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PIG is an acronym 

ÅPersons In Government who intend to 

perjure their oath ï P.I.G. 

ÅP.I.G. could also be considered a wordism 

ÅA PIG is also a satanic ORDER taker which 

will be discussed later in this presentation 
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Jurisdiction 

Å" 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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Clerks masquerading as Judges 
Å"...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.)  

Å"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..." 
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Clerks masquerading as a Judge 
Åñ"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 

ministeriallyé.but merely act as an extension as 

an agent for the involved agency -- but only in a 

ñministerialò and not a ñdiscretionary 

capacity...ò 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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Kangaroo Courts 
ÅñKangaroo 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 .ò Blackôs Law Dictionary, 

6th Edition, page 868,  

Å"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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Satanic Courts 

×Once jurisdiction  is challenged, it must 

be proven.  Hagens v. Lavine, 415 U.S. 

533, note 3. 

×No sanction can be imposed absent proof 

of jurisdiction .  Standard v. Olsen, 74 S.Ct. 

768. 
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Satanic Courts 

Å"The right to adjudicate concerning the subject-

matter in the given case.  To constitute this there 

are three essentials: First, the court must have 

cognizance of the class of cases to which the one 

to be adjudicated belongs; second, the proper 

parties must be present; and third, the point 

decided upon must be in substance and effect 

within the issue."  Reynolds v. Stockton, 140 U.S. 

254, 268. 
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PIGs in Canada 

ÅThey regularly appoint new PIGs so they 

can maintain plausible deniability and get 

away with assaulting people, kidnapping 

people, and falsely imprisoning people for 

their handlers in the United Nations and the 

Vatican 
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PIGs in Canada 

ÅSome of the new PIGs in Canada are; 

ïA new Lieutenant Governor in Alberta 

ïA new Prime Minister 

ïA new federal Minister of (so-called) Justice 

ïOther new Ministers for the gustapo PIGs in the 

federal government 
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Lois Mitchell, PIG 
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Jody Wilson-Raybould 
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Ralph Goodall, PIG 
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Honorable 

ÅñHonorable ï This was the title formerly 

given to the degree of fellow craft.ò An 

Encyclopedia of Freemasonry, 1916 

Edition, Volume I, page 348 

ÅThese Satanist PIGs call each other 

ñHonorableò because it is code word for 

them telling each other that they are all in 

their secret club 
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Round Robin 
ÅThat is why they always get a new satanist PIG 

order taker, so they can have plausible deniability to 

assault you again, and again, and again, so they can 

generate revenue for their United Nations handlers, 

and their Vatican handlers 

ÅThat is why they want the guns, so then you have to 

rely on their Clerks masquerading as Judges, like 

Tilleman the Mormon PIG, and Redman the PIG, 

and Rooke the PIG, and Hironaka the Mormon PIG 

ÅThen they can hold their show-trial/kangaroo court, 

and sell you into slavery 
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Satanist Order Takers 

ÅI have sent out hundreds of letters telling 

these satanist order takers that I am not a 

fictitious entity, and I am not interested in 

participating in their commerce 

ÅThe following are a small fraction of what I 

have sent 
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The Bitch 2007 
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The Bitch 2010 
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The Bitch 2011 
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The Bitch 2013 

©Common Law Copyright 2015 23 



©Common Law Copyright 2015 24 



©Common Law Copyright 2015 25 



Alberta Lieutenant Governor 2006 
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Alberta Lieutenant Governor 
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Alberta Attorney General 2006 
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Alberta Attorney General June 2009 
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Alberta Attorney General Sept 2009 
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Alberta Attorney General 2010 
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Alberta Solicitor General 2010 
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Alberta Solicitor General 2013 
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Alberta Deputy Solicitor General 2010 
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Alberta Premier 2007 
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Governor General 16 pages 
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Rob Paulson, PIG, 20 pgs legal size 

paper 
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Previous RCMP PIG, 10 pages 
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RCMP Deputy PIG 
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Canada Border PIGs 2007 
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Canada Border PIGs 2009 
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Canada Border PIGs 2010 
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Canada Border PIGs 2010 

