MEET YOUR STRAWMAN
AND WHATEVERYOU
WANT TO KNOW
Happy 1s the man that findeth wisdom, and the
man that getteth understanding. - Pro. 3:13
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“Governments are instituted among Men, deriving their
Just powers from the consent of the governed”
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Here are the answers:

1. The serving officers of a commercial corporation.
2. They think up ways to take money and goods from you.
3. No, absolutely not, they help themselves and not you.

4. Slavery has NEVER been abolished and you yourself are

considered to be a slave right now.
5. Yes, slavery is “legal” although it is not “lawful” (you need to

discover the difference).
6. No. You are NOT in debt to any financial institution.

Does this seem a little strange to you? If it does, then read on:

THOSE IN POWER HAVE A BIG SECRET

o Paying tax is OPTIONAL !!
o Registering a vehicle is OPTIONAL !!

e Paying a fine is OPTIONAL !!
o Attending a court is OPTIONAL !!

YOU CAN IF YOU WANT TO, BUT YOU DON’T HAVE

TO.
Surprised? Well — try this on for size:

Every Mortgage and Loan 1s FULLY REPAID from day one —
you can pay it again if you want to, but you don’t have to !!

If nobody has told that you have a Strawman, then this could be
a very interesting experience for you.

Your Strawman was created when you were very young, far
too young to know anything about it. But then, 1t was meant to be
a secret as its purpose 1is to swindle you, and it has been used very
effectively to do just that ever since it was created.
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Perhaps 1t 1s about time that you learned about your Strawman
and how you can stop 1t being used against you. Knowing about it
1s the most important first step. You need to go on a journey of
discovery, and I’m afraid that what you are about to discover is not
very pleasant. However, 1f you decide to act on what you learn, it
could change your life for the better.

If you think that you are in debt, then you can get out of it if you
are willing to stand up for your rights and refuse to be swindled any
longer.

Interested? If so, then let’s start at the beginning and find out
where your Strawman came from — and why you should care
about 1t.

It all started when your parents had a happy event and you
entered the world. You don’t know exactly when that was,
because you were not aware of the days of the week, the months
of the year, or even what year it was. Even after some months had
gone by, you still were not aware of these things, but by that time,
your Strawman had already been created, and it was being used to
make some very unscrupulous people rich.

None of this was your fault. It happened because your parents
were fooled into thinking that they needed to register your birth and
get a birth certificate for you. So, they APPLIED for a birth
certificate, not understanding what would happen when they did.

Well then, what did happen? According to the Local
Authority:

1. They lost ownership of their baby (you).
2. They allowed a Strawman to be created.

This 1s not something which they can be blamed for, as nobody
told them 1t would, or even could, happen. Nor did anybody tell
your parents what a Strawman 1s or how 1t can be used against
their baby. In actual fact, the “registration” 1s a contract which 1is,
In reality, null and void because there was no full disclosure by the
Local Authority, nor was there ‘intent to contract’ on the part of
your parents.
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The registering of a baby’s birth passes “ownership” of the baby
to the Local Authority and that, and that alone, allows the Local
Authority to take the child away from the parents if they ever want
to do that. This applies until the child reaches the “age of maturity”
set by the current legal statutes. Doing that is not “lawful” but
after the birth has been registered, it is “legal” and there is a world
of difference between those two terms, a difference which it is
very important that you come to clearly understand.

S0, What is a Strawman?

A Strawman 1s a fictitious legal entity, created with the hope
that as the child grows up, he will be fooled into believing that he is
actually the Strawman (which he most definitely is not) and pay all
sorts of imaginary costs and liabilities which get attached to the

Strawman by con artists.
How is a Strawman Created?

Well the mechanism involves that unnecessary birth certificate
which the parents imagine is about, and belongs to, their baby
(neither of which 1s actually true). If the baby has been named
‘James’ and the family name is ‘Martin’, then you would expect
the birth certificate to have the name ‘James Martin’ printed on it.
If that 1s what 1s printed on it, then all is well and it is a genuine birth
certificate and nothing more. However, if any other name is there,
then the document i1s not a birth certificate but instead is the
creation of a Strawman masquerading as James Martin. The
alternative entries might be any of the following examples: “JAMES
MARTIN”, “Mr. James Martin”, “Martin, Mr. James” or anything
else which 1s not exactly “James Martin” and nothing else.

Why Create a Strawman?

The answer 18 “in order to charge the Strawman imaginary costs
and penalties and fool the human James Martin into paying those
amounts”. These imaginary charges include ‘Income Tax’, ‘Council
Tax’, ‘Inheritance Tax’, ‘Capital-Gains Tax’, ‘Road Tax’, ‘Import
Tax’, ‘Value-Added Tax’, ‘Fuel Levy’, ‘Loan Interest’, ‘Bank
Charges’ and anything else that full-time professionals can think up
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and are confident that you will not notice that you never agreed to
pay, and don't need to pay.

“Legalese”

“Legalese” 1s a secret language invented to trick you. It uses
English words but attaches secret meanings to those words with
the sole intention of stopping you from believing that what they are
saying to you has nothing to do with the normal meaning 1n the
English language. Their purpose is to cheat you and rob you.

For example, they will ask to you “Do you understand?”

In English, that means “Do you comprehend what I am saying
to you?”’ And the automatic response would be “Yes”, meaning “I
do comprehend what you are saying to me”. But these sneaky,
underhand people have changed the meaning in Legalese to mean
“Do you stand under me?”” meaning “Do you grant me authority
over you so that you have to obey whatever I tell you to do?”

