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“"When acting to enforce a statute and its
subsequent amendments to the present
date, the judge of the municipal court is
acting as an administrative officer and not
in a judicial capacity; courts administrating
or enforcing statutes do not act judicially,
but merely ministerially….but merely act as
an extension as an agent for the involved
agency -- but only in a “ministerial” and not
a “discretionary capacity...” Thompson v.
Smith, 154 S.E. 579, 583; Keller v. P.E., 261 US
428; F.R.C. v. G.E., 281, U.S. 464 [emphasis
added]
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"It is the accepted rule, not only in state
courts, but, of the federal courts as well, that
when a judge is enforcing administrative
law they are described as mere 'extensions
of the administrative agency for superior
reviewing purposes' as a ministerial clerk
for an agency..." 30 Cal 596; 167 Cal 762
 "...judges who become involved in
enforcement of mere statutes (civil or
criminal in nature and otherwise), act as
mere "clerks" of the involved agency..." K.C.
Davis, ADMIN. LAW, Ch. 1 (CTP. West's
1965 Ed.)
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Copies of these documents can be found at My
private group at Yahoo called Administrating-YourPublic-Servants
For a complete set of Youtube videos with Private
Information Shares, a DVD with over 50 searchable
Law Dictionaries, and other books and forms
contact me privately at engineerwin@yahoo.com
Donations to support this work are appreciated. I
prefer gold or silver coin, but as an extremely less
desirable alternative I can accept IOUs (Federal
Reserve Notes, Paypal gifts, checks, money orders,
etc) send me an email for particulars
©Common Law Copyright 2017
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“OATH….All oaths must be lawful,
allowed by the common law, or some
statute; if they are administered by persons
in a private capacity, or not duly authorized,
they are coram non judice, and void; and
those administering them are guilty of a
high contempt, for doing it without warrant
of law, and punishable by fine and
imprisonment. 3 Inst. 165; 4 Inst. 278; 2 Roll.
Abr. 277.” Tomlin’s Law Dictionary, 1835
Edition, Volume 2 [emphasis added],

•
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All government employees (Judges, police officers
etc) can be in their private capacity, or public
capacity
“An officer who acts in violation of the
Constitution ceases to represent the government”.
Brookfield Const. Co. v. Stewart, 284 F. Supp. 94
If they do anything that is illegal or unconstitutional
they cease to represent the government, and
immediately move from their public capacity to their
private capacity
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A Clerk Masquerading as a Judge is not
competent to do anything judicial like
issue orders, or warrants
 A Clerk Masquerading as a Judge is
operating in his private capacity, and has
no immunity
 "Ministerial officers are incompetent to
receive grants of judicial power from the
legislature, their acts in attempting to
exercise such powers are necessarily
7nullities" Burns v. Sup., Ct., SF, 140 Cal. 1
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If they spell your name in all BLOCK CAPITAL
LETTERS then they are operating in their
private capacity
If they are attacking you with a statute then
they are operating in their private capacity
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Don’t forget to subscribe to this Youtube
channel
Don’t forget to follow me on Steemit
@sovereigntyintl
Don’t forget to Like this video
On Youtube don’t forget to click the bell next
to the subscribe button so that you are notified
when there is a new upload
On steemit don’t forget to vote and make your
comments
©Common Law Copyright 2017
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". . . (E)very taxpayer is a cestui qui trust having
sufficient interest in the preventing abuse of the
trust to be recognized in the field of this court's
prerogative jurisdiction . .” In Re Bolens (1912),
135 N.W. 164.
“A “citizen of the United States” is a civilly dead
entity operating as a co-trustee and cobeneficiary of the PCT (Public Charitable Trust),
the constructive, cestui que trust of US Inc.
under the 14th Amendment, which upholds the
debt of the USA and US Inc.” Congressional
Record, June 13 1967, pp. 15641-15646
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“Yet still it was found difficult to set bounds to
ecclesiastical ingenuity; for when they were driven out of
all their former holds, they devised a new method of
conveyance, by which the lands were granted, not to
themselves directly, but to nominal feoffees to the use of
the religious houses; thus distinguishing between the
possession and the use, and receiving the actual profits,
while the seisin of the lands remained in the nominal
feoffee, who was held by the courts of equity (then under
the direction of the clergy) to be bound in conscience to
account to his cestui que use for the rents and emoluments
of the estate: and it is to these inventions that our
practitioners are indebted for the introduction of uses and
trusts, the foundation of modern conveyancing.” Tomlins
Law Dictionary 1835 edition, Volume 2 under the definition
of Mortmain
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“Chap. 854. – An Act to establish a code
of law for the District of Columbia.”
“The Legal Estate to be in Cestui Que
Use” Chapter Fifty-Six in Sec. 1617, at 31
Stat. 1432
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“Chap. 854. – An Act to establish a code of
law for the District of Columbia.” which was
Approved on March 3, 1901, by the Fifty-Sixth
Congress, Session II, at 31 Stat. 1189, and at 2,
where it says;
“And be it further enacted, That in the
interpretation and construction of said code
the following rules shall be observed
namely:…
“Third. The word “person” shall be held to
apply to partnerships and corporations, …”,
[emphasis added]
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“Chap. 854. – An Act to establish a code of law for
the District of Columbia.” which was Approved on
March 3, 1901, by the Fifty-Sixth Congress, Session II,
at 31 Stat. 1189, and at Chapter three – Absence for
Seven Years, in Sec. 252, at 31 Stat. 1230, where it
says;
“SEC. 252. PRESUMPTION OF DEATH. - If any
person shall leave his domicile without any known
intention of changing the same, and shall not
return or be heard from for seven years from the
time of his so leaving, he shall be presumed to be
dead, in any case wherein his death shall come in
question, unless proof be made that he was alive
within that time.” ©Common Law Copyright 2017



