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È Copies  of these documents can be found at My 
private group at Yahoo called Administrating -Your-
Public -Servants 

È 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  

È 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 2 



È This can be applied in any country on the 
planet ð especially countries that have acceded 
to the UNIDROIT statute  

È There are NO Courts 

È There are ONLY bought and paid for Clerks 
masquerading as Judges who operate under 
the United Nations statutes and UNIDROIT  

È There are ONLY BAAL priests engaging in 
satanic religious ceremonies ð causing as 
much fear, pain and suffering as possible - 
sploush 
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È ò10. Where a controversy is of such a 
character as to require the exercise of the 
judicial power defined by Art. III, 
jurisdiction thereof can be conferred only on 
courts established in virtue of that Article, 
and Congress is without power to vest that 
judicial power in any other judicial tribunal, 
or, of course, in an executive officer or 
administrative or executive board, since 
"they are incapable of receiving it."  American 
Ins. Co. v. Canter, 1 Pet. 511. P. 578.ó Williams 
v United States 289 U.S. 553 (1933) 
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È òIt is noted as significant that the act 
constituting the court dispenses with trial by 
jury, a provision which was distinctly upheld 
in spite of the Seventh Amendment in 
McElrath  v. United States, 102 U. S. 426. With 
respect to the status of the court, the opinion 
concludes (pp. 279 U. S. 454-455): 

È òé. A duty to give decisions which are 
advisory only, and so without force as judicial 
judgments, may be laid on a legislative court, 
but not on a constitutional court established 
under Art. III. "ó Williams v United States 289 
U.S. 553 (1933) 
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È òEliminating, then, from the opinions of this court all 
expressions unnecessary to the disposition of the 
particular case, and gleaning therefrom the exact point 
decided in each, the following propositions may be 
considered as established: 

È 1. That the District of Columbia and the territories are 
not states within the judicial clause of the Constitution 
giving jurisdiction in cases between citizens of 
different states; 

È 3. That the District of Columbia and the territories are 
states as that word is used in treaties with foreign 
powers, with respect to the ownership, disposition, and 
inheritance of property; 

È 4. That the territories are not within the clause of the 
Constitution providing for the creation of a supreme 
court and such inferior courts as Congress may see fit to 
establish;ó Downes v Bidwell 182 US 244 
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Å "We therefore decline to overrule the opinion of Chief 
Justice Marshall: We hold that the District of Columbia 
is not a state within Article 3 of the Constitution . In 
other words cases between citizens of the District and 
those of the states were not included of the catalogue of 
controversies over which the Congress could give 
jurisdiction to the federal courts by virtue of Article 3. 
In other words Congress has exclusive legislative 
jurisdiction over citizens of Washington District of 
Columbia and through their plenary power nationally 
covers those citizens even when in one of the several 
states as though the district expands for the purpose of 
regulating its citizens wherever they go throughout the 
states in union " National Mutual Insurance Company of 
the District of Columbia v. Tidewater Transfer Company , 
337 U.S. 582, 93 L.Ed. 1556 (1948) 
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È ñINTERNATIONAL LAW RULE: Adopted for areas under 
Federal legislative jurisdictionò ñFederalizes State civil 
law, including common law.--The rule serves to federalize 
not only the statutory but the common law of a 
StateééSTATE AND FEDERAL VENUE DISCUSSED: The 
civil laws effective in an area of exclusive Federal jurisdiction are 
Federal law, notwithstanding their derivation from State laws , 
and a cause arising under such laws may be brought in or 
removed to a Federal district court under sections 24 or 28 of the 
former Judicial Code (now sections 1331 and 1441 of title 28, 
United States Code), giving jurisdiction to such courts of civil 
actions arising under the "* * *laws * * * of the United States" 
where the matter in controversy exceeds the sum or value of 
$3,000, exclusive of interest and costs.ó ò Jurisdiction over 
Federal Areas Within the States ï Report of the 
Interdepartmental Committee for the Study of Jurisdiction over 
Federal Areas Within the States, Part II, A Text of the Law of 
Legislative Jurisdiction Submitted to the Attorney General and 
Transmitted to the President June 1957, page 158-165 
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È òAll peoples have the right of self -determination . 
By virtue of that right they freely determine their 
political status  and freely pursue their economic, 
social and cultural development.ó Article 1, 
Clause 1 

