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

È I have Youtube videos that are videos of 
Private Information Shares that show these 
and other court citations that are available for 
a donation  

È Donations to support this work are 
appreciated. I prefer gold or silver coin, but as 
an extremely less desireable alternative I can 
accept IOUs (Federal Reserve Notes, Paypal 
gifts, checks, money orders, etc) send me an 
email for particulars  
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È òA well regulated Militia, being necessary to 
the security of a free State, the right of the 
people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be 
infringed .ó Article 2 in Amendment  

È òThe enumeration in the Constitution, of 
certain rights, shall not be construed to deny 
or disparage others retained by the people .ó 
Article 9 in Amendment  

È òThe powers not delegated to the United 
States by the Constitution, nor prohibited by 
it to the States, are reserved to the States 
respectively, or to the people .ó Article 10 in 
Amendment  ©Common Law Copyright 2017 5 



È "History is clear that the first ten 
amendments to the Constitution  were 
adopted to secure certain common law  
rights  of the people, against invasion by 
the Federal Government."  Bell v. Hood, 
71 F.Supp., 813, 816 (1947) U.S.D.C. -- So. 
Dist. CA. [emphasis added] 

È At common law your rights are 
unlimited  
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× "The right of trial by jury in civil cases, guaranteed 
by the 7th Amendment (Walker v. Sauvinet , 92 U. 
S. 90), and the right to bear arms , guaranteed by the 
2nd Amendment (Presser v. Illinois, 116 U. S. 252), 
have been distinctly held not to be privileges and 
immunities of citizens of the United States 
guaranteed by the 14th Amendment against 
abridgement by the states, and in effect the same 
decision was made in respect of the guarantee 
against prosecution, except by indictment of a 
grand jury, contained in the 5 th Amendment 
(Hurtado v. California, 110 U. S. 516), and in respect 
of the right to be confronted with witnesses, 
contained in the 6 th Amendment."  West v. 
Louisiana, 194 U. S. 258. 
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× "...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 ññINTERNATIONAL LAW RULE: Adopted for areas 
under Federal legislative jurisdiction é Federalizes 
State civil law, including common law.--The rule serves to 
federalize not only the statutory but the common law of a 
State. ..é STATE 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 costsò 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 
[emphasis added] 
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ü "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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× "The technical niceties of the common law are not 
regarded. . . .", 1 R.C.L.  31, p. 422. "A jury does not 
figure, ordinarily, in the trial of an admiralty suit. . . the 
verdict of the jury merely advisory, and may be 
disregarded by the court." 1 R.C.L. 40, p. 432. "[The] 
rules of practice may be altered whenever found to be 
inconvenient or likely to embarrass the business of the 
court." 1 R.C.L. 32, p. 423. "A court of admiralty. . . acts 
upon equitable principles." 1 R.C.L. 17, p. 416. "A libel 
of information [accusation] does not require all the 
technical precision of an indictment at common law. If 
the allegations describe the offense, it is all that is 
necessary; and if it is founded upon a statute, it is 
sufficient if it pursues the words of the law." The Emily 
v. The Caroline, 9 Wheat. 381  
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È "Every citizen & freeman is endowed with 
certain rights & privileges to enjoy which no 
written law or statute is required . These are 
the fundamental or natural rights, recognized 
among all free people." U.S. v. Morris, 125 F 
322, 325 [emphasis added] 

È "The people or sovereign are not bound by 
general word in statutes, restrictive of 
prerogative right, title or interest, unless 
expressly named. Acts of limitation do not 
bind the King or the people. The people have 
been ceded all the rights of the King, the 
former sovereign,....." People v Herkimer, 4 
Cowen (NY) 345, 348 (1825) [emphasis added] 

©Common Law Copyright 2017 20 



ÈDonõt forget to subscribe to this 
channel 

ÈDonõt forget to click the bell next 
to the subscribe button so that 
you are notified when there is a 
new upload  

©Common Law Copyright 2017 21 



©Common Law Copyright 2017 22 



©Common Law Copyright 2017 23 



©Common Law Copyright 2017 24 



©Common Law Copyright 2017 25 



©Common Law Copyright 2017 26 



©Common Law Copyright 2017 27 



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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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 Child Protective Services 

È Family Court  

È All BAR Members (lawyers & judges)  

È All Law Enforcement Officers (LEOs)  