15 USC § 44 Definitions; “Corporation” “shall be
deemed to include any company, trust, so-called
Massachusetts trust, or association, incorporated or
unincorporated, which is organized to carry on
business for its own profit or that of its members,
and has shares of capital or capital stock or
certificates of interest, and any company, trust, socalled Massachusetts trust, or association,
incorporated or unincorporated, without shares of
capital or capital stock or certificates of interest,
except partnerships, which is organized to carry on
business for its own profit or that of its members. “
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"But individuals, when acting as representatives
of a collective group, cannot be said to be
exercising their personal rights and duties, nor
be entitled to their purely personal privileges.
Rather they assume the rights, duties and
privileges of the artificial entity or association
of which they are agents or officers and they are
bound by its obligations." Brasswell v. United
States 487 U.S. 99 (1988) quoting, United States v.
White 322 U.S. 694 (1944),
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Vid.me shut down on 15 December & youtube
channel called Sovereignty International is deleted
I made the exclusive content available on my website
2 subscription levels, and I accept crypto currencies
$2.99/month or $19.99/year for the videos only
$4.99/month or $39.99/year for videos plus
unlimited consultations – I am NOT a liar (Attorney)
but I can tell you what I would do and where to find
forms
The ONLY power that the N.W.O. satanists have
over us is through fraud and deception, and my
agenda is to expose it for all our benefit – I cannot
fight all of the battles
Currently publishing
1 video a week
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Arlington Private Information Share
Land Deed Training
Estoppel Certificates Training
Foreclosure Estoppel Certificates Training
Corporate Denial Training
Toll Roads Notice and Demand Training
Invoice Training
Notice of Void Judgment training
Revocation of Signature training
Third Party Witness Training
©Common Law Copyright 2017
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Federal Habeas Corpus Training
Revocation of Voter Registration
Criminal Complaint Training
Lawsuit Training
Other Training (requests?)
Everything that is needed to free yourself is available
for free on my free Youtube channel sovereignliving
All forms, files and other instructions are available
for free on my 2 private groups at YahooGroups and
GoogleGroups
©Common Law Copyright 2017
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“Two national governments exist, one to
be maintained under the Constitution,
with all its restrictions, the other to be
maintained by Congress outside and
independently of that instrument”
Dissenting opinion of Justice Marshall
Harlan. Downes v. Bidwell, 182 U.S. 244
(1901)
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“A State does not owe its origin to the Government of the
United States, in the highest or in any of its branches. It was
in existence before it. It derives its authority from the same
pure and sacred source as itself: The voluntary and
deliberate choice of the people... A State is altogether
exempt from the jurisdiction of the Courts of the United
States, or from any other exterior authority, unless in the
special instances where the general Government has power
derived from the Constitution itself... p. 448 “The question
to be determined is, whether this State, so respectable, and
whose claim soars so high, is amenable to the jurisdiction of
the Supreme Court of the United States? This question,
important in itself, will depend on others, more important
still; and may perhaps, be ultimately resolved into one, no
less radical than this- “do the people of the United States
form a NATION? “By that law the several States and
Governments spread over our globe, are considered as
forming a society, not a NATION.” [caps in the original.]
Chisholm. Ex’r v. Georgia, 2 Dall. 419, 1 L.Ed. 440 (1794)
©Common Law Copyright 2017