What makes it even worse, 1s the fact that they will never tell
you that they have switched from English to Legalese, and if that 1s
not dishonest, underhand and unscrupulous, then I don't know what
is! If you answer the question believing that English 1s being
spoken, then they prefend that you are contracting with them to
become subordinate to them. Whether or not that 1s actually true
is debatable because that is effectively a verbal contract between
you and them, and for any contract to be valid, there has to be tull
and open disclosure of all of the terms of the contract, and then,
unreserved acceptance by both parties, and 1n these cases, that has
most definitely, not occurred.

But what 1s the point in all this? Well, this manoeuvre 1s
intended to trick you into agreeing to represent your Strawman.
Why? Aaah, now, that’s a good question, but to answer it takes a
bit of explaining, and you need to understand the overall situation:

All humans are born equal, with complete freedom of choice
and action. If you live in the same place as a lot of other people,
then there are a few restrictions which have grown up, by common
consent, over time. These restrictions are for your protection and
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the protection of the other people living near you. These restric-
tions are called “the Law” (or more accurately: “Common Law’)
and they are few in number and very easy to understand. They

arc.

1. You must not injure or kill anyone.
2. You must not steal or damage things owned by some-

body else.
3. You must be honest in your dealings and not swindle

anyone.

These restrictions have resulted from hundreds of years of
disputes which have been dealt with through using common sense
and the opinions of ordinary people. They are the only limitations
on you, and 1f you don't want to abide by them, then you need to go
to some 1solated place, and stay away from other people.

Many people think that there are hundreds of other laws which
they have to keep (and new ones every other day), but that is not
so. Those other things are called “statutes” and keeping them 1is
optional for you, the human, BUT they are NOT optional for your
fictitious Strawman, and that 1s why the people who benefit from
those things want to persuade you to represent your Strawman and
so become subject to all of their invented restrictions and charges.

If you knew that they were optional, would you agree to:

1. Give most of your earnings away in taxes and similar
charges?

2. Pay to own a vehicle?

3. Pay to own a television set?

4. Pay to drive on roads which were built with your money?

S. Be forced to join the armed services if you are told to?

6. Send an army which is supposed to represent you, into
another country to murder innocent people there?

Were you ever told that these things are optional? If you agree
to represent your Strawman, then these things become binding on
you. These are some of the “statutes” which ‘politicians’ keep
inventing in order to make you poor, make them and their friends
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rich, and keep you 1n a position where you have to do everything
they say, no matter how much that harms you and does away with
your natural freedom and rights.

But, says somebody, we elect a government to represent us and
so we have to do what they say; after all, they have our best
interests at heart; don't they?

Well, that 1s a nice thought, but is it actually true? No i1t 1sn't.
You think that you elect politicians to represent you in your
government, but that 1s not what you actually do.

That 1s part of a very carefully fostered illusion intended to
keep you 1n your place and giving most of your earnings away (typi-
cally, 80% of all you earn). Part of the secret 1s that what 1s
supposed to be your 'government' 1s actually a privately owned,
for-profit company and all that you do when voting, 1s to help choose
the serving officers inside that company. It will never make the
slightest difference to what happens in the future as the company
policy and actions are controlled by the owners of the company and
they are not influenced 1n any way whatsoever by what you want.

Think this is far fetched? Then check it out via Dun & Bradstreet
or any of the other place which records the setting up and
performance of the 160,000,000 commercial companies world-wide.
When you do that, you will discover, for example, that the United
States 1s a commercial for-profit company.

The United States Corporation is a private company.

The non-federal Federal Reserve Bank 1s a private company
set up in the year 1913, as 1s every Court and every Police Force
and even Congress 1s a company and not a person.

Just in case you are not aware of it, the purpose of any
commercial ‘for-profit’ company or corporation 1s to make money
for its owners (and shareholders if there are any). The people who
you think of as ‘The Government’ don't do anything that earns money
- they instead take money from you, and their main job is to make

And Whatever You Want To Know 7/




sure that you don't realize that they are in the same position as IBM
which takes away millions of your money every year.

So, why all the pretence of there being a genuine government
which you elect and who serves you? They don’t want you to
understand that they are just running a company which produces
nothing of any worth - something like a betting shop, where almost
every customer loses money - and wake up to the fact that, unlike
what you have been told all your life, this is all optional and you
don't need to play their rip-off game any longer, unless you want to.

They want you to be so burdened down with paying them money
and working so hard and so long that you don’t have the time, money
or energy to stop and think about what 1s happening to you and your

family.

They are desperate to stop you from just walking away from
their scam, so they make every effort to connect you with the
fiction which 1s your Strawman because fictitious entities like
commercial companies can’t have any dealing with areal man or a
real woman - they can only deal with another fiction like your
Strawman, and it 1s essential that they fool you into believing that
you have to act on behalf of your Strawman - which you don't.

They have a number of well-proven methods of distracting you
and keeping you from finding out. They want you to see a great
deal of entertainment, not because there 1s anything wrong with
entertainment, but while you are being entertained you will not be
asking awkward questions. Also, they are very careful that most
entertainment reinforces their make-believe world and makes 1t
appear to be “the real world” where everyone 1s under ‘The
Government’, Police Officers uphold the law, taxes are essential in
order to keep things going, and things which are said to be bad for
you, are taxed heavily (not to make money) but supposedly, to
encourage you to avoid those things. You will notice that they keep
saying that their invented “statutes” are “the law” which they most
certainly are not, but if they say it often enough, people start
believing 1t and never think to question what they say.

They also have another very effective technique, and that is
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FEAR. They want you to be afraid. Afraid of imaginary terror-
ists. Afraid of disasters. Afraid of new diseases. Afraid of foreign
countries. Afraid of “the economy” doing badly and inflation rising.
If you doubt this, then take a look at the news and count the number
of positive, uplifting news items, and the number of negative or
depressing news items. It doesn't take much in the way of
research to see the very heavy negative bias in the news. The
reason behind this 1s to make you feel that youneeda  Govern-
ment and an Army to protect you from these supposed dangers. It
1s easy to keep the news items biased that way, because all of the
major news agencies and media outlets in the world are owned by
only five or six privately owned commercial companies.