È òThe States Parties to the present Covenant, 
including those having responsibility for the 
administration of Non -Self -Governing and Trust 
Territories, shall promote the realization of the 
right of self -determination , and shall respect that 
right, in conformity with the provisions of the 
Charter of the United Nations.ó International 
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights Article 1, 
Clause 3 [emphasis added] 
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È òEach State Party to the present Covenant 
undertakes to respect and to ensure to all 
individuals within its territory and 
subject to its jurisdiction the rights 
recognized in the present Covenant, 
without distinction of any kind, such as 
race, colour, sex, language, religion, 
political or other opinion, national or 
social origin, property, birth or other 
status.ó International Covenant on Civil 
and Political Rights Article 2, Clause 1 
[emphasis added] 
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È Anytime they are talking about status, it 
is Roman Law 

È An example of Political Status is the 
status as being a state citizen, rather than 
being a US citizen 

È This is the foundation of all statutes 
against discrimination ð It is all coming 
from the United Nations  
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È òWhere not already provided for by 
existing legislative or other measures, 
each State Party to the present Covenant 
undertakes to take the necessary steps, in 
accordance with its constitutional 
processes and with the provisions of the 
present Covenant, to adopt such laws or 
other measures as may be necessary to 
give effect to the rights recognized in the 
present Covenant.ó International 
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights 
Article 2, Clause 2 [emphasis added] 
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È òEach State Party to the present Covenant undertakes :  

È (a) To ensure that any person whose rights or freedoms 
as herein recognized are violated shall have an 
effective remedy, notwithstanding that the violation 
has been committed by persons acting in an official 
capacity;  

È (b) To ensure that any person claiming such a remedy 
shall have his right thereto determined by competent 
judicial , administrative or legislative authorities , or by 
any other competent authority provided for by the 
legal system of the State, and to develop the 
possibilities of judicial remedy;  

È (c) To ensure that the competent authorities shall 
enforce such remedies when granted .ó International 
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights Article 2, Clause 3 
[emphasis added] ©Common Law Copyright 2017 
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È òThe States Parties to the present 
Covenant undertake to ensure the equal 
right of men and women  to the 
enjoyment of all civil and political 
rights set forth in the present 
Covenant.ó International Covenant on 
Civil and Political Rights Article 3 
[emphasis added] 
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È At common law the wife and children are the 
property of the husband and father  

È òIt is however, true that in all common-law 
countries it has always and consistently been 
held that the wife and minor children take 
the nationality of the husband and father.  
That is common -law doctrine.ó In Re Page 12 
F (2d) 135 

È The International Covenant on Civil and 
Political Rights eliminates common law  
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È ò1 . In time of public emergency which threatens the 
life of the nation and the existence of which is 
officially proclaimed, the States Parties to the present 
Covenant may take measures derogating from their 
obligations under the present Covenant to the extent 
strictly required by the exigencies of the situation, 
provided that such measures are not inconsistent 
with their other obligations under international law 
and do not involve discrimination solely on the 
ground of race, colour , sex, language, religion or 
social origin.  

È 2. No derogation from articles 6, 7, 8 (paragraphs I 
and 2), 11, 15, 16 and 18 may be made under this 
provision.ó International Covenant on Civil and 
Political Rights Article 4 [emphasis added]  
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È òEveryone shall have the right to 
recognition everywhere as a person 
before the law .ó International Covenant 
on Civil and Political Rights Article 16 
[emphasis added] 
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È No matter how nice they make their 
United Nations International Covenant, 
they always insert an escape clause 

È With their false flags, and their agent 
provocateurs, and their bankster thieves, 
it is easy to create any sort of emergency 
they want to justify the denial of the 
privileges they are calling rights  
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ÈDonõt forget to subscribe to this 
channel 

 

ÈDonõt forget to Like this video  

ÈDonõt forget to click the bell next 
to the subscribe button so that 
you are notified when there is a 
new upload  
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È òAll persons are equal before the law and 
are entitled without any discrimination to 
the equal protection of the law . In this 
respect, the law shall prohibit any 
discrimination and guarantee to all persons 
equal and effective protection against 
discrimination on any ground such as race, 
colour, sex, language, religion, political or 
other opinion, national or social origin, 
property, birth or other status .ó International 
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights Article 
26 [emphasis added] 
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È In any action in their kangaroo courts, you are 
going to have to bring up the issue of the 
International Covenant on Civil and Political 
Rights and how you are claiming nothing under 
it  

È All of their Courts are Admiralty where the so -
called Judge is actually a bought and paid for 
Clerk and he is playing stupid ð If you donõt say 
it, then it is NOT said  

È They are Roman Cult BAAL priests and will 
assault you with their United Nations treaties, if 
you donõt bring up the issue 

È You may want to mention Article 15  ©Common Law Copyright 2017 
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È ò1 . No one shall be held guilty of any 
criminal offence on account of any act or 
omission which did not constitute a criminal 
offence, under national or international law, at 
the time when it was committed .é.  