A “penal action” is an action on a penal
statute; an action for recovery of penalty given
by statute. NcNeely v. City of Natchez, 114
So. 484, 487; 148 Miss. 268.
Where an action is founded entirely upon a
statue, and the only object of it is to recover a
penalty or forfeiture, such action is a “penal
action.” Gawthrop v. Fairmont Coal Co., 81
S.E. 560, 561; 74 S.Va. 39.
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The words “penal” and “penalty” in their strict and
primary sense denote a punishment, whether
corporal or pecuniary, imposed and enforced by the
state for a crime or offense against its laws. The
noun penalty is defined forfeiture or to be forfeited
for noncompliance with an agreement. The words
forfeit and penalty are substantially synonymous.
Missouri, K. & T. Ry. Co. v. Dewey Portland Cement
Co., 242 P. 257, 259, 113 Okla. 142.
A “penal action” is one founded entirely on statute
and brought with the sole object of recovering a
penalty or forfeiture imposed as punishment for
specific offense, while “remedial action: is one
brought to obtain compensation or indemnity. Smith
Engineering Works v. Custer, 151 P2d 404, 407, 194
©Common Law Copyright 2017
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A “penal action” is a civil suit brought for the
recovery of a statutory forfeiture when inflicted as
punishment for an offense against the public. Such
actions are “civil actions, “ on the one hand closely
related to criminal prosecutions and on the other to
actions for private injuries in which the party
aggrieved may, by statute, recover punitive
damages. State ex rel. McNamee v. Stobie, 92 SW
191, 212, 194 Mo. 14
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My Blog is;
http://sovereigntyinternational.wordpress.com
Website - www.sovereigntyinternational.fyi
Email - engineerwin@yahoo.com
Youtube profile – sovereignliving & Sovereignty International
Facebook - Community Page - Deleted
 Private Group – Sovereignty International – Being deleted
Yahoo Private Group – Administrating-Your-Public-Servants
Google Private Group – Administrating-Your-Public-Servants
Follow me on twitter @engineerwin
Follow me on vid.me
https://vid.me/SovereigntyInternational
Follow me on Steemit https://steemit.com/@sovereigntyintl
©Common Law Copyright 2017
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“Assumpsit - ….In its origin an action of tort, [assumpsit]
was soon transformed into an action of contract, becoming
afterwards a remedy where there was neither tort nor
contract. Based at first only upon an express promise, it was
afterwards supported upon an implied promise, and even
upon a fictitious promise. Introduced as a special
manifestation of the action on the case, it soon acquired the
dignity of a distinct form of action, which superseded Debt,
became concurrent with Account, with Case upon a
bailment, a warranty, and bills of exchange, and competed
with Equity in the case of the essentially equitable quasicontracts growing out of the principle of unjust enrichment.
Surely, it would be hard to find a better illustration of the
flexibility and power of self-development of the Common
Law.” James Barr Ames, “The History of Assumpsit,” in 3
Select Essays in Anglo-American Legal History 298 (1909).”
Black’s Law Dictionary, 8th Edition, page 379 [emphasis
added]
©Common Law Copyright 2018



"Both in Roman and English law there are certain
obligations which were not in truth contractual, but
which the law treats as IF they were. They are
contractual in law, but not in fact, being the
subject-matter of a fictitious extension of the
sphere of contract to cover obligations which do not
in reality fall within it." Salmond, Salmond on
Jurisprudence, p. 642 (9th Edition, 1937, Sweet &
Maxwell, Ltd. England). [emphasis added]
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"Constructive/quasi contracts are based solely upon
a legal fiction or fiction of law." Hill v. Waxberg,
237 F.2d 936.
"It is a well settled rule of law that he who seeks
benefits of contract must also assume burdens."
Higgins v. Monckton (1938), 28 C.A.2d 723, 83 P.2d
516.
"Voluntary acceptance of benefit of transaction is
equivalent to consent to all obligations arising
from it, so far as facts are known, or ought to be
known, to person accepting." Northern Assurance
Co. v. Stout (1911), 16 C.A. 548, 117 P. 617.
©Common Law Copyright 2018