So to supposedly connect you to the Strawman which they
created for you when your birth was registered, they use the
Legalese technique of conning you with the Name of the
Strawman. If you are ill-advised enough to go to a Court (which 1s
a Corporate place of Business) as “the accused”, you will be asked
to confirm your name, quoting the full name shown on your birth
certificate, which i1s the LEGAL PERSONALITY. Titles such as
Mr., Dr., Rev., Gov., Sec., or whatever are not asked for as they
are not required. The “Accused” 1s actually the LEGAL
PERSONALITY which 1s the name on the birth certificate, so when
they ask for the person’s NAME, they are talking to the LEGAL
PERSONALITY (the Strawman) and not to the human. This 1s
because a human cannot exist in the legal world - only pieces of
paper can, and that 1s something which they are very careful not to
tell you.

This 1s a really Key 1ssue. Natural Law and Common Law are
the only laws which apply to humans and they deal only with harm-
ing other people or causing them loss, and outside of those
restrictions, a human has free and unlimited entitlement to do
anything he chooses which complies with these principles. As
opposed to this, Acts of Congress, “Statutes” and Statutory
Instrument “Contracts” do not apply to the human but only to the
piece of paper which is the LEGAL PERSONALITY which has
no reality. As the legal fiction—the LEGAL PERSONALITY—
was created by the company called “THE UNITED STATES

And Whatever You Want To Know 9




CORPORATION”, that company gets to say what the rights and
duties for that piece of paper are.

When a person is born in America, the mother and father submit
a Birth Certificate Registration Form, which 1s a piece of paper.
There is no requirement under common law to do this. When any
limited company or corporation 1s set up, there i1s always a
Certificate of Registration in order to create 1its LEGAL PERSON-
ALITY, and that is a piece of paper. Please note that an American
Birth Certificate states quite clearly that it 1s not evidence of
identity, meaning that, it has nothing to do with any human. Marked
on it is “U.S. Copyright” showing clearly that it does not belong to
an individual and was created by the State. This act of Registering
a child, makes that child a “ward of the court” and the child can be
taken away from the parents at any time.

The Legalese definitions of words which sound commonplace,
can be found in Black's Law Dictionary and the current edition 1s

the eighth.

Interestingly, in Legalese, you the human are defined as a
“monster” which shows exactly what the people who use Legalese
think of you - charming people aren't they?

Another trick they try to play on you is to imply that a
Summons 1s something which you MUST obey while 1n fact, 1t 1s
only an Invitation to attend their place of business. They are NOT
inviting you the man or woman, but instead, they are imviting the
LEGAL PERSONALITY to their place of business, and please
note that there 1s a CHOICE, as 1t 1s only an 1nvitation.

The LEGAL PERSONALITY 1s just a piece of paper, a BIRTH
CERTIFICATE created by the commercial company called “The
United States Corporation”, and it 1s not the human. You can’t be
forced into a contract, so they have to deceive you into entering
into one without understanding what you are doing. They are using
deception as every Judge’s Court 1s a trading name of the commer-
cial company called “The Department of Justice” which does not
have a Parent Company listed, meaning that it 1s a Parent
Company itself. Legal people, on being shown this company
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registration, respond by realizing that if this information 1s genuine
(which 1t 1s) then the US has been lawless for more than 100 years
because the whole Justice System 1s being dealt with by a commer-
cial company.

Going to court in connection with any civil action is a very bad
1dea as the only function of a court 1s to judge between two parties
who disagree and then penalize the loser. The court doesn’t care
who wins or loses, and the objective of the court is to make a profit
for 1ts owners as 1t 1s a commercial enterprise and its purpose is to
acquire money from anybody who 1s foolish enough to attend. If
you look at the Summons (which is really an invitation to go to
court), you will see that 1t 1s not in your name, but in the name of the
Strawman which they are hoping to fool you into representing.

DEALING WITH DEBT

Because of the very high percentage of the money earned being
taken away from the average person, it i1s not unusual for people to
end up with what looks like “debt”. Most people spend their time
worrying over the statement of what they are told they owe, and do
endless calculations to see if they agree with the numbers which
they have been sent. Again, this 1s the sort of misdirection which
magicians use to fool audiences, distracting their attention away
trom where the action 1s really taking place. Here, the question is
really not “How much 1s owed?” But instead 1s “Is anything
actually owed?”

You need to remember that any financial institution 1s a legal
fiction and does not actually exist. As a result of this, it can only
deal with other legal fictions (essentially, other pieces of paper) and
it can’t have any dealings with a man or a woman as they are not
legal fictions. It 1s also important to understand what passes for
money nowadays. Let's say our trusty friend James Martin goes
looking for a loan and he fills out an application form with the Swindle
Bank, Inc. for $10,000. Interestingly, the form which he is asked to
sign, says that he has already received the $10,000 although the
loan has not yet been approved.
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The next day, the loan is approved and James is handed a check
which he is asked to sign and deposit to his account with the bank.
We won't follow up on that very interesting procedure at this time,
but please remember that he has now provided two signatures for
$10,000 in the Strawman name, and all he has receivedisa ‘1’ and
four zeros in the accounts of the Swindle Bank.

All goes well for several months until James loses his job and
does not manage to get another one. This is financial trouble which
he does not know how to deal with. Time goes by and James has
not had sufficient money to make payments against his loan from
the Swindle Bank Inc. He starts getting letters from the bank
saying that he must pay the arrears immediately and keep up with
the payments in future. There is not the slightest chance of that
happening as James just does not have the money and he does not

know what to do.

Fortunately, Peter, the next door neighbor of James, happens to
be an independent financial advisor with years of experience, and
James has the idea of asking him for help. Peter is willing to help
and so he sits down and goes through all of the paperwork.

