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This article has really filled in ny "voids" that kept me fromfully
understanding things. | have found it to be one of the best

di scussi ons on the subject of freedom and how our own Governnent has
managed to take that freedomfromus, all the while giving |ip service
to the Constitution

The title of the article is The UCC Connection. The author is noted as
Howard Freeman. It is distributed by Anericans for Constitutiona

Cover nnent, PO BOX 99, Lancaster, Chio 43130. It also notes "w thout
prejudice U C C 1-207." It is dated Septenber 22nd 1991. (I do not
know i f reserving rights under U C C 1-207 is a nethod of asserting
"copyrights." | believe it probably is. It is possible, that the author
did not want to use the conventional (c) as it mght inply a contract
wthe US Patent Office, and thus the Federal CGovernnent. If this is
the case, | apologize to M. Freeman, as | do not wish to

i nfringe upon his rights.)

Si ncerely,

eric gray
sysop - The Desert Reef BBS
http://freedonbyfaith.com

THE UCC CONNECTI ON
Free Yourself From Legal Tyranny

by Howard Freeman
READ and STUDY - THI NK

For war d

This is a slightly condensed, casually paraphrased transcri pt
of tapes of a seminar given in 1990 by Howard Freenman. It was
prepared to nmake avail abl e the know edge and experience of M.
Freeman in his search for an accessi bl e and understandabl e
expl anation of the confusing state of the governnent and the
courts. It should be hel pful to those who want to devel ope a
deeper understanding of this informati on without having to
listen to three or four hours of recorded nateri al

The frustrations many Americans feel about our judicial system
can be overwhel ning and often frightening; and, |ike nost

fear, is based on | ack of understanding or know edge. Those of
use how have chosen a path out of bondage and into |iberty are
faced, eventually, wthe seeningly tyrannical power of sone
governnent al agencye and the nystifying and awesone power of
the courts. W have been taught that we nust "get a good
lawyer," but that is becomng increasingly difficutl, if not

i mpossible. If we are defendi ng outselves fromthe governnent,
we find that the | awers quickly take our noney adn then tel
us as the ship is sinking, "I can't help you wthat -- |I'man
of ficer of the court.”
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Ulimtely, the only way for us to have ever a "snowballs'
chnage" is to understand the RULES OF THE GAME and to cone to
and understanding of the true nature of the Law. The | awers
have established and secured a virtual nonopoly over this area
of human know edge by inplying that the subject is just too
difficult for the AVERAGE PERSON t o understand, and by
creating a separate vocabul ary out of English words of

ot herwi se conmon usage. While it may, at tinmes, seem

hopel essly conplicated, it is not that difficult to grasp --
are lawers really as snmart as they would have us believe?
Besi des, anyone who has been through a |l egal battle agaisnt
the governnment with the aid of a |l awer has cone to realize
that | awyers | earn about procedure, not about law. M. Freeman
admts he is not a |lawer. and as such, he has a way of
explaining law to use that puts it well win our reach
Consider also that the framer of the Constitution wote in

| anguage si npl e enough that the people could understand,
specifiically so that it would NOT have to be interpreted.

So again we find, as in many other areas of life, "THE BUCK
STOPS HERE!" It is we who nust take the responsibility for
finding and putting to good use the TRUTH It is we who nust

cl ai m and defend our God given rights and our freedom form
those who would take themfromus. It is VWE who nust protect
oursel ves, our fanmilies, and our posterity fromthe inevitable
intrusion into our lives by those who |ive parasitically off
the |l abor, skill and tal ents of others.

To these ends, M. Freeman offers a sinple, hopefu

expl anation of our plight and a PEACEFUL nethod of dealing
wit. Please take note that this | ecture represents one
chapter in the book of his understandi ng, which he is always
refining, expanding, inprovign. It is, as all bits of w sdom
are, a point of departure fromwhich to begin our own journey
i nto understanding, that we all mght be able to pas on to

ot hers: greater know edge and hope, and to God: the gift of
lives lived in peace, freedom and praise

THE UCC CONNECTI ON

*"| send you out as sheep in
the m dst of wol ves, be w se
as a serpent and harmess as a
dove. "*