"A quasi contractual action presupposes acceptance
and retention of a benefit by one party with full
appreciation of the facts, under circumstances
making it inequitable for him to retain the benefit
without payment of its reasonable value." MajorBlakeney Co. v. Jenkins (1953), 121 C.A.2d 325, 263
P.2d 655, hear den.; Townsend Pierson, Inc. v. HollyColeman Co. (1960), 178 C.A.2d 373, 2 Cal. Rptr. 812.
[emphasis added]
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Why do you think they want a Social Security
Number when you apply for a Drivers
License?
Or Unemployment Insurance?
Or a Passport?
Or any other “benefit”
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“Kangaroo court. Term descriptive
of a sham legal proceeding in
which a person's rights are totally
disregarded and in which the result
is a foregone conclusion because of
the bias of the court or other
tribunal.” Black’s Law Dictionary,
6th Edition, page 868
©Common Law Copyright 2018
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“Whenever this title [the Uniform
Commercial Code] creates a "presumption"
with respect to a fact, or provides that a fact
is "presumed," the trier of fact must find the
existence of the fact unless and until
evidence is introduced that supports a
finding of its nonexistence.” UCC § 1-206
Presumptions [emphasis added]
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“(a) In an action with respect to an instrument,
the authenticity of, and authority to make, each
signature on the instrument are admitted unless
specifically denied in the pleadings. If the
validity of a signature is denied in the
pleadings, the burden of establishing validity is
on the person claiming validity, but the
signature is presumed to be authentic and
authorized …...” Uniform Commercial Code § 3308 Proof of Signatures and Status as Holder in
Due Course [emphasis added]
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“The following rules apply in an action on a
certificated security against the issuer:
(1) Unless specifically denied in the pleadings,
each signature on a security certificate or in a
necessary indorsement is admitted.
(2) If the effectiveness of a signature is put in
issue, the burden of establishing effectiveness is
on the party claiming under the signature, but the
signature is presumed to be genuine or
authorized.” Uniform Commercial Code § 8-114
Evidentiary Rules Concerning Certificated
Securities [emphasis
added]
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“He [the prisoner] has as a consequence of
his crime, not only forfeited his liberty but
all his personal rights except those which the
law in its humanity affords him. He is for the
time being a slave of the state.” 62 Va. (21
Gratt.) 790, 796 (1871)
“If a man be found stealing any of his
brethren of the children of Israel, and
maketh merchandise of him, or selleth him ;
then that thief shall die; and thou shalt put
evil away from among you.” Deuteronomy
24:7
©Common Law Copyright 2017





“Section 1. Neither slavery nor involuntary
servitude, except as a punishment for crime
whereof the party shall have been duly
convicted, shall exist within the United
States, or any place subject to their
jurisdiction.
Section 2. Congress shall have power to
enforce this article by appropriate
legislation.” current Thirteenth Amendment
[emphasis added]
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Everything they do is a fraud
 A US citizen is a fraud
 Commercial paper (Federal Reserve Notes)
are a fraud
 All mortgages are a fraud
They get you to participate in their fraud
Then they assault you with one of their socalled Contracts
Then they sell you into slavery
Everybody in prison was sold into slavery
©Common Law Copyright 2017















Bankster Thieves playlist
Roman Cult playlist
Bankrupt Corporate (so-called) Governments
BAR Members 1 - 3
D.I.Y. How NOT to Volunteer for the Selective
Service and the Draft
Martial Law is here!
D.I.Y. No Income Tax
D.I.Y. Free Mail 1 & 2
D.I.Y. Kangaroo Courts 1 – 9
Canada Border PIGs playlist
BAR Members and©Common
theirLawSatanic
Connections playlist
Copyright 2017
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"Fraud upon the court is fraud which is
directed to the judicial machinery itself and is
not fraud between the parties or fraudulent
documents, false statements or perjury. ... It is
where the court or a member is corrupted, or
influenced, or influence is attempted, or
where the judge has not performed his
judicial function --- i.e., where the impartial
functions of the court have been directly
corrupted.“ Bulloch v. United States, 763 F.2d
1115, 1121 (10th Cir. 1985)
©Common Law Copyright 2017