Then he tells James: “You must not ignore this situation. Write
back immediately and say that you agree to pay any financial
obligation which you might lawfully owe, ON THE CONDITION

that they provide:

1. Validation of the debt—that is, the actual accounting.
2. Verification of their claim against you; that is, a signed

Invoice.

3. A copy of the Contract binding both parties (you and
them), in a letter by ‘certified mail’ so that there is an
independent “witness to it having been delivered.”

Every letter you write should be marked clearly “Without
Prejudice” which means that you reserve all your lawful rights
and you accept no contract unless it is shown to be lawful by meet-
ing the four essential conditions to a lawful binding contract-—
namely:
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1. Full Disclosure (you were not told that you were actu-
ally creating the credit with your wet ink signature);

2. Equal Consideration (they brought nothing of value to
the table and so had nothing to lose);

3. Lawful Terms and Conditions (your’s were based on
fraud);

4. The wet ink signatures of both parties — (corporations
can't sign because they have no Right or Mind to contract
since they are soul-less legal fictions; and furthermore, no
third party can sign a contract on their behalf).

Peter then tells James that agreeing to pay provided that
evidence of a lawful debt can be produced, stops him being taken
to court because courts only adjudicate between parties who are in
dispute, and as James has agreed to pay there is no dispute, so the
court would not accept any application for a hearing. Ifthe Swindle
Bank were foolish enough to try, James has only to send the court
a copy of his letter agreeing to pay, and the case would be thrown
out (dismissed) immediately (and the Bank might well be penalized
for wasting the court’s time).

The bank 1s now 1n trouble as it has been running a con game on
James and so can't produce the documents, for which James has
asked. The request by James was reasonable in every respect.
However, a loan agreement is a contract and so there has to be full
disclosure of all the details (which there wasn’t), both sides have to
put up something of equal worth (which didn’t happen), and the
contract has to be signed in wet ink by both parties (which the bank
can’t do). So the bank has a real problem.

The bank will probably send a Statement of what it wants James
to believe 1s the outstanding amount. James should return this with
a polite note saying that a ‘Statement’ is not an ‘Invoice’, so would
they please provide a signed ‘Invoice’ as requested. They will also
probably send a photocopy of his Loan Application form, at which
point James should write back and point out politely that it does not
constitute a contract as it 1s only signed by one of the parties (him-
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self) and he has asked for a copy of the Contract signed by both
parties.

The bank is likely to go silent at this point and stop correspond-
ing with James. James should then write again, requesting that the
necessary documents be sent to him within the next fourteen (or
perhaps 28) days, and if that does not happen, then he will consider
the debt to be fully discharged.

The bank will either remain silent or write back to say that the
debt is fully discharged. If the bank tries phoning, then just tell
them politely that you only wish to deal with this matter in writing,
and hang up. If the bank remains silent for the stated period of
time, then James should write back stating that due to the bank’s
failure to provide the necessary evidence of a lawful debt within
the reasonable period of time provided, that James now considers
that the debt is fully discharged, and ask the bank to confirm that in
writing. The bank will normally write back confirming that the debt
is fully discharged and that there 1s nothing owing and 1f it does not
do that, it will just stop asking for any further payments.

The reasons for how and why this takes place, takes a good
deal of explaining and many people find 1t difficult to understand.
So it is covered in detail on the following pages here. Many people
think that this process sounds like you ripping off the bank, but this
1s definitely not the case.

WHAT IS MONEY?

Originally, in England, the unit of money was called “one pound
sterling”. That was because it was literally, sterling silver weighing
one pound. As it was quite difficult to carry several pounds weight
of currency around with you, it was arranged that the actual silver
could be held in a bank and a promissory note which was essen-
tially, a receipt for the deposit of each pound of silver on deposit,
was issued. It was much easier to carry these “bank notes” around
and to do business with them. If you wanted to, you could always
take these notes to a bank and ask for them to be cashed, and the
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bank would hand you the equivalent weight of sterling silver in
exchange for the notes.

Today, the currency 1n America is “bank notes” which are
certainly easier to carry around than metal coins, but there is one
very important difference. These notes are i1ssued by the private
company called “The Federal Reserve Bank™ (which is as good a
name for a company as any other name). However, if you were to
take one of their bank notes to a branch of that company and ask
for 1t to be cashed, all that they would do is give you another note
with the same numbers of credit printed on it, or alternatively, other
notes with smaller numbers printed on them. This is because,
unlike the original bank notes, there is nothing of any physical
value backing up the bank notes of today - they are only materially
worth the physical paper on which they are printed.

It actually gets worse than that. What happens most commonly
nowadays 1s that they do not even bother printing those pieces of
paper. Now, they just tap some numbers into a computer record,
or if they are old-fashioned enough, they write the numbers into a
ledger by hand. What do those numbers represent? Nothing at all
- they have no actual value, in other words, just as much value as if
you typed them into your own computer - quite meaningless - and
yet, a bank or other financial institution will merrily “lend” you those
numbers 1n return for years of your work, plus interest charges —
now 1sn't that really generous of them?

Actually, this 1s not at all funny, because if you don’t keep
paying them money earned by your very real work, they will
attempt to take your house and possessions away from you. This
won’t happen i1f you understand that what they lent you was
actually valueless. Take the case of Jerome Daly of Minnesota in
America. In court, Jerome challenged the right of the bank to fore-
close on his home which had been purchased with a loan from the
bank. Jerome argued that any mortgage contract required that
both parties (that 1s, himself and the bank) put up a legitimate form
of property for the exchange. In legal language, that is called a
legitimate “consideration” put forward by both parties to the
contract.