©Common Law Copyright 2015 43 



Canada Border PIGs 2011 
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Canada Attorney General PIG 2010 
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Canada Attorney General PIG 02/2011 
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Canada Attorney General PIG 11/2011 
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Harper the PIG 2010 
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Crown PIG Lethbridge 
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Lethbridge Chief of PIGs 2009 
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Lethbridge PIG Commission 2009 
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Chief PIG, Alberta Court of Appeals 
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Chief PIG, Queenôs Bench 2009 
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NC Whittmann, Chief PIG, June 2009 
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NC Whittmann, Chief PIG, Sept. 2009 
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NC Whittmann, PIG, 2010 
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NC Whittmann, PIG, 2013 
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JD Rooke, PIG, September 2010 
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JD Rooke, PIG, December 2010 
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JD Rooke, PIG, 2013 
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Langston the PIG 
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Chief Judge, (PIG), Provincial Court 2010 
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Chief Judge (PIG), Provincial Court, 2013 
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Chief Judge, (PIG), Provincial Court, 

2014 
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Deputy Chief PIG, Provincial Court 
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Assistant Chief PIG, Lethbridge 
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Hironaka, the Satanist Mormon PIG, 

Lethbridge 
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Redman the Satanist PIG, Lethbridge 
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Criminal 

Complaints 
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PIGs Named 

ÅJCB McDonald 

ÅJames Langston 

ÅCatherine Fraser 

ÅAlison Redford 

ÅNancy McCurdy 

ÅRob Nicholson 

ÅVic Toews 

ÅBarry Benkendorf 
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PIGs named 
ÅBarry Benkendorf -Nancy McCurdy 

ÅAlison Redford -Robert Nicholson 

ÅStephen Harper -David Johnston 

ÅJD Rooke  -NC Whittmann 

ÅTim Grubb  -Tom McKenzie 

ÅDoug McLaughlin -James Langston 

ÅL Christos  -T Ramatowsky 

ÅR. Sparrow  Robert Coleman 

ÅJ Delaney  Frank Oberle 

ÅBrad Pickering Mr. Price 
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PIGs Named 

ÅJ Delaney  -Frank Oberle 

ÅBrad Pickering -Ed Stelmech 

ÅDonald S. Ethell -Stephen Harper 

ÅDavid Johnston 
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PIGs Named 

ÅRobert Nicholson 

ÅVic Toews 
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PIGs Named 

ÅElizabeth Windsor -David Johnston 

ÅDonald S. Ethell -Alison Redford 

ÅJames Langston -Catherine Fraser 

ÅVic Toews  -Rob Nicholson 

ÅStephen Harper -Robert Coleman 

ÅNC Whittmann -D. Price 

ÅTom McKenzie -Wayne Wouters 
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Other Satanist PIGs in the 

kangaroo courts 

ÅPatricia A Rowbotham 

ÅBrian K. OôFerrall 

ÅPWL Martin 
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Satanist PIGs in Canada 
ÅñWhereas taxation by the Parliamentéfor the 

purpose of raising a revenueéhas been found by 

experience to occasion great uneasiness and 

disorders,éThat from and after the passing of 

this Act the King and Parliament of Great 

Britain will not impose any duty, tax or 

assessment whatever, payable in any of His 

Majestyôs colonies, provinces, or plantations, in 

North Americaé, except such duties as it may be 

expedient to impose for the regulation of 

commerceéò An Act to Impose Taxes in 

Commerce ONLY, George III CAP 12 (1778) ©Common Law Copyright 2011 87 



Order Takers 

ÅThe burden is on the defendant to show the 

nonexistence of jurisdictional facts.  Russell v. 

