Summary week 3 – common law advocates course – transcription

Key fact: there is no time limit for taking up old injustices in a common law court – unlike statutory courts – where there are time limits.

Setting up a common law court

John started with a short summary of the content of the previous week’s contents, how statutory courts are registered companies, are run by governments, states and the Crown and have no authority over living men and women. Their maritime system is about charging you for everything – earning money. You cannot hold people accountable in their system. Their Maritime Law is not for providing remedy for harm, loss and injury. There is no injured party in Maritime Law. They just use their statutes, regulations, mandates and "laws" as they call them to prosecute people and issue fines. Men and women are superior to governments and the crown. 

He reminded us that it is important to keep the paperwork simple – follow his argumentation – or you allow them to attack you – use their weapons against you. Keep it simple and you will get the results your want. If you make things complicated they will try to dismiss the case. Keep your documentation to the 3 points: authority, jurisdiction and the issue of slavery. If you keep to these points they can never ever win. You must never allow a case to start up, but go to court to challenge the court.

He talked about the development of the hijacked court system. He said that in historic times the villagers had their own men who worked like sheriffs to enforce a punishment for a crime/or get reparation (compensation). When royalty saw that ordinary people were holding their own courts and had a system to collect money (for the damaged party), they thought this was a good business model, and they later took this system and used it to tax the people – for revenue and taxes.

He talked about how he has spent a lot of time looking into the history of courts around the world and explained how before the existence of states people always went to the village elders to report a crime that had been committed and asked for the convening of what was like a common law court/assembly to obtain reparation for a crime or find a solution for an issue of dispute. 

They had their own sheriff system, that was men of the village who enforced the order of the court – that was reached by majority vote. The sheriffs were used to collect compensation from the one who had committed a crime. It was this Sheriff system that the crown later hijacked – to collect revenue and taxes from the people – in other words, to suppress and rob the people. They found out that Sheriffs were involved in peoples’ courts and collecting money for reparation – and wanted this for the Crown.  

The original Magna Carta (1215) cannot be changed by any government or the Crown, but the crown did not like that, so they invented their own version of the Magna Carta, that has amendments – and that is the basis for the entire fraudulent court system of today, but the original, from 1215, was never ever changed – and cannot be changed. 

Governments/the Crown saw the original Magna Carta as a hindrance, so they invented their own version and this criminal version is the basis for the world’s judicial system, all run through the BAR (British Accreditation Register). Register = regis = King = British royalty is running the entire world’s judiciary system. This historical reality and lack of knowledge of the reality of Maritime Law/PERSON etc is why people fail to understand what’s going on in the court.  

The courts today, and all Law and Enforcement, the police, are all corporations/corporate entities. They have no authority at all, but obviously there is not enough people who are aware of this and not enough people who stand up to it.  He reminded us how last week he went through some of the procedures of how to challenge a court, and not appeal. 
 
He talked about the word appeal:

To appeal is begging the court to accept your paperwork. 

Once you complete their forms, you are asking permission to lay a case before them (in their court system). We don’t do that, and although if don’t fill out the forms, they won’t accept the paperwork, there’s nothing wrong with completing the form - if they require a form, a hidden appeal, there’s nothing wrong with doing that. You fill out the form and in the top of the form it will ask you why you are appealing, then you just write: "See the attached paperwork" Bjørn proposes that in addition one adds (in writing): "Note my paperwork cannot be altered, changed or amended in any way by other than myself, the living man/woman." Then you take your paperwork and attach it to the back of the form, and now you have filled out the form – which is what they want. Then you say to them: "To assist you in your process, I attach my paperwork to your form. However, it does not give you authority, joinder (entrance of a contract) or jurisdiction." Then you put your claim and your challenge in the paperwork – so that’s how you can get away with it, however, if you don’t do that and argue your point correctly, what will happen is they’ll take it (interpret it) that you are begging for permission to create joinder (enter a contract with them = allow them to have authority/jurisdiction over you) and you must be very careful to ensure this does not happen.   