And Whatever You Want To Know 15




Jerome explained that the “money” was in fact not the property
of the bank as it had been created out of nothing as soon as the loan
agreement was signed. That 1is, the money does not come out of
the bank’s existing assets as the bank is simply inventing it, and 1n
reality the bank is putting up nothing of its own, except for a
fictional liability on paper. As the court case progressed, the
President of the bank, Mr. Morgan, took the stand and admitted
that the bank, in combination with the (privately owned commercial
company called) “The Federal Reserve Bank”, created the entire
amount of the loan in “credit” in its own books by means of a book-
keeping entry, the money and credit coming mnto existence when
they created it. Further, Mr. Morgan admitted that no United States
Law or Statute exists which gives him the right to do this. A lawful
consideration must exist and must be tendered to support the loan
agreement. The jury found that there had been no lawful consider-
ation put forward by the bank, so the court rejected the bank's
application for foreclosure and Jerome Daly kept his home debt

free.

That is exactly the situation with all American mortgages. When
someone makes an application for a mortgage or any other loan,
the applicant’s signature is required on the application form
before the loan is approved. The “signature” on that signed
application makes it a valuable piece of paper which the bank can
deposit in its accounts as a credit to the bank for the amount of the
loan. The bank could just keep that application form and stay
ahead by $100,000 or whatever, but they want more, much more.
They want the borrower to pay them that same amount again,
funding it by years of labor, and not only the amount of the
supposed “loan” but significant extra amount in interest as well.
Why do you think that they are so keen to lend you “money” - they
are even willing to lend to people with very poor credit, as there 1s
no way that the bank can lose out on the deal, no matter what

happens.

This is why, if a company starts demanding payment of large
sums of money, you start by asking them to provide the
“accounting” for the deal. In other words, you are asking them to
show in writing that they provided something of genuine worth as
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their side of the loan contract. As they invented the money as
numbers 1 their books, with no real worth attached to those
numbers, they are in deep trouble as they can’t comply with your
demand to see their accounting for the deal. Did you ever wonder
how the average bank manages to make hundreds of millions of
dollars profit every year?

Well, you are looking right at where a large chunk of it
comes from.

THE BOOKKEEPING

This next part of the information may be a little difficult to
understand. When any business is being run, the accounts are
recorded as money “coming in” and money “going out”. For a
bank, the money coming in is called a “Credit” and money going out
1s called a “Debit”. The objective is to have these two amounts
always match each other (balance) for any customer. Not
everything done 1n banking is immediately obvious to the average
person, so 1t may be a little difficult to understand how everything
works 1n this area.

If you have an account with a bank and you deposit $200 to
open the account, the bank enters that in its books as a Credit. The
Credit on your account 1s $200 and the Debit is $0, so the balance
has a positive, or Credit, value of $200.

If you were to withdraw $300, then the bank would record this
as a Debit of $300. When the Credit balance on your account is
$200, the balance on your account would be $100 in Debit, that is,
overdrawn by $100.

It you were to deposit a further $100 and then close your
account, the bank would not have any problem, other than the fact
that they would like to keep you on as a customer.

As far as the accounting goes, your account 1s balanced and the
bank 1s satisfied with the state of affairs, $300 has come in and
$300 has gone out, the books balance - case closed.

Now, 1f you were to apply for a loan (mortgage or otherwise)
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for $100,000 from the bank, they would give you an application
form which is set out in such a way that you have to fill n the
Strawman’s name rather than your own - separate boxes with one
of them containing “Mr.” and they may even require you to f1ll the
form in using block capital letters.

You may think that the capital letters are so that they can read
you writing or perhaps, to make it easier for it to be entered into a
computer, but the name in those capital letters belongs to the Straw-
man and not to you. You have actually just made an application on
behalf of the Strawman and not on behalf of yourself!

You might wonder why they would want you to do this. After
all, what could they ever get from the Strawman? Well, you might
be surprised. When the Strawman was incorporated they assigned
a large monetary value to it, possibly $100,000,000 and they have
been trading on the stock market on behalf of the Strawman ever
since, and you know how many years that has been. So, very
surprisingly, in their opinion, the little fellow 1s really very rich, and
you have just authorized them to take the amount of your loan
application from the Strawman’s account. So before the bank
passes you any money, it has already gotten its money from the
Strawman account and entered it in its books as a $100,000 Credit
to your loan account. They then place $100,000 into your loan
account as a Debit. Interestingly, that loan account 1s now
balanced and could easily be closed off as a completed deal.

This is where the sneaky part comes in. To get the money out
of your account, you have to write and sign a check for $100,000
on that account. What does the bank do with checks which you
sign? It assigns them to the account as an asset of the bank, and
suddenly, the bank is ahead by $100,000 because the check 1s in the
name of the Strawman who can supply the bank with almost any
amount of money. But it doesn't end there, as the bank 1s confident
that you know so little about what is going on that you will pay them
anything up to $100,000 over the years, against what you believe
you owe them! If that happens, then they have made yet another
$100,000 for the bank. To make things even better for them, they
want you to pay them interest on the money which you (don't
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actually) owe them. Overall, they make a great deal of money
when you borrow from them, so perhaps you can see now why
banks make hundreds of millions in profit each year.

If the loan were used to buy a property, then the bank probably
insisted that you assign the title deeds to them as collateral for the
loan, as soon as the property deal closed (was completed). If you
then fail to keep paying them, they are likely to attempt to foreclose
on the “loan” and sell your property quickly for an even greater
profit. And toadd msultto injury, ifthe property sale did not exceed
the amount of the “loan” plus the charges for selling it, then they
are likely to claim that you owe them the difference!

Perhaps you can now see why Jerome Daly told them to go
take a running jump at themselves, and why your request for “the
accounting” for any loan made to you, puts the bank in an
impossible situation. If the bank then just writes and tells you that
the “debt” 1s fully discharged, they still have made a massive profit
on the operation, and they also hope that the vast majority of their
customers will not catch on to the fact that they are paying far too
much for their property, or even that there is a Strawman involved.