I NTRODUCTI ON

When | beat the IRS, | used Suprenme Court (SC) decisions. If |
had tried to use these in court, | would have been convi ct ed.

| was involved with a patriot group and | studi ed suprene
Court cases. | concluded that the SC had declared that | was
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not a person required to file an inconme tax -- that that tax
was an excise tax on privileges granted by governnent. So

quit filing and paying incone taxes and it was not |ong before
they cane down on nme w a heavy hand. They issued a notice of
deficiency, which had such a fantastic sumon it that the

bi ggest tenptation was to go in with their letter and say
"Where in the world did you ever get that figure?" They
claimned | owed them sonme $60, 000. But even if | had been
payi ng taxes, | never had that much noney, so how could | have
owed them that much?

NEVER ARGUE THE AMOUNT OF DEFI Cl ENCY

Fortunately, | had been given just a little bit of

i nformati on: NEVER ARGUE THE FACTS IN A TAX CASE. |If you're
not required to file, what do you care whether they say you
owe sixty dollars or $60,000. If you are not required to file,
t he amount doesn't matter. DONT ARGUE THE AMOUNT -- that is a
fact issue. In nopst instances, when you get a Notice of
Deficiency, it is usually for sonme fantastic anount. The
mnute you say "I don't owe that nuch," you have agreed that
you owe them sonething, and you have given themjurisdiction
Just don't be shocked at the ampbunt on a Notice of Deficiency,
(NoD) even if it is ten mllion dollars! If the |aw says that
you are not required to file or pay tax, the anount doesn't
matter.

By arguing the anmount, they will just say that you nust go to
tax court and decide what the anmount is to be. By the tinme you
get to tax court, the law issues are all decided. You are only
there to deci de HON MJCH YOU OAE. They will not listen to
argunents of | aw.

So | went to see the agent and told himthat | wasn't required
to file. He said, "You ARE required to file, M. Freenan." But
| had all these SC cases, and | started reading themto him
He said, "I don't know anything about |aw, M. Freenman, but
the Code says that you are required to file, and you're going
to pay that anobunt or you're going to go to tax court."
thougth that soneone there ought to know sonethi ng about | aw,

so | asked to talk to his superior. | went to himand got out
nmy SC cases, and he wouldn't listen to them "I don't know
anything about law, M. Freeman...." Finally | got to the

Probl ens Resolution Oficer, and he said the same thing. He
said that the only person above himwas the District Director
So | went to see him By the tine | got to his office, they
had phoned ahead, and his secretary said he was out. But |
heard soneone in his office, and |I knew he was there.

| went down the elevator, around the corner to the Federa

Buil ding and into Senator Sinpson's office. There was a girl
sitting there at a desk, and she asked ne if she could help
me. | told her nmy problem | said that | really thought the

District Director was up there. | asked her to call the IRS
and tell themthat it was Senator Sinpson's office calling and
to ask if the District Director was in. | said, "If you get

hi m on the phone, tell himthat you are fromthe Senator's

of fice and you have a person who you are sendi ng over to speak
to him-- if heis, can he wait just five mnutes." It worked.
He was there, and | ran back up to his office. H's secretary
nmet ne when | anme in and said, "M . Freenan, you're so |ucky
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-- the Director just arrived."

The Director was very nice and offered ne coffee and cookies
and we sat and tal ked. So he asked me what | wanted to talk to
talk to himabout. (If you hever have sonmeone say to you, "I'm
fromthe governnent and |'mhere to do you a favor" watch out!
-- but we can turn that around and approach themthe sane
way.) So | said, "I thought you ought to know that there are
agents working for you who are witing letters over your nane
that you wouldn't agree with. Do you read all the mail that
goes out of this office over your signiture?" The Director
said, "Ch, | couldn't read everything -- it goes out here by
the bagful." That was what | thought. | said, "There are sone
of your agents witing letters which contradict the decisions
of the SC of the United States. And they're not doing it over
their name, they're doing it over YOUR nane."

He was very interested to hear about it and asked if | had any
exanpl es. | just happened to have sonme w e, so | got them out
and presented themto him [Suprene Court cases supporting his
position] He thought it was very interesting and asked if |
could leave this information with him which | did. He said he
woul d look it over and contact nme win 3 days. Three days
|ater he called me up and said, "lI'msure, M. Freenman, that
you will be glad to know that your Notice of Deficiency has
been wi thdrawn. W' ve determ ned that you're not a person
required to file. Your file is closed and you will hear no
nore fromus." | haven't heard another word fromthem since.
That was in 1980 and | haven't filed since 1969.