Butler (Tex Civ app) 47 S.W. 406; Gilchrist v. Oil 

Land Co., 21 W. Va. 115. 

ÅOnce jurisdiction is challenged, it must be proven.  

Hagens v. Lavine, 415 U.S. 533, note 3. 

ÅMere good faith assertions of power and authority 

(jurisdiction) have been abolished.  Owens v. The 

City of Independence, 455 US 622 (1980) 

ÅNo sanction can be imposed absent proof of 

jurisdiction.  Standard v. Olsen, 74 S.Ct. 768. 
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Satanist Order Takers 

ÅUS Declaration of Independence 

ïñHe has affected to render the Military 

independent of and superior to the Civil power. 

ïHe has combined with others to subject us to a 

jurisdiction foreign to our constitution, and 

unacknowledged by our laws; giving his Assent 

to their Acts of pretended Legislation: 

ïFor imposing Taxes on us without our Consent: 

ïFor depriving us in many cases, of the benefits 

of Trial by Jury:ò 
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Satanist Order Takers 

ÅUS Declaration of Independence 

ïñFor abolishing the free System of English 

Laws in a neighbouring Province, establishing 

therein an Arbitrary government, and enlarging 

its Boundaries so as to render it at once an 

example and fit instrument for introducing the 

same absolute rule into these Colonies: 

ïHe has abdicated Government here, by 

declaring us out of his Protection and waging 

War against us. 

ïFor protecting them, by a mock Trialéò 
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Satanist Order Takers 

ÅCauses and Necessity of Taking Up Arms (1775) 

ïñéstatutes have been passed extending the courts of 

admiralty and vice-admiralty far beyond their 

ancient limits for depriving us the accustomed and 

inestimable privilege of trial by jury, in cases 

affecting both life and propertyéé.to supersede the 

course of common law and instead thereof to publish 

and order the use and exercise of the law martialé.; 

ïé.. and for altering fundamentally the form of 

government established by charter. 

ïWe saw the misery to which such despotism would 

reduce us.ò 
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The Kangaroo Court/Show-Trial 

ÅñGive me liberty or give me 

deathò Patrick Henry,  

Åafter he witnessed a man flogged to 

death for refusing to take a license 
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Satanist PIGs 
Å99% of the people that go across the border 

ïNo Breach of the Peace 

ïNo probable cause of a crime having been committed 

ÅIt is an unlawful arrest (asault) 

ÅThese PIGs like to call it being ñdetainedò but if you 

are not free to go it is an arrest 

ÅñAny restraint, however slight, upon anotherôs 

liberty to come and go as one pleases, constitutes 

an ñarrest.ò  Swetnam v. W.F. Woolworth Co., 318 

P.2d 364, 366, 83 Ariz. 189 
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Satanist PIGs 
ÅñA motorist stopped by a traffic officer for a 

traffic offense would be considered ñarrestedò . . . 

even if the motorist was not specifically informed 

that he had been arrested.ò  People ex rel. Winkle 

v. Bannan, 125 N.W.2d 875, 879, 372 Mich. 292. 

ÅñAn illegal arrest is an assault and battery. The 

person so attempted to be restrained of his 

liberty has the same right to use force in 

defending himself as he would in repelling any 

other assault and battery.ò State v. Robinson, 145 

ME. 77, 72 ATL. 260 
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Satanist PIGs 

ÅñA breach of the peace takes place when 

either an assault is committed on an 

individual éò R.F.V. Heuston, Salmond 

on the Law of Torts 131 (17th ed. 1977).ò 

Blackôs Law Dictionary, 8th Edition, page 

565 
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Void Judgment 
Å"Where there is no jurisdiction there is no judge; 

the proceeding is as nothing. Such has been the 

law from the days of the Marshalsea, 10 Coke 68; 

also Bradley v. Fisher, 13 Wall 335,351." 

Manning v. Ketcham, 58 F.2d 948.  