John talked a bit about his past, how he came to realize the reality of the legal system and their courts. He lost all his money paying for soliictors and realized they were a complete waste of time and money. He became bankrupt as a result of this process. The case that taught him this was a case where the state was negligent and criminal and covered up a their own crime, prefering to close down a company rather than admit their crime.
He kept losing in court and wanted to find a way to hold them accountable. The turning point for John came when he tried to prosecute a Sheriff (the word for a Judge in Scotland). He stood before this Scottish Sheriff and told him that he was a living man, and the Sheriff (Judge) just laughed, and nothing more happened. John said he realized some time later on, that the judge (Sheriff in Scotland) was right. The Sheriff had laughed because he couldn’t deal with him, because he could only deal with the legal fiction. 

There is nothing to stop you from setting up a common law court – everyone has the right to obtain lawful remedy and turn to the people, ones peers, for assistance to achieve this. Unfortunately most people don’t know this. The requirements for setting up a common law court is that someone has suffered harm, loss or injury at the hands of another living man or woman, not a corporation. You can’t a corporation to a CLC, what you do is prosecute an individual, write their name for example, John Sutton, then add this text afterwards "in the capacity of CEO…."

Common law courts offer a lawful remedy. Everyone has the right to lawful remedy, which is provided by common law courts. There isn’t a business or charity called common law court – it’s a process. It’s a remedy for harm, loss and injury. You have to set up the common law court yourself. That is why you have to go through the process. It is a process anyone can use. Man cannot be judged by persons, but have the right to be judged by equals = other living men and women. Titles are corporations.

You can challenge a pre-given verdict against you (from a statutory court judge) by assembling a common law court to get the judge convicted as a criminal because his/her verdict was obtained through using the legal title against you, which is fraud. You then take the CLC court order to the statutory judge’s own court (the court room which is his/her business). John said that when het old a judge in his own court that he was a convicted criminal he did not dispute it. He did not challenge it. He couldn’t do anything about it.

On one occasion the judge tried to prosecute John presuming that a court order was made by John, and they spent 4 days in court trying to obtain authority and jurisdiction over John, but they failed.

Several judges have resigned/taken early retirement as a result of being spoken of in court as a convicted criminal, and haven this put on record. John said that if everyone used this technique/process to reverse statutory court orders it wouldn’t take long to close down their courts. You get them to put on record that that judge is a convicted criminal. 

No-one has ever challenged the documents of CLC but they don’t always comply with their verdicts. CLC documents have been accepted by social services, childrens’ authorities, banks, mortgage companies/agents, law firms, sollicitors, all court bailiffs – from different courts and in different countries. They have also been accepted by Companies House, the Land Registry and HMRC (a tax revenue office of the Crown). CLC documents have also been accepted by the police as evidence of identity (by someone wanting the police to investigate a crime) for the investigation of crimes by the actual police. CLC Birth Certificates have also been accepted by the Australian government for the basis of issuing residence permits.  HMRC = Her Majesty’s Revenues and Taxes and DVLA = Driver & Vehicle Licensing Agency,

If they comply with all CLC cases it would be the same as admitting that their entire system is fraud. This is why it is important to have more and more common law courts opening around the world. However, a statutory court in London has confirmed in a court order that the CLC exists, confirmed that the CLC operates its own trials, issues its own court orders and issues other documents like the Declaration of birth etc. They have actually admitted that. 

On one occasion, John said in court, when they were trying to ignore a CLC order, "If there are two competing factions, a statutory court and CLC, no decision can be made until such time that a hearing has been held to establish which court is superior and has authority". But he said they didn’t want to do that, they just carried on regardless. But they have admitted that two systems exist.

So now, for the first time there are two systems running, statutory and CLC. CLC is up and running and only under the control of the people. The state have no involvement with it. This has never happened before, anywhere in the world.

There is no time limit on cases of fraud. You can take up an old case and convene your own court. You need 17 people to set up a common law court, 12 people in the jury. You can have a larger jury than 12, but it is a lot of work – paperwork, and also difficult for such a large group to be unanimous. 12 jury members is the normal historic number. The jury needs to have a unanimous decision, or at the very worst, 11 to 1.

John said you need to be well prepared and have your paperwork written in a way that everyone can understand, then you will win. He talked about how ex-police officers want to help out too. Some, who have 25 years experience, want to go back to being constables – on the street - that protect the people – not working with legislation and earning money – for corporations. These have said that the common law court process is relaxing, superior and far more professional than a commercial court – when you have serious people.