The Suprene Court on Trial

| thought sure | had the answer, but when a friend got charged
wWWIIful Failure to File an inconme tax, he asked nme to help
him | told himthat they would have to prove that he
willfully failed to file and | suggested that he shoul d put
nme on the witness stand. He should ask nme if | spoke at a
certain tine and place in Scott's Bluff and did | see himin
the audi ence. He should then ask nme what | spoke of that day.
When | got on the stand. | brought out all of the SC cases |
had used wthe District Director. | thought |I would be | ucky
to get a sentence or two out before the judge cut ne off, but
| was readi ng whol e paragraphs and the judge didn't stop ne.
read one and then another and so on. And finally when | had
read just about as nuch as | thought | should, the judge
called a recess of the court. | told Bob | thought we had it
nmade. There was just no way that they could rule against him
after all that testinony. So we rel axed.

The prosecution presented it's case and he [Bob] decided to
rest his case on ny testinony, which showed that he was not
required to file. and that the SC had upheld this position
The prosecution then presented it's closing statements and we
were just sure that he had won. But at the very end, _the

j udge spoke to the jury and told them "You will decide the
facts of this case and | will give you the |aw. The | aw
required this man to file and Inconme Tax form you decide
whet her or not he filed it." Wat a shock! The jury convicted
him Later some of the nenbers of the jury said, "What could
we do? The man had admtted that he had not filed the form so
we had to convict him"_
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As soon as the trial was over, | went around to the judge's

of fice and he was just conming in through his back door. |

said, "Judge, by what authority do you overturn the standing
deci sions of the United States SC? You sat on the bench while

| read that case | aw. Now how do you, a District Court Judge,
have the authority to overturn decisions of the Suprene Court?"
He says, "Ch, those were _old_decisions." | said, "Those are
_standi ng_ decisions. They have never been overturned. | don't
care how old they are; you have no right to overturn a
standi ng decision of the US SCin a District Court."

Public Law v. Public Policy

He said, "Nane any decision of the Suprene Court _after 1938
and 1'Il honor it, but all the decisions you read were prior to
1938, and | don't honor those decisions." | asked what

happened in 1938. He said, "Prior to 1938, the SC was deal i ng
w _Public_ Law ; since 1938, the SC has dealt

w _Public Policy . The charge that M. S was being tried for

is a Public Policy Statute , not Public Law, and those SC
cases do not apply to the Public Policy." | asked hi mwhat
happened in 1938. He said that he had already told nme too nuch
- he wasn't going to tell nme any nore.

1938 and the Erie Railroad

Well | began to investigate. | found that 1938 was the year of
the *Erie Railroad v. Tonpkins* case of the SC. It was al so
the year the courts claimthey blended Law w Equity . |
read the Erie Railroad case. A man had sued the Erie

railroad for danmages when he was struck by a board sticking
out of a boxcar as he wal ked al ong besides the tracks. The
district court had decided on the basis of Commerci al
(Negotiable Instrunents) Law. that this nan was not under any
contract wthe Erie Railroad, and therefore he had no standing
to sue the conpany. Under the Common Law, he was danaged and
he woul d have had the right to sue.

This overturned a standi ng deci sion of over one hundred years.
*Swi ft v. Tyson* in 1840 was a sinilar case, and the decision
of the SC was that in any case of this type, the court would
judge the case on Common Law of the _state_ where the incident
occurred - in this case Pennsylvania. But in the Erie Railroad
case, the SCruled that all federal cases will be judged under
the Negotiable Instruments Law. There would be no_ nore_
_decisions_ based _on_ the_ _Conmon_ Law_at the federa
level. So here we find the blending of the Law w Equity.

This was a puzzle to ne. As | put these new pieces together, |
determined that _all our courts since 1938 were Merchant Law
courts and not Common Law Courts. There were still sone

pi eces of the puzzle nissing.