È 2. Nothing in this article shall prejudice the 
trial and punishment of any person for any act 
or omission which, at the time when it was 
committed, was criminal according to the 
general principles of law recognized by the 
community of nations.ó International Covenant 
on Civil and Political Rights Article 15 
[emphasis added] 
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È The International Covenant on Civil and 
Political Rights is nothing more than a make 
work project for Satanists 

ÁSatanist Order Followers (LEOs) go out and assault 
you, kidnap you, falsely imprison you  

ÁSatanist BAAL priest Clerks masquerading as 
Judges get to deal with it in their kangaroo courts  

ÁSatanist Order Followers in the prisons get to 
generate revenue with their commercial prisons  

ÁSatanist BAAL priests get to break up families with 
their Divorce Courts  
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ÁSatanist Child Protective Children (CPS) gets to 
steal the children of their victims who now in 
their commercial prisons  

ÁSatanist BAAL priest Clerks masquerading as 
Judges get to deal with juvenile delinquents 
that are created by CPS 

ÁSatanist BAAL priest Clerks masquerading as 
Judges get to deal with the juvenile delinquents 
that become adult life-time criminals  

ÁThe whole satanic system forces people into 
their government welfare system  
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È The ONLY reason you would EVER 
mention the International Covenant 
on Civil and Political Rights is to say 
that in the District of Columbia and 
the territories, it is THEIR 
requirement, and NOT yours  
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È òTo exercise exclusive legislation, in all cases 
whatsoever, over such district (not exceeding 
ten miles square) as may by cession of 
particular States, and the acceptance of 
Congress, become the seat of the government 
of the United States, and to exercise like 
authority over all places purchased by the 
consent of the legislature of the State in 
which the same shall be, for the erection of 
forts, magazines, arsenals, dock-yards, and 
other needful buildings.ó Constitution for the 
United States of America, Article I, Section 8, 
Clause 17  
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È òChap. 854. ð An Act to establish a code of 
law for the District of Columbia.ó which was 
Approved on March 3, 1901, by the Fifty-Sixth 
Congress, Session II, at 31 Stat. 1189, and at 
Chapter Fifty -Six in Sec. 1617, at 31 Stat. 1432, 
where it says; òThe Legal Estate to be in 
Cestui  Que Useó  

È In the 1800õs a òTrustó was called a òuseó 
which is short for usufruct under Roman Civil 
Law  
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È òYet 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 .ó Tomlins Law Dictionary 1835 
edition, Volume 2 under the definition of Mortmain  
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È In 1835 the cestui que trust was òthe foundation of 
modern conveyancingó 

È The cestui que trust is a creation of the Roman Cult 

È In 1835 the courts of equity were run by the Roman 
Cult  

È The Roman Cult wanted to make sure they get 
their rent and emoluments (extortion - taxes) for 
their owned and operated cestui que trust 

È When Congress passes òAn Act to establish a code 
of law for the District of Columbia.ó on March 3, 
1901, at 31 Stat. 1189, and it says; òThe Legal Estate 
to be in Cestui  Que Useó they are essentially 
saying that the Roman Cult owns the UNITED 
STATES 
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× òChap. 854. ð An Act to establish a code of law for 
the District of Columbia.ó which was Approved on 
March 3, 1901, by the Fifty-Sixth Congress, Session II, 
at 31 Stat. 1189, and at 2, where it says;  

× òAnd be it further enacted, That in the 
interpretation and construction of said code the 
following rules shall be observed namely:é 

× òThird. The word òpersonó shall be held to apply 
to partnerships and corporations , éó, [emphasis 
added] 
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× òChap. 854. ð An Act to establish a code of law for 
the District of Columbia.ó which was Approved on 
March 3, 1901, by the Fifty-Sixth Congress, Session II, 
at 31 Stat. 1189, and at Chapter three ð Absence for 
Seven Years, in Sec. 252, 253, at 31 Stat. 1230, where it 
says;  

× òSEC. 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.ó 
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È 15 USC § 44 Definitions; òCorporationó òshall 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 , so-
called 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 . ò 
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È ". . . (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 
.  .ó  In Re Bolens (1912), 135 N.W. 164. 