After this John started going through the Powerpoint presentation that he has sent us. As he went through the Powerpoint he gave examples of what he has done, which strategies he has employed. He transferred ownership of the legal fiction of several children to himself, so he could get these children returned to their parents. There was no fiction attached to the child, so he was able to get those involved convicted for kidnapping. CLC court orders are lawful. No one else gives lawful orders. Legal orders are not lawful.

No one from government, police, politicians, judges etc can challenge a CLC order because they are lawful and carry the authority of the people.

They won’t always comply with the CLC court orders, because to do so would finish them off. They are trying everything they can do to prevent it, but they can’t. They admit there’s nothing wrong with the paperwork, but they ignore it. They are ignoring the authority of the people – this was something for which John was going to go to the Supreme Court in Britain about summer 2022, still awaiting feedback. John thinks that establishing more and more courts worldwide will put pressure on the statutory system. It is a numbers game.

He has challenged the Queen because the Coronation on 2nd June, 1953 was fraudulent. It was neither lawful or legal. If there is no Queen, then the BAR has no validity and therefore judges cannot decide anything. He has evidence thaat the coronation was not done lawfully and have had judges and courts accept this. They know it is true. Lawyers and Judges worldwide all have to swear an oath to the Queen, but there is no Queen so they can’t make any court orders/verdicts. 

Then he goes through the first 4 documents for prosecuting someone with common law. There are 4 documents for this. This is about holding someone accountable for a crime, loss or injury. 

Man cannot be judged by person but have the right to be judged by equals = other living men and women. Titles are corporations. When in you participate in a CLC you fill out a declration that you are a living man or woman. Not everyone attending a CLC will have registered their birth at the CLC, but if interested in attending a CLC will make a verbal oath that they are a living man orwoman before the start of a trial.

Exhibit 1

Public Notice of Claim of Right

This is notice to the public that you have suffered harm, loss or injury and that you are going to call upon their services to convene a court. This has to be posted anywhere you want – can be outside the building you are going to use - at least 24 hours before the court convenes. You can post it as a public notice on the CLC website. You are calling upon the community to assist you. 

Here it says "I require a court order" for" unlawful behaviour" with regards to – here follows a list of all the crimes that have been perpertrated against the living man/woman. It is very important the words used in the list of crimes is correctly translated into German.

This initial documents gives an overview of the full procedure of a CLC, making it clear what is expected of those who volunteer for this service. On the day of the proceeding a sheriff is appointed from the volunteers who is appointed for that one court proceeding – and when that case is finished they no longer have that position. John gets witnesses to sign his Public Notices, not to witness that they agree with them, the witnesses confirm that they have watched him sign this document. You can also use social media to publish this document. 

Exhibit 2

Statement of Claim

This is a description of the dispute. Here he also points out what crimes are being committed in common law, and in the statutory system. This document informs of where the common law court will be convening, the venue and the date for the hearing.

Defender = enemy
Plaintiff = us 

Thie document is sent to the opposition. When the dispute is with a judge, they send the letter to the judge at his court (c/o xyz court).
 
Exhibit 3

Court information

This document to go to the opposition (enemy) about the CLC process. This is a document that invites to a Pre-Trial Conference – to give them an opportunity to resolve matters out of court. If the defendent wants to defend themselves they must provide an Affadavit of Truth and send this to the CLC. This informs the enemy (the defender) about the CLC process and how they can respond/defend themself.

You cannot have close family in the jury or withhold key evidence. These are the only reasons for a jury retrial – otherwise all common law court verdicts are final. 

Exhibit 4

Writ of Public Summons

Overview of the package sent to the defendent with details of the court venue, date and time.

Someone asks if a lawyer can do the work in a common law court. John answers that can only do so as a living man or woman, would not be allowed to be using or allowed to use a title. They can do it providing they can confirm they are a living man or woman. 

To hold a man, a director of a company responsible, you have to have his full name and add … acting in the capacity of xxx. He talked briefly about the documents he will be going through in the next week.

Defender = enemy
Plaintiff = us 


After a run through of the four documents that are used before the court hearing John talked through the actual structure of the proceedings of a court and what to do, for example, if a defender does not attend court, about the tasks of the court officers, time limits for responding and so on. I have chosen not to type up this information up at this time as these details are to be in the CLC booklet that will be made available on the CLC website that will also 
include the common law court document templates as well as the court proceedings and the tasks of the court officers. If necessary, I will type these up at a later stage. 
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