A Friend in the Court
Fortunately, | nmade a friend of a judge. Now you won't nake
friends wa judge if you go into the court like a "wolf in

bl ack sheep country." You mnust approach himas though you are
the sheep and he is the wolf. If you go into court as a wolf,

file://IC|/CD Temp Copy/Anarchist Cookbook...Plus!//UCC_CONN.TXT (5 of 28) [3/15/2001 7:33:55 AM]



file:///C|/CD Temp Copy/Anarchist Cookbook...Plusl//UCC_CONN.TXT

you make denands and tell the judge what the lawis -- how he
had better uphold the law or else... Renenber the verse:

send you out as a sheep in wolf country; be wi se as a serpent
and harm ess as a dove. W have to go into court and be wi se
and harm ess, and not make denands. W nust play a little
dunmb_ and ask a |l ot of questions. Wll, | asked a | ot of
guestions and boxed the judges into the corner where they had
to give ne a victory or adnit what they didn't want to admt.

I won the case and on the way out | had to stop by the clerk's
office to get sone papers. One of the judges stopped and said
"You're an interesting man, M. Freeman. |f you're ever in
town, stop by and if I'mnot sitting on a case we will visit."

Anerica i s Bankrupt

Later, when | went to visit the judge, | told himnmy problem
w the SC cases dealing with Public Policy rather than Public
Law. He said, "In 1938, all the higher judges, the top
attorneys and the U S. Attorneys were called together into a
_secret_neeting_ and this is what we were told:

America is a bankrupt nation -- it is owned conpletely by
its creditors. The creditors own the Congress, they own th
executive, they own the Judiciary and they own all the
state governnents.

_Take silent judicial notice_of this fact, but _never _
reveal it openly. Your court is operating in a Adnmralty
Jurisdiction -- call it anything you want, but do not cal
it Admiralty.

Admiralty Courts

The reason they cannot call it Adnmiralty Jurisdiction is that
your defense would be quite different in Admralty
Jurisdiction fromyour defense under the Conmon Law. In
Admiralty, there is no court which has jurisdiction unless
there is a valid International contract in dispute. If you
know wit is Admiralty Jurisdiction, and they have admitted on
the record that you are in an Admralty Court, you can demand
that the international maritinme contract, to which you are
supposedly party, and which you supposedly have breached, _be
pl aced i nto evidence. _

No court has Admiralty/Maritime Jurisdiction unless there is
a valid international nmaritine contract that has been
br eeched.

So you say, just innocently like a lamb, "Well, | never knew
that | got involved with an international maritinme contract,
so | deny that such a contract exists. If this court is taking
jurisdiction in Admralty, then place the contract in

evi dence, so that | mght challenge the validity of the
contract." What they would have do do is place the _national
debt _into evidence. The would have to admits that the

i nt ernati onal bankers own the whole nation, and that we are
their slaves.

file://IC|/CD Temp Copy/Anarchist Cookbook...Plus!//UCC_CONN.TXT (6 of 28) [3/15/2001 7:33:55 AM]



file:///C|/CD Temp Copy/Anarchist Cookbook...Plusl//UCC_CONN.TXT

Not Expedi ent

But the bankers said it is not expedient at this tine to

admt that they own everything and coul d forecl ose on every
nation of the world. [nmy note: DAMN RIGHT! "at this tinme" That
is the KEY behind the building up of the UN as a M LI TARY
FORCE! That is the KEY to disarming Anerica, that is the KEY
to "ending" the cold war. Like now we have no nore eneny, so
we can nelt all our guns. WRONG. The Bankers PLAN to
foreclose, they just don't want their HEADS BLOM OFF WH LE
DO NG IT, so they DICTATE to the "congress" to get rid of the
guns.." eg] The reason they don't want to tell everyone that
they own everything is that there are still too many privately
owned guns. [see! ITYS. :)eg] There are uncooperative armes
and other nmilitary forces. So until they can gradually
consolidate all armes into a WORLD ARWY, and all courts into a
WORLD COURT, it is not _expedient to admit the jurisdiction
of the courts are operating under. \Wien we understand these
things, we realize that there are certain secrets they don't
want to admt, and we can use this to our benefit.