È Anyone with a military uniform on  

È òThe 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.ó Article 10, Concordat of 1933 
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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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× "Civil rights under the 14th amendment are 
for Federal citizens and not State Citizens; 
Federal citizens, as parents, have no right to 
the custody of their infant children except 
subject to the paramount right of the 
State."Wadleigh  v. Newhall, Circuit Court N. 
Dist. Cal., Mar 13, 1905 
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×  ò...it is evident that they [U.S. citizens] have not the 
political rights which are vested in citizens of the 
States. They are not constituents of any community in 
which is vested any sovereign power of government. 
Their position partakes more of the character of 
subjects than of citizens . They are subject to the laws of 
the United States, but have no voice in its management. 
If they are allowed to make laws, the validity of these 
laws is derived from the sanction of a Government in 
which they are not represented. Mere citizenship they 
may have, but the political rights of citizens they 
cannot enjoyéó People v. De La Guerra,40 Cal. 311, 342 
(A.D. 1870) ©Common Law Copyright 2016 



×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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× US Citizens can murder their unborn children  

× "The unborn are not included within the 
definition of "person" as used in the 14th 
Amendment."  Roe v. Wade US Supreme Court 410 
US 13, 35 L.Ed. 2d 147, 1973 
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× òAnd while the Fourteenth Amendment does not 
create a national citizenship, it has the effect of 
making that citizenship "paramount and 
dominant", instead of "derivative and dependant " 
upon state citizenship.ó Colgate v Harvey, 296 U.S. 
404, on page 427 

× "The amendment ( fourteeth ) reversed and annulled 
the original policy of the constitution,"  United 
States v. Rhodes, 27 Federal Cases, 785, 794 

× They criminally converted citizenship into the 
opposite of what the founding fathers intended - See 
The so-called Fourteenth Amendment is 
Unconstitutional video ð See the Judicial Whores 
video 
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×òCitizenship is a political 
status, and may be defined and 
privilege limited by Congress.ó 
Ex Parte (NG) Fung Sing, Federal 
Reporter, 2nd Series, Vol. 6, Page 
670 (1925) 
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× "The term resident and citizen of the United 
States is distinguished from a Citizen of one 
of the several states, in that the former is a 
special class of citizen created by Congress."  
U.S. v. Anthony 24 Fed. 829 (1873) 

©Common Law Copyright 2016 



× "Therefore, the U.S. citizens residing in one of 
the states of the union, are classified as 
property and franchises of the federal 
government as an "individual entity. "  
Wheeling Steel Corp. v. Fox, 298 U.S. 193, 80 
L.Ed. 1143, 56 S.Ct. 773 

× òA òUS Citizenó upon leaving the District of 
Columbia becomes involved in òinterstate 
commerceó, as a òresidentó does not have the 
common-law right to travel, of a Citizen of one 
of the several states.ó Hendrick  v. Maryland 
S.C. Reporterõs Rd. 610-625. (1914) 
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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 

©Common Law Copyright 2017 

4
3 



©Common Law Copyright 2017 44 



È "State citizens are the only ones living under 
free government, whose rights are incapable 
of impairment by legislation or judicial 
decision."  Twining v. New Jersey, 211 U.S. 97, 
1908 

È "State Citizenship is a vested substantial 
property right, and the State has no power to 
divest or impair these rights."  Favot v. 
Kingsbury, (1929) 98 Cal. App. 284, 276 P. 
1083,  

È "The State cannot diminish rights of the 
people."  Hertado  v. California, 110 U.S. 516 
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× "The state citizen is immune from any and all 
government attacks and procedure,  absent 
contract." see, Dred Scott vs. Sanford, 60 U.S. (19 
How.) 393 or as the Supreme Court has stated 
clearly, òéevery man is independent of all laws, 
except those prescribed by nature. He is not bound 
by any institutions formed by his fellowmen 
without his consent.ó CRUDEN vs. NEALE, 2 N.C. 
338 2 S.E. 70 
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×òThe rights of the individuals are 
restricted only to the extent that 
they have been voluntarily 
surrendered by the citizenship to 
the agencies of government.ó City of 
Dallas v Mitchell, 245 S.W. 944 
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È òThe claim and exercise of a Constitutional 
(guaranteed) right cannot be converted into a 
crimeó. Miller v US, 230 Fed 486,489 

È "No State shall convert a liberty into a privilege, 
license it, and charge a fee therefore."  Murdock v. 
Pennsylvania, 319 US 105 

È "There can be no sanction or penalty imposed upon 
one because of this exercise of constitutional 
rights." Sherer v. Cullen, 481 F 946 

È "If the State converts a right (liberty) into a 
privilege, the citizen can ignore the license and fee 
and engage in the right (liberty) with impunity .ò 
Shuttlesworth  v. City of Birmingham Alabama, 373 
US 262: 
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