È òA òcitizen of the United Statesó is a civilly 
dead entity operating as a co -trustee and co-
beneficiary 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.ó 
Congressional Record, June 13 1967, pp. 
15641-15646 
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× "...it might be correctly said that there 
is no such thing as a citizen of the 
United States. ..... A citizen of any one 
of the States of the Union, is held to 
be, and called a citizen of the United 
States, although technically and 
abstractly there is no such thing."  Ex 
Parte Frank Knowles, 5 Cal. Rep. 300,  

©Common Law Copyright 2017 37 



× "...the privileges and immunities of 
citizens of the United States do not 
necessarily include all the rights 
protected by the first eight amendments 
to the Federal constitution against the 
powers of the Federal government."  
Maxwell v Dow, 20 S.C.R. 448, at pg 455; 

× "The only absolute and unqualified right 
of a United States citizen is to residence 
within the territorial  boundaries of the 
United States,"  US vs. Valentine 288 F. 
Supp. 957 
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È "It is impossible to prove jurisdiction 
exists absent a substantial nexus with the 
state, such as voluntary subscription to 
license.  All jurisdictional facts 
supporting claim that supposed 
jurisdiction exists must appear on the 
record of the court."   Pipe Line v 
Marathon. 102 S. Ct. 3858 quoting Crowell 
v Benson 883 US 22 
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È òWhoever falsely and willfully represents 
himself to be a citizen of the United States shall 
be fined under this title or imprisoned not more 
than three years, or both.ó 18 USC § 911  

È ò(2) the term òindividualó means a citizen of the 
United States or an alien lawfully admitted for 
permanent residence;ó 5 USC § 552a.(a)(2)  

È  ò(13) the term òFederal personneló means 
officers and employees of the Government of the 
United States, members of the uniformed 
services (including members of the Reserve 
Components), individuals entitled to receive 
immediate or deferred retirement benefits under 
any retirement program of the Government of 
the United States (including survivor benefits ).ó 
5 USC § 552a.(a)(13) [emphasis added] 
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× Announcing a subscription based Youtube channel 
called Sovereignty International  

× The recommended cost of the subscription is  
currently US$1.99 because it avoids the advertising 
ONLY  

× 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 

× For that reason there will be very little exclusive 
material on that channel 

× Currently publishing 5 videos a week  

× https://www.youtube.com/channel/UCokSQqXw1
y2_2hAtJxUcoNw 
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È ò[T]he term "citizen," in the United 
States, is analogous to the term "subject" 
in the common law.ó State vs Manual 20 
NC 122, 14 C.J.S. 4, p 430 
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È "If any citizen or resident of the United 
States does not reside in (and is not 
found in) any United States Judicial 
District, such citizen or resident shall be 
treated as residing in The District of 
Columbia  for purposes of any provisions 
of this Title to ò (A) jurisdiction of courts, 
or (B) enforcement of summons."  26 USC 
§ 7701(39) see also 26 USC § 7408(C) 

 
©Common Law Copyright 2017 
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ÈFor great custom websites, domain 
names, and hosting go to: 

Èhttps://CubeYard.com  

ÈUse coupon code CY172 for 20% off 
your first order  

ÈCubeYard.com ð your source for 
websites, domain names, and 
hosting 
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È The right to be represented exists 
ONLY in a military court room. 10 
USC § 838(a)(1) 

Èò(1)The accused has the right to be 
represented in his defense before a 
general  or special court -martial  or at 
an investigation under section 832 of 
this title (article 32) as provided in 
this subsection.ó 
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ÈòHe is however in a 
sense an officer of the 
state with an obligation 
to the Courtéó 7 
Corpus Juris Secundum 
§ 4 Attorneys 
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ÈòHis first duty is to the courts and 
to the public, not to the client , and 
whenever his duties to his client 
conflict with those as an officer of 
the court, in the administration of 
justice, the former must yield to the 
latter.ó 7 Corpus Juris Secundum § 4 
Attorneys  
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ÈòClients are also called 
òwards of the courtóéó 
7 Corpus Juris 
Secundum § 4 Attorneys 
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È òWards of court. Infants and persons of 
unsound mind. Davis' Committee v. 
Loney, 290 Ky. 644, 162 S.W.2d 189, 190. 
Their rights must be guarded jealously. 
Montgomery v. Erie R. Co., C.C.A.N.J., 
97 F.2d 289, 292.ó Blacks Law Dictionary, 
4th Edition, page 1755 
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È A ward of the court is an imbecile.  