Juri sdiction

The Constitution of the united States nentions three areas of
jurisdiction in which the courts may operat e:

Common Law
Common Law i s based on God's Law. Anytinme soneone is charged

under the Common Law, there nust be a _damaged party._ You
are free under the Common Law to do anything you pl ease, as

Il ong as you do not infringe on the life, liberty or property
of someone el se. You have a right to make a fool _ of yourself
provi ded you do not infringe on the life, liberty or property

of sonmeone el se. The Conmon Law does not allow for any
governnent action which prevents a man from naki ng a fool of

hi nsel f. For instance, when you cross over state lines in

nost states, you well see a sign which says, "BUCKLE YOUR SEAT
BELTS -- IT'S THE LAW" This cannot be Commpn Law, because

who would you injure if you did not buckle up? Nobody. This
woul d be conpel |l ed performance. But Common Law cannot conpel
performance. Any violation of Common Law is a CRIM NAL ACT, and
i s punishabl e.

Equity Law

Equity Law is law which _conpels performance . It conpels you
to performto the exact letter of any _contract_that you are
under. So, if you have conpell ed performance, there nust be a
contract sonmewhere, and you are being conpelled to perform
under the obligation of the contract. Now this can only be a
civil action -- not crimnal. In Equity Jurisdiction, you
cannot be tried crinmnally, but you can be conpelled to
performto the letter of the contract. If you then refuse to
performas directed by the court, you can be charged with the
contenpt of court, this is a crinmnal action. Are our set belt
laws Equity laws? No. They are not, because you cannot be
penal i zed or punished for not keeping to the letter of the
contract. [this has of course changed since the publishing of
the article, so read on....eq]
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Admiralty/ Maritime Law

This ia _civil_ jurisdiction of Conpelled Perfornance which

al so has Crinminal Penalties for not adhering to the letter of
the contract, but this only applies to International Contracts.
Now we can see what jurisdiction the seat belt [aws (and al
traffic laws, building codes, ordinances, tax codes, etc) are
under. Wienever there is a penalty for failure to perform (such
as wWillful failure to file) that is Admralty/Maritinme Law and
there must ba a valid international contract in force.

However, the courts don't want to adnit that they are
operating under Admiralty/Maritime [hereafter noted by A/M
Jurisdiction, so they took the international |aw or Law
Merchant and adopted it into our codes. This is what the SC
decided in the Erie Railroad case - that the decisions will be
based on commercial |aw or business law and that it will have
crimnal penalties associated wit. Since they were instructed
not tocall it AAMJurisdiction, they call is Statutory
Jurisdiction

[my note: | looked for Statutory Jurisdiction in the 4th
edition of Black's. It's not there, so |ooked up Statue and
under the definition is this paragraph

This word is used to designate the witten law in
contradi stinction to the unwitten | aw. Foster v. Brown,
199 Ga. 444, 34 S.E. 2d, 530 535 See Conmmon Law.

Unwritten law is conmon | aw, contradistinction you can | ook
up, but it means "as opposed to" "opposite to." Al so

| ooked up Common Law (w nmy new understanding) and it's quite
enlightening! :) ]

Courts of Contract

You may ask how we got into this situation where we can be
charged w failure to wear set belts and be fine for it. Isn't
the judge sworn to up hold the Constitution? Yes, he is. But

you nmust understand that the Constitution in Art. |, Sect. 10,
gives us the unlimted right to contract_as |long as we do
not infringe on the life, liberty, or property of sonmeone

el se. Contracts _are_ enforceable, and the Constitution gives
two jurisdictions where contracts can be enforced, _Equity_ or
_Admiralty. But we find them being enforced in _Statutory
Jurisdiction_. This is the enbarrassing part for the courts,
but we can use this to box the judges into a corner in their
own courts. We will cover this nore |ater

Contracts nust be voluntary
Under the Common Law, every contract nust be entered into

knowi ngly, voluntarily, and intentionally by both parties or
it is void and unenforceable. These are characteristics of a

Conmon Law contract. There is another characteristic - it nust
be based on substance. For exanple, contracts used to read,
"For one dollar and ot her val uable considerations, | wll
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pai nt your house, etc." That was a valid contract -- the
dollar was a genui ne silver dollar. Now suppose you wote a
contract that said, "For one Federal Reserve Note_ and other
considerations, | will paint your house.." And suppose for
exanple, | painted your house the wong color. Could you go
into a Coomon Law court and get justice? NO you could not.
You see a Federal Reserve Note is a "colorable" dollar, as it
has no substance, and in a Common Law jurisdiction, that
contract woul d be unenforceabl e.