ÅñA void judgment is one which, from its 

inception, was a complete nullity and without 

legal effectò Lubben v. Selective Service System 

Local Bd. No. 27,  453 F.2d 645, 14 A.L.R. Fed. 

298 (C.A. 1 Mass. 1972).  Hobbs v. U.S. Office of 

Personnel Management,  485 F.Supp. 456 (M.D. 

Fla. 1980).  
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Void Judgment 
ÅñVoid judgment is one which has no legal force 

or effect whatever, it is an absolute nullity, its 

invalidity may be asserted by any person whose 

rights are affected at any time and at any place 

and it need not be attacked directly but may be 

attacked collaterally whenever and wherever it is 

interposed.ò  City of Lufkin v. McVicker,  510 

S.W. 2d 141 (Tex. Civ. App. ï Beaumont 1973). 

ÅñA void judgment, insofar as it purports to be 

pronouncement of  court, is an absolute nullityò 

Thompson v. Thompson,  238 S.W.2d 218 

(Tex.Civ.App. ï Waco 1951). ©Common Law Copyright 2015 99 



Void Judgments 
ÅñVoid order may be attacked, either directly or 

collaterally, at any timeò  In re Estate of Steinfield, 

630 N.E.2d 801, certiorari denied, See also Steinfeld 

v. Hoddick, 513 U.S. 809, (Ill. 1994). 

ÅñA void judgment is one which, from its 

inception, is and forever continues to be 

absolutely null, without legal efficacy, ineffectual 

to bind the parties or to support a right, of no 

legal force and effect whatever, and incapable of 

enforcement in any manner or to any degree.ò 

Loyd v. Director, Dept. of Public Safety, 480 So. 2d 

577 (Ala. Civ. App. 1985). 
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Void Judgments 

Å"Not every action by any judge is in exercise of 

his judicial function.  It is not a judicial function 

for a Judge to commit an intentional tort even 

though the tort occurs in the Courthouse, when a 

judge acts as a Trespasser of the Law, when a 

judge does not follow the law, the judge loses 

subject matter jurisdiction and The Judge's 

orders are void, of no legal force or effect"! Yates 

Vs. Village of Hoffman Estates, Illinois, 209 

F.Supp. 757 (N.D. Ill. 1962) 
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Order Taker PIGs 
ÅFor their satanist order taker PIGs like  

ïTilleman the mormon satanist 

ïBenkendorf 

ïRooke,  

ïWhittman 

ïJohnston 

ÅAnd their latest order taker PIGs 

ïTrudeau 

ïLois Mitchell 

ïGoodale 

ïWilson-Raybould 
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Void Judgment - England 
ÅA void order results from a ófundamental defectô in 

proceedings (Upjohn LJ in Re Pritchard (deceased) [1963] 

1 Ch 502 and Lord Denning in Firman v Ellis [1978] 3 

WLR 1) or from a ówithout jurisdictionô/ultra vires act of a 

public body or judicial office holder (Lord Denning 

in Pearlman v Governors of Harrow School [1978] 3 WLR 

736). 

ÅA ówithout jurisdictionô/ultra vires act is any act which a 

Court did not have power to do (Lord Denning in Firman v 

Ellis [1978] QB 866). 

ÅSimilarly, if the higher Courtôs order is founded on a lower 

Courtôs void act or invalid claim then the higher Courtôs 

decision will also be void (Lord Denning in MacFoy v 

United Africa Co. Ltd. [1961] 3 All ER). 
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Void Judgment - England 
Åa óvoidô order or claim has no legal effect ab 

initio (from the beginning/outset) and therefore does not 

need to be appealed, although for convenience it may 

sometimes be necessary to have it set aside (Lord 

Denning in MacFoy v United Africa Co. Ltd. [1961] 

and Firman v Ellis [1978] QB 866) whereas a 

óvoidableô order or claim has legal effect unless and 

until it is set aside.  Therefore, while a void order or 

claim does not have to be obeyed and can be ignored 

and its nullity can be relied on as a defence when 

necessary (Wandsworth London Borough Council v. 