Please don’t feel that you are ripping off the banks if you don't
pay them what they are asking you to pay - they have already
recovered everything paid out before you start paying them for the
second or third time.

When 1t 1s a Mortgage the entire process is very much the same.
The “Debt-Free Sovereign” web site:

http://www.freewebs.com/debtfreesovereign gives a very
clear description of this process in Canada, and the process is much
the same everywhere else. They describe a typical property sale
and mortgage this way:

The buyer goes to Magic Bank in response to the bank’s claim
that 1t 1s 1n the business of lending money in accordance with its
corporate charter. The buyer went to the bank believing that Magic
Bank had the asset (money) to lend. Magic Bank never tells its
customers the truth that it does not have any money to lend, nor
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that Magic Bank is not permitted to use their depositors’ money to
lend to 1ts borrowers.

Notwithstanding the fact that Magic Bank does not have any
money to lend, Magic Bank makes the buyer/borrower sign a
mortgage loan application form which 1s essentially a promissory
note saying that the buyer/borrower promises to pay Magic Bank
for the money (what money?) which he is supposed to receive
from Magic Bank even before any value or consideration is
received by the buyer/borrower from Magic Bank. This
promissory note is a valuable consideration, a receivable, and
therefore an asset transferred from the buyer to the bank which
Magic Bank enters into its own asset account as a cash deposit.

After making sure that the buyer has the ability to pay the
required monthly payments (the buyer has credit), Magic Bank
agrees to lend the buyer the money (cash) to pay the seller. Magic
Bank has no money to lend but it gave the buyer a promise to lend
money by way of a commitment letter, loan approval letter, loan
authorization, or loan confirmation letter, etc., signed by a bank
official or loan/mortgage officer employed by Magic Bank.

Magic Bank’s acceptance of the buyer’s promissory note makes
the bank liable to the buyer/borrower for the full face value of the
promissory note which is the agreed purchase price ot the property,
less any cash deposit or down payment money paid by the buyer
directly to the seller. Itis important to note at this point that all real
estate transactions require that the property being sold must be
conveyed, by the seller to the buyer, free of all liens and encum-
brances which means that all liens such as existing mortgages, judg-
ments, etc. must be paid before the property can be mortgaged by
the buyer as collateral to the mortgage loan which 1s yet to be
received by the buyer pursuant to the promise made by Magic Bank.
How can the seller pay off his mortgage and obtain clear title if he
has not yet received any money from the buyer? And how can the
buyer mortgage a property that does not yet belong to him?

This dilemma is solved using Magic Bank’s magic bag of tricks.
Magic Bank, in concert with the bank’s lawyers, or notaries, causes
all the liens and encumbrances to magically disappear by writing a
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Magic Bank check, backed by the buyer’s promissory note and
agreement of purchase and sale, deposited into the lawyer’s trust
account, to pay the seller for the property at closing. In essence,
using the buyer’s promissory note as the cash to enable the agree-
ment of purchase and sale.

So the buyer’s promissory note made the conveyance possible.
Magic Bank caused the property to be conveyed from the seller to
the buyer with title free and clear of all encumbrances and liens.
The property now belongs to the buyer which makes it possible for
the buyer to mortgage his property to Magic Bank. The buyer
actually paid for the property using his own promissory note.

At this point, the seller has not yet received any money or cash
so Magic Bank and its magicians must perform more magic in
order to satisty the seller’s requirement that he get paid, or the
whole deal 1s null and void. The seller does not even know that the
property has been magically conveyed to the buyer’s name in order
for the seller to receive any money.

The ensuing magic trick is accomplished this way. The buyer is
made to sign another promissory note. The mortgage contract is
attached to the promissory note which makes the buyer liable to
pay Magic Bank for the money or the loan which the buyer has not
yet or may never receive for up to twenty five years or more
depending on the term of the mortgage contract. This note is linked
to the collateral through the mortgage contract and as such, it is
valuable to Magic Bank.

Magic Bank then goes to the Federal Reserve Bank or to
another bank to pledge the deal that they have just gotten from the
buyer for credit. The Federal Reserve Bank then gives Magic
Bank the “credit”. Remember, it is not Magic Bank’s credit, it is
the buyer’s credit who promised to pay Magic Bank if and when
the money is received by the buyer from Magic Bank, payable for
up to 25 years or more.

Note: What happened above is basically a “swap” transaction
all banks do to ‘monetize’ security. In this case, the second
promissory note that is linked to the mortgage contract and signed
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by the buyer is a mortgage-backed security.

Magic Bank will then agree to pay the Federal Reserve Bank a
certain percentage of interest over “prime”. Thus the buyer’s loan
package goes to the Federal Reserve Bank which credits Magic
Bank with the full amount of credit which is the total amount of the
money Magic Bank is entitled to receive after 25 years which 1s the
amount of the principal plus all the interest payments the buyer has
promised to pay to Magic Bank for 25 years or more which 1s
usually three times the amount of the money promised by Magic
Bank to the buyer. By magic, Magic Bank just enriched itself and
got paid in advance, without using or risking its own money.

Magic Bank's magician, the lawyer who holds the check that 1s
backed by the buyer's original promissory note, then writes a check
to the seller as payment for the property.

In effect, the buyer paid the seller with his own money by virtue
of the fact that it was the buyer's own money (the promissory note)
that made the purchase and sale possible.

Magic Bank just made a cool 300% profit without using or
risking any capital of 1ts own.

Neither was there any depositor’s money deducted from Magic
Bank’s asset account in this transaction.

What really happened was pure deception and if we the people
tried to do this, we would end up in prison being found guilty of
fraud and criminal conversion not to mention that the property would
have been seized by the court.