Col or abl e Money- Col orabl e Courts

The word "col orabl e" nmeans sonet hing that appears to be

genui ne, but is not. Maybe it |ooks |ike a dollar, and maybe
it spends like a dollar, but it if is not redeenable for

| awf ul noney (silver or gold) it is "colorable." If a Federa
Reserve Note is used in a contract, then the contract becones
a "colorable" contract. And "col orable" contracts nust be
enforced under a "colorable" jurisdiction. So by creating
Federal Reserve Note, the government had to create a
jurisdiction to cover the kinds of contracts that use them W
now have what is called Statutory Jurisdiction, which is not a
genuine Adnmiralty jurisdiction. It is a "colorable" Admiralty
Jurisdiction the judges are enforcing because we are using
"col orabl e noney." Colorable Adniralty is now known as
Statutory Jurisdiction. Let's see how we got under this
Statutory Jurisdiction

Uni f orm Commer ci al Code

The government setup a "colorable" |aw systemto fit the

"Col orabl e" currency. It used to be called the Law Merchant or
the Law of Redeemabl e Instrunents, because it dealt w paper
whi ch was redeenabl e in sonet hing of substance. But once
Federal Reserve Notes had become unredeenmable, there had to
be a system of | aw which was conpletely "col orable" fromstart
to finish. This systemof |aw was codified as the Uniform
Commerci al Code, and has been adopted in every state. This is
"colorable" law, and it is used in all the courts.

| expl ai ned one of the keys earlier, which is that the country
i s bankrupt and we have no rights. |If the master says "Junp!"
then the slave had better junp, because the master has the
right to cut his head off. As slaves we have no rights. But
the creditors/masters had to cover that up, so the created a
systemof law called the UCC. This "col orable" jurisdiction
under the UCC is the next key to understandi ng what has
happened.

Contract or agreenent

One difference between Conmmon Law and the UCC is that in
Common Law, contracts nust be entered into: (1) knowingly, (2)
voluntarily, and (3) intentionally. Under the UCC this is not
so. First of all, contracts are necessary. Under this new | aw,
"agreenents" can be binding, and if you only exercise the
benefits of an "agreenent" it is presuned or inplied that you
intend to neet the obligations associated wthe those
benefits. If you accept a benefit offered by governnent, then
you are obligated to follow, to the letter, each and every
statute involved wthe that benefit. The method has been to
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get everybody exercising a benefit and they don't even have to
tell the people what the benefit is. Sone people think it's
the driver's license, the narriage license, or the birth
certificate, etc. | believe it's none of these.

Conmpel | ed Benefit

| believe the benefit being used is that we have been given
the privilege of DI SCHARG NG [ nmy enphasis eg] debt wlimted
liability, instead of paying debt. Wien we pay a debt, we give
substance for substance. If | buy a quart of mlk wa silver
dol lar, that dollar bought the mlk, and the milk bought the
doll ar -- substance for substance. But if | use a Federa
Reserve Note [hereafter FRN eg] to buy the nmilk, | have not
PAID for it. [ny enphasis eg] There is no substance in the
FRN. It is worthless paper given in exchange for sonething of
substantive value. Congress offers us this benefit:

Debt noney, created by the federal United States, can be
spent all over the continental united States, it will be

| egal tender for all debts, public and private, and the
limted liability is that you cannot be sued for not paying
your debts.

So now they have said, "W're going to help you out, and you
can just discharge your debts instead of paying your debts."
When we use this "col orable" noney to discharge our debts, we
cannot use Common Law court. We can only use "col orabl e
court." We are conpletely under the jurisdiction of the UCC --
We are using non-redeenmabl e negotiable instrunents and we are
di schar gi ng debt rather than paying the debt.