Winder [1985] A.C. 461), 
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Void Judgment - England 
ÅA void order does not have to be obeyed because, for 

example, in Crane v Director of Public 

Prosecutions [1921] 2 AC 299, it was stated that if an 

order is void ab initio (from the beginning) then there is 

no real order of the Court. 

ÅA ówithout jurisdictionô/ultra vires act is any act which 

a Court did not have power to do (Lord Denning 

in Firman v Ellis [1978] QB 866). 

ÅSimilarly, if the higher Courtôs order is founded on a 

lower Courtôs void act or invalid claim then the higher 

Courtôs decision will also be void (Lord Denning 

in MacFoy v United Africa Co. Ltd. [1961] 3 All ER). ©Common Law Copyright 2015 105 



Void Judgment - England 
ÅAlthough an appeal is not necessary to set aside a void 

order, if permission to appeal is requested and if out of 

time the Court should grant permission because time 

does not run because the order is void and the person 

affected by it has the right to have it set aside (Lord 

Greene in Craig v Kanssen [1943] KB 256). 

ÅA void order is incurably void and all proceedings 

based on the invalid claim or void act are also 

void.  Even a decision of the higher Courts (High Court, 

Court of Appeal and Supreme Court) will be void if the 

decision is founded on an invalid claim or void act, 

because something cannot be founded on nothing (Lord 

Denning in MacFoy v United Africa Co. Ltd. [1961] AC 

152). 
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Void Judgment - England 

ÅIt is never too late to raise the issue of nullity and a 

person can ignore the void order or claim and raise it 

as a defence when necessary (Wandsworth London 

Borough Council v. Winder [1985] A.C. 

461; Smurthwaite v Hannay [1894] A.C. 

494;  Upjohn LJ in Re Pritchard (deceased) [1963]; 

Lord Denning in MacFoy v United Africa Co. 

Ltd. [1961] AC 152) 
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Void Judgment - England 

ÅIn Bellinger v Bellinger [2003] UKHL 21 the House 

of Lords confirmed that a void act is void from the 

outset and no Court ï not even the House of Lords 

(now the Supreme Court) ï has jurisdiction to give 

legal effect to a void act no matter how unreasonable 

that may seem, because doing so would mean 

reforming the law which no Court has power to do 

because such power rests only with Parliament.  The 

duty of the Court is to interpret and apply the law 

not reform or create it. 
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Prize Act - Canada 
ÅñThe Court shall, subject to this section, take 

cognizance of and judicially proceed upon all, and 

all manner of, captures, seizures, prizes and 

reprisals made under the authority of Her Majesty 

in right of Canada of all ships, aircraft or goods, and 

shall hear and determine the same and, according to 

the Course of Admiralty and the Law of Nations, 

adjudge and condemn all such ships, aircraft or 

goods as belong to any enemy country or the citizens 

or subjects thereof or any other persons inhabiting 

any of the countries, territories or dominions of and 

enemy country or that are otherwise condemnable as 

prize.ò Section 5(1) Canada Prize Act [emphasis 

added] 
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Prosecution = Warfare 

Å"A mixed war is one which is made on one side by 

public authority, and the other by mere private 

persons." Black's Law Dictionary 5th Ed., page 

1420 

ÅñUnder International Law of Warfare, all parties 

to a cause must appear by nom de guerre, 

because an "alien enemy cannot maintain an 

action during the war in his own name". 

Merriam-Webster Dictionary, pg. 1534 
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Prosecution = Warfare 

Ånom de guerre 

Å1.an assumed name, as one under which a person 

fights, paints, writes, etc.; pseudonym. 