This is only a crime if we, the people, do it to each other, as it
would be an indictable crime if we issued a check with no funds.
There would not be any deal, no purchase and sale agreement
because there is no valuable consideration. In orderto de-criminalize
the transaction, we need Magic Bank and their cohorts to make
the deal happen. It is really a conspiracy of sorts but these
“persons”, the banks, the lawyers, the land title otfices or even the
courts do not consider the transaction as fraudulent transactions

because these transactions happen all the time.
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Such a contract is “void ab-initio” or “void from the beginning”
which means that the contract never took place in the first place.
Moreover, the good faith and fair dealing requirement through full
disclosure 1s non-existent which further voids the contract.

Magic Bank failed to disclose to the buyer that it will not be
giving the buyer any valuable consideration and taking interest back
as additional benefit to unjustly enrich the corporation. Magic Bank

also failed to disclose how much profit they are going to make on
the deal.

Magic Bank led the buyer to believe that the money going to the
seller would be coming from its own asset account. They lied
because they knew, or ought to have known, that their own book or
ledger would show that Magic Bank does not have any money to
lend and that their records will show that no such loan transaction
ever took place. Their own book will show that there would be no
debits from Magic Bank’s asset account at all and all that would
show up are the two entries made when the buyer gave Magic
Bank the first collateral or the promissory note which enabled Magic
Bank to cut a check which made it possible to convey the property
from seller to the buyer free and clear of all liens or encumbrances
as required by the agreement of purchase and sale entered into in
writing between the buyer and the seller.  What really happened
was not magic; in reality, the buyer’s promissory note was used by
Magic Bank and its magicians - the lawyers and land title clerks -
to convey free title to the buyer from the seller. So why do we
need the mortgage contract at all?

The other entry that would show up when we audit Magic Bank’s
accounts, 1s the other pledge of collateral including the buyer’s prom-
issory note which was converted (unlawfully and without disclo-
sure or permission from the buyer) into a mortgage-backed secu-
rity which was “swapped” or deposited by Magic Bank to the Fed-
eral Reserve Bank for which another deposit was entered into
Magic Bank’s transaction account.

From the above, we can list all the criminal acts perpetrated by
Magic Bank:
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1. The mortgage contract was “void ab-initio” because
Magic Bank lied and never intended to lend a single cent of
their own asset or depositor’s money to the buyer.

7. A valid contract must have lawful or valuable consider-
ation. The contract failed for anticipated breach. Magic
Bank never planned to give the buyer/borrower any valu-
able consideration.

3. Magic Bank breached all its fiduciary duties to the buyer
and is therefore guilty of criminal breach of trust by failing in

its good faith requirement.

4. Magic Bank concealed the fact from the buyer that it
would be using the buyer’s promissory notes; first to clear
all the liens and encumbrances in order to convey clear title
to the buyer and then use the second promissory note to
obtain more money from the Federal Reserve Bank or other
institutions that buy and sell mortgage-backed security.
Magic Bank received up to three times the amount of money
required to purchase the property and kept the proceeds to
itself without telling the buyer.

5. Magic Bank violated its corporate charter by lending
«credit” or “nothing at all” to the buyer and then charging
interests on this make-believe loan. Banks are only licensed
to lend their own money, not other people's money. Magic
Bank used the buyer's promissory note to clear the title
which essentially purchased the property from the seller.
The transaction is “an ultra vires” transaction because Magic
Bank has engaged in a contract “outside of it's lawful man-
date”. An ultra vires contract is void or voidable because it

is non-existent in law.

6. Everyone involved in this undertaking with Magic Bank,
starting with the loan or mortgage officer, the lawyers, the
land title office and even the central bank are equally guilty
by association by aiding and abetting Magic Bank in its com-
mission of its crimes against the buyer and the people who
would eventually have to absorb all of the loss through
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increased taxes, etc.

In the final analysis, Magic Bank and the others who profited
from the ultra vires transaction are all guilty of unjust enrichment
and fraud for deceiving the buyer and the people, and for acting in
concert 1n this joint endeavour to deceive the buyer.

DEALING WITH THE POLICE

Years ago, a policeman was your friend and defender. Things
have changed now that Police Forces have become commercial
organizations, dedicated to producing a profit by taking money from
you in the form of Speeding Fines, Parking Fines and any number
of other charges. It was stated on national TV recently that in the
last thirteen years, three thousand additional offences have been
invented.

As each individual Police Force is a commercial company, in a
way like a McDonald’s Restaurant in strategy, it has no authority to
enforce anything, any more than a McDonald’s has. The men and
women who work under the banner of their local Police Force have
two separate roles. When they take up their occupation, they take
an oath of office, pledging to uphold the law.

That oath, and nothing else, gives them the authority to act to
enforce Common Law - that is, the few things which are listed
near the start of the “Legalese” section above. It does not
authorize them to do anything connected with so-called “govern-
ment” statutes, so they have been trained to use Legalese to entrap
uninformed members of the public. To be fair, it is highly likely that
members of the police force are not aware of what they are doing
and do not understand the difference between “legal” statutes (which
are optional) and the “lawful” Common Law requirements which
apply to everyone and are not optional.

Please don't get me wrong. Most policemen and policewomen
do a great job and assist members of the public, often above and
beyond the requirements of their job - opposing bullying, intimida-
tion, fraud, etc. and comforting in cases of bereavement or Injury.
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Admittedly, the commercial companies who control the Police Forces
are working hard to end this sort of positive behavior, using ridicu-
lous “Health and Safety” regulations as an excuse, even to the
extent that police officers are instructed to stand by and watch
somebody drown and not attempt to save them. This is not the
choice of the officer but the instructions of the owners of the

company.

