oath of office.

You can administer the oath of office if you wish.

Where would you get it?

I think it is in the Consitution.  There is a requirement in the 

Constitution that all public officials take the oath.  stand by--

In your sovereign capacity, "We the People," and also as a 

relator(see black's law dictionary "A party in interest who is 

permitted to institute a proceeding in the name of the People 

.... when the right to sue resides solely in that official".  

Essentially, you bring him into contract with you.  If he 

refuses, then no contract.  Insist on a judge, or magistrate.  In 

any case, you can ask him if he is a judicial officer (either 

federal or state...excuse me.  either of the United States or of 

the State)  If he is, then, in accordance with ARTICLE VI, 

Section 3, of the United States Constitution, bind him by oath or 

affirmation, to support this Constitution.  (You may not put in 

any religious test).  Read the Article.  All I did was make up 

the above as I read it just now.

ARTICLE VI, Sec. 3:  "The Senators and Representatives before 

mentioned, and the members of the several State Legislatures, and 

all executive and judicial officers, both of the United States 

and of the several States, shall be bound by oath or affirmation, 

to support this Constitution; but no religious test shall ever be 

required as a qualification to any office or public trust under 

the United States."

Once you get to the point where you are asking questions of the 

witnesses, you can go through your prepared (and unprepared) list 

of questions.  Remember, if you don't want it in evidence, don't 

ask the question.  Only ask the question that will bring out the 

information which will be against the witness.  I know that is 

obvious, but one tends to forget and then try to bring out the 

whole story, (which isn't needed).when examining the witness, you 

are not required, but consider following the format of a cause of 

action.  See the file called ELEMENTS.  I think it is in Area 4.  

essentially you establish the duty of the witness.  Correct that.  

There is a duty owed to you by somebody.  Have the witness 

establish that duty by his testimony.  A good way is to simply 

put a particular statute in front of him and ask him to read it 

to you.

by the way, in a few words, here are the elements:  define the 

duty, describe what the crook did, show that the breach of duty 

caused the problem (NEVER ADMIT AN INJURY at this stage of the 

proceeding), describe the problem itself, and measure the problem 

(usually in $$$).

OK.  After you have him read the statute for the court, then you 

ask him to answer questions that bring out answers that show he 

violated that duty.By his own testimony you will thus convict 

him.  Ask further questions that show how the breach of that duty 

caused the problem.  In your papers you demanded that he do 

certain things.  That in effect is a Temporary Restraining Order 

(TRO) as well as a demand for discovery.  If he fails to do as 

ordered, then you have contempt of court, you can put him in 

jail.

Oh, should I make up some TRO's to take along?

You already did.  That's what those papers were that you sent 

him.  I believe you did make a demand with your notice.

Yes, that is correct but how come they are still going into this 

state hearing?

Since it is illegal to rob, why are people still robbing?

Oh, I see, well I will be glad when Friday is over --win lose or 

draw.

                             PART 3

                             REMEDY

At some point in the proceeding it will become obvious that the 

evidence is in.  When that happens, ask for the remedy.  This is 

the third phase of your hearing.  Whenever it becomes evident 

that no injured party can be found, whether because none steps 

forward, or because the judge so badly interferes with the 

hearing that he will not let you find one, then you announce 

that.  Since no corpus delicti can be found, terminate the 

hearing, and ask the judge if you may approach the bench.  If he 

says no, sthen you know he is not a magistrate.  If he says yes, 

then go ahead and approach the bench, and present (not submit) 

your papers to him for execution.  He is under a fiduciary 

obligation to execute the orders of the court which you present 

to him.  e.g. arrest warrants because the accuser did not qualify 

himself to make his claim.  In other words, the accuser did not 

show that he was an injured party, he did not identify the 

injured party, and if he did say he was the injured party, then 

he did not show the legal foundation for his claim, meaning he 

did not show the consideration which is required for any contract 

which would validate his claim.

make sense?

Yes, so I will need to rake an order too.

Yes.  You need to make up arrest warrants (i.e. bench warrants) 

for these people.  The judge is the one to execute the warrants.  

If the judge refuses, he is in contempt of your court.  Now he is 

subject to an arrest warrant also (but I personally would not go 

in that direction at this time)  Next, if the judge makes himself 

contemptuous, I would then "proceed in the alternative" and 

present the bench warrants to the clerk for execution. Remember--

You must also have an affidavit of contempt with the warrant.  So 

you, in order to same save time, should have anticipated some of 

the crooks testimony and have the affidavit and bench warrant 

ready on the spot.

Separate papers for each one?

I would prefer it that way.  But all that is required is that it 

make sense.  If two people do the identical thing, then put both 

names on the same paper, identify them with what they did, and 

"move forward."

Ok, I will get them done in the morning.

The witness, after he testifies, may possibly be cross examined 

by the attorney that he may bring with him.  But, this is your 

court, and you may choose not to let him in, since he has no 

standing, and it is you that is examining the witness, and there 

is no adversary.  One thing is certain, if the witness is 

cross-examined, his testimony will be limited to only the things 

that he said in the first examination.  If there is any attempt 

to go anywhere else, then you object .  But I think all the cross 

examination applies only to trials, which this proceeding is not.  

Like I said, I need to think some about this.

When in paragraph form, it does look like a lot.  But you should 

make a brief outline while going through the words.  That will 

help a great deal to understand it.  You should make the outline 

yourself.  I could make it, but if you make it, it forces you to 

see everything, and it forces you to organize your perception of 

these details.