ÅOrigin of nom de guerre - French: literally, war 

name 

Åwww.Dictionary.com 

ÅWhen they spell your name in ALL BLOCK 

CAPITAL LETTERS, that is a nom de guerre 
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Warfare = Commerce 

ÅWar on Drugs (1980ôs) 

ïCIA imports drugs 

ïOne group of drug dealers putting another group of drug 

dealers out of business 

ïIt is really a war on ñwe the peopleò 

ÅWar on Crime (1990ôs) 

ïUS has bigger percentage of people in prison than any 

other country on the planet 

ïIs really a war on the people 

ÅWar on Terror (2000ôs to today) 

ïCIA created ISIS, CIA Created Osama Bin Laden 

ïIs really a war on we the people 
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Fraud 
ÅWhy is there fraud? 

ïThe Judge is a Clerk masquerading as a Judge 

ïThe judge is NOT neutral or unbiased. The judge is 

working for the prosecutor. They are conspiring in their 

so-called court 

ïThey do NOT have jurisdiction, they are making war on 

you 

ïThey are dragging you into their satanic religious 

ceremony, it is a commercial transaction 

ïThey are NOT competent to do justice,  it is NOT a 

court! 

ïA corporation does NOT have standing to do anything in 

any court ©Common Law Copyright 2015 113 



Fraud 
ÅñIt is a fundamental right of a party to have a neutral and 

detached judge preside over the judicial proceedings.ò 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), 

ÅñMy opinion is and long has been that the mayor and aldermen of 

a city corporation, or the president and directors of a bank, or the 

president and directors of a railroad company and of other 

similar corporations, are the true parties that sue and are sued as 

trustees and representatives of the constantly changing 

stockholdersé. A corporation, therefore, being not a natural 

person, but a mere creature of the mind, invisible and intangible, 

cannot be a citizen of a state, or of the United States, and cannot 

fall within the terms or the power of the above mentioned article, 

and can therefore neither plead nor be impleaded in the courts of 

the United States.ò Rundle v Delaware & Raritan Canal Company 55 

U.S. 80 (1852) [emphasis added] 
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Fraud 

ÅFor any court case to have a plaintiff like; 

STATE OF TEXAS, QUEEN IN RIGHT 

OF ALBERTA, QUEEN IN RIGHT OF 

CANADA, DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, UNITED 

STATES, etc., (any corporation) 

ïis a FRAUD!!!!!!!  
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Fraud 
Åñbill of attainder. 1.Archaic. A special legislative 

act that imposes a death sentence on a person 

without a trial. 2. A special legislative act 

prescribing punishment, without a trial, for a 

specific person or group. Å Bills of attainder are 

prohibited by the U.S. Constitution (art. I, § 9, cl. 

3; art. I, § 10, cl. 1). ð Also termed act of 

attainder. See ATTAINDER; BILL OF PAINS 

AND PENALTIES . [Cases: Constitutional Law 

82.5. C.J.S. Constitutional Law §§ 429ï431.]ò 

Blackôs Law Dictionary, 8th Edition, page 496 
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Fraud 

ÅñBILL OF PAINS AND PENALTIES - A 

legislative act that, though similar to a bill of 

attainder, prescribes punishment less severe than 

capital punishment. Å Bills of pains and penalties 

are included within the U.S. Constitution's ban 

on bills of attainder. U.S. Const. art I, § 9. [Cases: 

Constitutional Law 82.5. C.J.S. Constitutional 

Law §§ 429ï431.]ò Blackôs Law Dictionary, 8th 

Edition, page 499 
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Fraud 

ÅñBill  of Attainderò means Legislative acts, no 

matter what their form, that apply either to named 

individuals or to easily ascertainable members of a 

group in such a way as to inflict punishment on 

them without a judicial trial. United States v. Brown, 

381 U.S. 437, 448-49, 85 S. Ct. 1707, 1715, 14 

L.Ed. 484, 492; United States v. Lovett, 328 U.S.  