Because these thousands of invented offences don’t apply to
anybody unless they agree to be bound by them, 1t becomes
essential for a police officer to (possibly inadvertently) persuade a
member of the public to agree to subject himself to these
unnecessary restrictions and agree to pay invented cash penalties
to the local commercial company called the “Police Force”. The
normal first attempt to establish this spurious dominance of the
police officer is by him asking for your name. This 1s not an
innocent question and it is essential that you are careful in what you
say as there are Legalese booby traps all over the place.

One suitable reply is “The law does not require me to provide
that information” which is entirely correct and avoids pitfall
number one, and no matter how often the question is asked, the
answer is always the same. It is important not io argue with a
police officer as that is another Legalese booby trap which makes
you subject to the thousands of hateful regulations designed to part
you from your money. So, only answer questions, ideally, with a
non-aggressive question, and don't volunteer any information.

If the police officer says “You were exceeding the speed limit”,
you could say “Was I?” As you don't argue, nor do you say that
the Common Law does not require anyone to keep to speed limits,
obey road signs, park only where directed, etc. even though that 1s
perfectly true. Maxim: “Arguments are for fools”.

As mentioned before, if the police officer asks “Do you
understand?” Your response should be “No! — I do NOT stand
under you in this matter”. As before, the question is a Legalese
trap and has nothing whatsoever to do with understanding anything
which has been said.
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Under Common Law, an offense has only been committed if
there is a victim (somebody who has been injured or killed, had
possessions damaged or stolen, or who has been defrauded). So, if
the police officer keeps pushing you to agree to pay his company
money, when you don't need to, then a good question to ask might
be “Who is the victim?” An alternative is to ask “What is the
charge or am 1 free to go?” If you stick to these things, then the
police officer has nothing to work on as you have not agreed to be
bound by statutes; you have not provided a name and address for
him to write on an Invoice (or “Fixed Penalty Notice” as they like
to call it) and you have not entered into a “controversy” by arguing
with him, or into “dishonor” by refusing him point blank.

There is one other thing, and that is, without being aggressive or
offensive in any way, you must not DO anything which he tells you
to do because if you do, then those charming Legalese people can
see that you agree to “stand under” him and become subject to his
“legal” (but not “lawful”) authority, and so become liable to those
thousands of cunning plans called “statutes”, caretully crafted in
order to rob you in a perfectly “legal” but not “lawful” way.

One thing which any police officer needs to become aware of is
the fact that they do not have any security provided by the Police
Force which employs them. In any situation which does not
involve Common Law, the police officer is on his own, acting as an
individual contractor and as such is wide open to action against him
either under Common Law if he is acting unlawfully or by civil
court action if his actions warrant it. If there is failure to establish
“Joinder” (which is where a human voluntarily agrees to
represent the Strawman and so become subject to statutes), then
the presumed authority of a police officer does not exist in any
respect and he 1s acting solely as an individual whose only
authority is to enforce Common Law and nothing else.

REGISTRATION

Most people believe that when they buy a new car that they
have to register it with the commercial company known as the
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“Department of Motor Vehicles”. What very few people are aware
of is the fact that the act of applying for registration confirms the
transfers the physical ownership of the vehicle from you the
purchaser who paid the money, 10 the State. That is, you have
given the vehicle away to a commercial company who has done
nothing at all for you and which does not have your best interests at
heart. Since it is unlawful to swindle anyone, I would be most
interested to hear any reason why this registration should not be
deemed to be unlawful, blatant, and an obvious fraud, for there has
not been full disclosure of the silent and adhesive contract terms.

The change of ownership is shown by the fact that you, the
previous owner, are now sent a document stating that your Straw-
man is now the “Registered Owner” of the vehicle which you have
just bought. You are left to pay for maintaining the vehicle which
you do not own, and which the actual owner will, seize and sell the
vehicle (which cost him nothing) if you, as agent for the
“Registered Owner” do not keep on paying for the use of the

vehicle.

Seizing the vehicle would not be lawful if the vehicle did
not belong to the company doing the seizing.

The vehicle will be seized if the “Registration Tax” is not paid.
That “tax” was originally introduced as a fund contributed to by the
vehicle drivers, in order to build new roads, and to maintain roads
that exist. That was a reasonable idea which means that all the
roads in the country belong to the people who paid the money for
them to be built and repaired.

Local Authorities say that they can’t maintain roads properly as
they do not have sufficient funds to do the work. The charge 1s
more for vehicles of larger size on the excuse that they burn more
fuel and so contribute more to global warming. The real purpose
for the increase is to take more money from people who have no
idea what is going on. There is even a proposal now, that motorists
be charged for every mile that they drive along the roads which

they paid for and own.

That, of course, is not the only stream of income from vehicles.
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A major source of income is from the massive “tax” on fuel for
vehicles, and it has been stated that an incredible 65% of the selling
price is the proportion which is not needed for the location, extrac-
tion, processing and delivery of the actual fuel. In passing it can be
noted that vehicles can be run on water, compressed air, energy
direct from the environment, permanent magnets, and even on
gravity. It will, without doubt, be a shock to you that many of the
inventors who have done this suddenly disappeared as soon as they
started testing their prototypes. Far fetched? I know of five people
who have been told to “cease and desist - or else”. When you
understand the billions and billions in profit that are made through
selling oil products, actions like that become very understandable,
especially since the people who do these things own the police forces
and the courts, and know that there will be no comeback no matter
what they do.

S0, what about the Driver’s License? Under Common Law,
humans have the right to travel freely and that includes using a
vehicle when travelling. The Legalese people want to persuade
you that you are no longer a “Traveller” under Common Law, but
Instead, you are a “Driver” subject to their statutes, and they
demand that a “Driver” must have a driver’s licence, registration
tax, car insurance, and anything else that they can think up. If you
wish to live in freedom and somebody asks to see your licence,
then the question is “Why would I want one of those?”’

A driver’s licence is only needed for the driver of a vehicle
which is being used in commerce. It can be argued that
transporting a Strawman is a commercial undertaking, so it would
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