The Judge is NOT neutral or unbiased
“It is a fundamental right of a party to have a neutral
and detached judge preside over the judicial
proceedings.” Ward v Village of Monroeville, 409 U.S.
57, 61-62, 93 S.Ct 80, 83, 34 L.Ed. 2d 267 (1972); Tumey v
Ohio, 273 U.S. 510, 5209, 47 S. Ct. 437, 440, 71 L.Ed. 749
(1927)
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What is your name?
What is your birthdate?
I neither admit nor deny anything the burden
is on the prosecutor to prove his case
Are you trying to fabricate evidence of your US
citizen slave?
Are you working for the prosecutor?
Is this a Court of law, or is there some “fraud
upon the court” going on today?
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“(a)Any justice, judge, or magistrate judge of the United States shall
disqualify himself in any proceeding in which his impartiality might
reasonably be questioned.
(b)He shall also disqualify himself in the following
circumstances:(1)Where he has a personal bias or prejudice concerning
a party, or personal knowledge of disputed evidentiary facts concerning
the proceeding;
(4)He knows that he, individually or as a fiduciary, or his spouse or minor
child residing in his household, has a financial interest in the subject
matter in controversy or in a party to the proceeding, or any other
interest that could be substantially affected by the outcome of the
proceeding;
(5)He or his spouse, or a person within the third degree of relationship to
either of them, or the spouse of such a person:(i)Is a party to the
proceeding, or an officer, director, or trustee of a party;
(ii)Is acting as a lawyer in the proceeding;
(iii)Is known by the judge to have an interest that could be substantially
affected by the outcome of the proceeding;
(iv)Is to the judge’s knowledge likely to be a material witness in the
proceeding.” 28 USC § 455
©Common Law Copyright 2017









Is a violation of due process
Is a Void Judgment – Watch the Void
Judgments video
28 USC § 455 is self executing
Maybe you should recuse yourself
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“Kangaroo court. Term descriptive
of a sham legal proceeding in
which a person's rights are totally
disregarded and in which the result
is a foregone conclusion because of
the bias of the court or other
tribunal.” Black’s Law Dictionary,
6th Edition, page 868
48
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“brutum fulmen”: “An empty noise; an
empty threat. A judgment void upon its face
which is in legal effect no judgment at all,
and by which no rights are divested, and from
which none can be obtained; and neither
binds nor bars anyone. Dollert v. PrattHewitt Oil Corporation, Tex.Civ.Appl, 179
S.W.2d 346, 348. Also, see Corpus Juris
Secundum, “Judgments” §§ 499, 512 546, 549.
Black’s Law Dictionary, 4th Edition
©Common Law Copyright 2017



“The judicial Power of the United States,
shall be vested in one supreme Court, and in
such inferior Courts as the Congress may
from time to time ordain and establish. The
Judges, both of the supreme and inferior
Courts, shall hold their Offices during good
Behaviour, and shall, at stated Times, receive
for their Services, a Compensation, which
shall not be diminished during their
Continuance in Office.” Constitution for the
United States of America, Article 3, Section 1
©Common Law Copyright 2017








Void Judgment = Bad Behavior
(Bought and paid for) Clerks
masquerading as Judges = Bad Behavior
Fraud Upon the Court = Bad Behavior
Denials of due process = Bad Behavior
Foreign Agents of the Roman Cult (BAR
members) = Bad Behavior
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“For the purposes of this chapter, the term
“scheme or artifice to defraud” includes a
scheme or artifice to deprive another of the
intangible right of honest services.” 18 USC §
1346 Definition of “Scheme or Artifice to
defraud”
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“Whoever, under color of any law, statute,
ordinance, regulation, or custom, willfully
subjects any inhabitant of any State,
Territory, Commonwealth, Possession, or
District to the deprivation of any rights,
privileges, or immunities secured or protected
by the Constitution or laws of the United
States, …….. shall be fined under this title or
imprisoned not more than one year, or both;
………” 18 USC § 242 Violating Rights under
Color of Law
©Common Law Copyright 2017
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“If two or more persons conspire to injure,
oppress, threaten, or intimidate any person in
any State, Territory, Commonwealth,
Possession, or District in the free exercise or
enjoyment of any right or privilege secured to
him by the Constitution or laws of the United
States, or because of his having so exercised
the same; …They shall be fined under this
title or imprisoned not more than ten years, or
both; …” 18 USC § 241 Conspiracy to Violate
Rights under Color of Law
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