303, 315, 66 S.Ct. 1073, 1079, 90 L.Ed. 1252.  
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Void Judgment = Fraud 
ÅñOnce a fraud, always a fraud.ò 13 Vin. Abr. 539.  

ÅñThings invalid from the beginning cannot be 

made valid by subsequent act.ò Trayner, Max. 

482. Maxims of Law, Blackôs Law Dictionary 9th 

Edition, page 1862 

ÅñA thing void in the beginning does not become 

valid by lapse of time.ò 1 S. & R. 58.  Maxims of 

Law, Blackôs Law Dictionary 9th Edition, page 1866 

ÅTime cannot render valid an act void in its origin. 

Dig. 50, 17, 29; Broom, Max. 178, Maxims of Law, 

Blackôs Law Dictionary 9th Edition, page 1862, 
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Void Judgment = Fraud 
ÅñEx dolo malo non oritur action. Out of fraud no 

action arises. Cowper, 343; Broomôs Max. 349.ò 

Bouvierôs Maxims of Law, 1856, 

Åand any act by any government official to conceal the 

fraud becomes an act of fraud;  

Åñfraus est celare fraudem. It is a fraud to conceal a 

fraud. 1 Vern. 270.ò Bouvierôs Maxims of Law 1856 

Åand fraud is inexcusable and unpardonable; 

ÅñFraus et dolus nemini patrocianari debent. Fraud 

and deceit should excuse no man. 3 Co. 78.ò 

Bouvierôs Maxims  of Law 1856 
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Void Judgment = Fraud 

Åand any fraud amounts to injustice; 

ÅñFraus et jus nunquam cohabitant. Fraud and 

justice never dwell together.ò  Maxims of Law, 

Blackôs Law Dictionary, 9th Edition, page 1832 

ÅñQuod alias bonum et justum est, si per vim vei 

fraudem petatur, malum et injustum efficitur. 

What is otherwise good and just, if sought by 

force or fraud, becomes bad and unjust. 3 Co. 

78.ò Bouvierôs Maxims of Law, 1856 
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Void Judgments 

Åñbrutum fulmenò:  ñAn 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. Pratt -Hewitt Oil Corporation, 

Tex.Civ.Appl, 179 S.W.2d 346, 348. Also, see 

Corpus Juris Secundum, ñJudgmentsò  §§ 499, 

512 546, 549. Blackôs Law Dictionary, 4th Edition 
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Statutes 
ÅIt is NOT a trial 

ïThere is no judge 

ÅIt is a Clerk masquerading as a Judge 

ÅThe Clerk is working for the prosecutor (conspiracy) 

ïThe statute is ñcolor of lawò 

" Color of Law"  means "The appearance or semblance, without 

the substance, of legal right. Misuse of power, possessed by virtue 

of state law and made possible only because wrongdoer is clothed 

with authority of state is action taken under 'color of law.'" 

Atkins v. Lanning. D.C.Okl., 415 F. Supp. 186, 188. 

ÅIt is a Bill of Attainder 

ÅThey are selling you into slavery (jail) 

ÅIt is a commercial transaction 
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The Great Whore 
ÅñPENANCE. An ecclesiastical punishment, which affects the 

body of the penitent, by which he is obliged to give a public 

satisfaction to the church for the scandal he hath given by his 

evil example. éPenance may be changed into a sum of 

money to be applied to pious uses, and this is called 

commuting. 3 Inst. 150; 4 Inst. 336. See Articuli Cleri, 9 Edw. 

2. C. 4; F. N. B. 53;éò Tomlinôs Law Dictionary, Volume 2 

ÅñPENITENTIARY. A prison or place of punishment; any 

place designed for the confinement of convicts; a State's 

prison.ò 

ÅFootnotes; ñpaenitentia, penitence: penitence, punishment. 