È A ward of the court is not competent  

ÁEverything is about competence and 
incompetence! 

ÁThat is why they are òrepresentingó you, 
because you are not competent to make 
decisions for yourself. Therefore the attorney 
is going to make the decisions for you. 

ÁThere is no such thing as an incompetent 
sovereign. 

ÁDo you know who you are?  
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È òIN PROPRIA PERSONA. In one's own proper 
person. It is a rule in pleading that pleas to the 
jurisdiction of the court must be plead in 
propria  persona, because if pleaded by attorney 
they admit the jurisdiction, as an attorney is an 
officer of the court, and he is presumed to plead 
after having obtained leave, which admits the 
jurisdiction . Lawes, PI. 91.ó Blackõs Law 
Dictionary, 4 th Edition, page 899-900 

È See the BAR Members videos 1, 2, & 3 
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È òWe can't even begin to count the number of 
times Judges, Lawyers, and Statesmen have 
said: "There isn't any common law anymore. 
It has been replaced by Statutes." They 
would be more truthful if they said: "There 
isn't any common -law any more, it has been 
replaced by martial law .ó Dyett  v Turner 439 
P2d 266 @ 269, 20 U2d 403 [1968] The Non-
Ratification of the Fourteenth Amendment by 
Judge A.H. Ellett , Utah Supreme Court 
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È Bankster Thieves 1, 2, & 3 

È Roman Cult Slave Scam series 

È Bankrupt Corporate (so-called) Governments 

È BAR Members 1 - 3 

È D.I.Y. How NOT to Volunteer for the Selective 
Service and the Draft 

È Martial Law is here!  

È D.I.Y. No Income Tax 

È D.I.Y. No Sales Tax 

È D.I.Y. Traffic Stop 1 & 2 

È D.I.Y. Free Mail 1 & 2 

È D.I.Y. Kangaroo Courts 1 - 9 
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È There is a lawful State 

È There is a federal territory (municipal 
corporation)  

È òThere has been created a fictional 
federal State (of)  xxxxxx within a state. 
See Howard v. Sinking Fund of 
Louisville, 344 U.S. 624, 73 S.Ct. 465, 476, 
97 L.Ed. 617 (1953)ó; Schwarts v. O'Hara 
TP School District, 100 A 2d. 621, 625, 375, 
Pa. 440, 
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È Downes v. Bidwell, 182 U.S. 244 1901. 
Dissenting opinion of Justice Marshall Harlan . 
òTwo 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 
instrumentó  

È Why do you think that Nancy Pelosi, as Speaker 
of the US House of Representatives says that 
they have to pass legislation without reading it?  
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È My Blog is; http://sovereigntyinternational.wordpress.com  

È Website - www.sovereigntyinternational.fyi  

È Email - engineerwin@yahoo.com 

È Youtube profiles ð sovereignliving  ð Sovereignty 
International  

È Facebook 

ÁCommunity Page ð Deleted due to Censorship 

ÁPrivate Group ð Sovereignty International - being deleted 

È Yahoo Private Group ð Administrating -Your-Public-
Servants 

È Google Private Group ð Administrating -Your-Public-
Servants 

È Follow me on Twitter    @engineerwin  
©Common Law Copyright 2017 
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È ò"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 é.but merely act as an extension as 
an agent for the involved agency -- but only in a 
òministerialó and not a òdiscretionary 
capacity...ó 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] ©Common Law Copyright 2016 58 



È "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 

È "...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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È A Clerk Masquerading as a Judge is not 
competent to do anything judicial like issue 
orders, or warrants 

È A Clerk Masquerading as a Judge is operating 
in his private capacity, and has no immunity  

È "Ministerial officers are incompetent to 
receive grants of judicial power from the 
legislature, their acts in attempting to 
exercise such powers are necessarily 
nullities " Burns v. Sup., Ct., SF, 140 Cal. 1 
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