"Penitentiary" has meant: a penitent, an ordainer of 

penances, and a place for penitents. See Locus, Penitentiae.ò 

Andersonôs Law Dictionary 1889 Edition, page 764 
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Satanists in America ï Mark Passio 

×former Satanist Priest 

×Natural Law videos 

×Pilars of Satanism 

×Moral Relativism 

×There is no absolute right or wrong - truth is relative 

×We just make up what is right or wrong 

×What is right or wrong is what we decide today, and 

tomorrow it will be something else 

×2/3 of people believe in moral relativism 
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Mark Passio ï Natural Law 

ÅPillars of Satanism ï forms of mind control 

ïSurvival  

Åhighest law of satanism 

ïSocial Darwinism 

ÅCertain classes of society think they are most fit to 

rule 

Åpostulates the survival of the most socially ruthless 

ÅUltimate responsibility is self preservation 

ÅEugenics 

Åelite get to determine who lives or dies (useless eaters) 
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Mark Passio ï Natural Law 

ÅPillars of Satanism ï forms of mind control 

ÅOrder takers 

ïResponsible for all of the atrocities in history 

ïJust follow orders without thinking about whether 

it is a lawful order or not 

ïWilling slaves 

Åhttps://www.youtube.com/user/WhatOnEarth

93 
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Order Takers 
×Anyone who is wearing a military uniform is an 

agent of the Vatican (satanist) 

×ñThe wearing of clerical dress or of a religious 

habit on the part of lay folk, é.., is liable to the 

same penalty on the part of the State as the 

misuse of military uniform.ò Article 10, Concordat 

of 1933 

×Almost all (so-called) governments are bankrupt and 

owned and operated by the Vatican 

×At common law a sheriff would have a star only. 

×At common  law there is no uniform 
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Order Takers 

ÅWWII War Crimes Tribunals 

ïAll of the NAZIs claimed that they were just 

following orders - Satanists 

ïThey either suffered death by hanging, or spent the 

rest of their life in jail 

ïSome of them are still hunted to this day 

ÅVietnam War - Mai Lai massacre 

ïConvicted of murder 

ÅToday Order Takers are everywhere 
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Satanism 
×Things that you see every day using the Satanic 

philosophy of Moral Relativism are; 

×False Flag Operations ï the end justifies the means 

×Agent Provacateurs - the end justifies the means 

×Entrapment ï the end justifies the means 

×All Court cases = kangaroo court (unless itôs a common 

law court) = satanism 

×Judge is a clerk playing stupid, and working for the Prosecutor 

×If you donôt know the law or fail to do something properly, or 

follow the right procedure, they sell you into slavery (prison) 

×They have no authority 

×They use the satanic unconstitutional commercial code 
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Equity = Satanism 
ÅEverything they do is under color of law and they 

even dismiss cases because they are ñnot colorable 

enoughò, (not enough fraud), therefore it is all a 

fraud (a lie), as intended 

ÅThe so-called Judge is actually a bought and paid for 

Clerk masquerading as a Judge, which is a fraud and 

a lie 

ÅThe ONLY rights are those granted by government 

(statutory), which is also a fraud as intended 

ÅThe so-called Judge is playing stupid ï adversarial 

judicial system 
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Equity = Satanism 

ÅIf I donôt do something at the right time or say 

something at the right time, and I do or say 

something too late, or at the wrong time, they will 

pretend I did not say it (more fraud) 

ÅA US citizen is a fictitious entity (a fraud) 

ÅLochnerizing is an insult (Lockner v New York 198 

US 45 (1905)) 

ÅIf I do NOT use the right words, they will pretend I 

did not say it 
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Satanist Clerks in Canada 

ÅWhen Redman the Clerk issued his so-called 

ORDER, it was a fraud and a nullity 

ÅBased on that fraud, the RCMP Satanist order taker 

PIG assaulted Me, kidnapped Me, and falsely 

imprisoned Me 

ÅAll of this was in conspiracy with the US Consulate 

satanist order takers in Calgary, Canada 
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