Renedy and Recourse

Every systemof civilized | aw nmust have two characteristics:
Renedy and Recourse. Renedy is a way to get out from under the
| aw. The Recourse is if you have been danaged under the |aw,
you can recover your |oss. The Common Law, the Law of
Merchants, and even the UCC all have renedy and recourse, but
for along tine we could not findit. If you go to a | aw
library and ask to see the UCC they will show you a shelf of
books conpletely filled wthe UCC. Wen you pick up one vol une
and start to read it it will seemto have been intentionally
witten to be confusing. It took us a long tine to discover
where the Renmedy and Recourse are found in the UCC. They were
found right in the first volune, at 1-207 and 1-103.

REMEDY
The making of a valid Reservation of Rights preserves
what ever rights the person then possessed, and prevents the

| oss of such rights by application of concepts of waiver or
est oppel . (UCC 1-207.7)

It is inportant to renenber when we go into a court, that we

are in a commercial, international jurisdiction. If we go into
court and say, "I DEMAND MY CONSTI TUTI ONAL RI GHTS, " the judge
will nost likely say, "You nmention the Constitution again and

"Il find you in contenpt of court!" Then we don't understand
how he can do that. Hasn't he sworn to uphold the
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Constitution? The rule here is: you cannot be _charged_under
one jurisdiction and _defend_ under another. For exanple, if
the French governnent cane to you and asked where you filed
your French inconme tax in a certain year, do you go to the
French Gov. and say, "I demand ny Constitutional Rights?" No.
The proper answer is "THE LAWDOESN T APPLY TO ME -- |'M NOT A
FRENCHMVEN. " You rust nake your reservation of rights under the
jurisdiction in which you are charged - not under sone other
jurisdiction. So in a UCC court, you rust clai myour
reservation of rights under the UCC 1-207.

The UCC 1-207 goes on to say:

When a waivable right or claimis involved, the failure to
make a reservation thereof causes a |l oss of the right, and
bars it's assertion at a later date. (UCC 1-207.9)

You have to make your claimknown early. Further it says:

The Sufficiency of the Reservation -- Any expression
indicating an intention to reserve rights, is sufficient,
such as "without prejudice." (UCC 1-207.4)

Whenever you sign any |egal paper, that deals wthe FRNs in
any way, shape or manner -- under your signature wite:

Wt hout Prejudice UCC 1-207. This reserves your rights. You
can show, at 1-207.4 that you have sufficiently reserved your
rights.

It is VERY | MPORTANT to understand just what this nmeans. For
exanpl e, one man who used this in regard to a traffic ticket
was asked by the judge just what he neant by witing "w thout
prej udi ce UCC 1-207" on his statenent to the court. He had not
tried to understand the concepts involved. He only wanted to
use it to get out of the ticket. He did not know what it
meant. Wien the judge asked hi mwhat he neant by signing in
that way, he told the judge that he ws not prejudice agai nst
anyone... The judge knew that the man had NO | DEA what it
meant and he | ost the case. You MUST know what it neans.

W THOUT PREJUDI CE UCC 1- 207

When you use "wi thout prejudice UCC 1-207" in connection
w your signature, you are sayi ng:

"I reserve ny right not to be conpelled to perform under
any contract or commrercial agreenment that | did not enter
KNOW NGLY, VOLUNTARILY AND | NTENTI ONALLY. And furthernore,
| do not accept that liability of the conpelled benefit of
any unreveal ed contract or conmercial agreenent.

What is the conpell ed perfornmance of an unreveal ed comerci al
agreement ? When you use FRNs instead of silver dollars is it
vol untary? No. There is no |lawful noney, so you have to use
FRNs -- you have to accept the benefit. The governnment has
give you the benefit to discharge your debts. How nice they
are! But if you did not reserve your rights under 1-207.7, you
are conpelled to accept the benefit, and therefore obligated
to obey every statue, ordinance, and regulation of the
governnent, at all |evels of governnment - federal, state and

| ocal

file://IC|/CD Temp Copy/Anarchist Cookbook...Plus!//UCC_CONN.TXT (11 of 28) [3/15/2001 7:33:55 AM]



file:///C|/CD Temp Copy/Anarchist Cookbook...Plusl//UCC_CONN.TXT

If you understand this, you will be able to explain it to the
j udge when he asks. And he WLL ask, so be prepared to explain
it to the court. You will also need to understand UCC 1-103 --

the argunment and the recourse.

If you want to understand this fully, goto a law library and
phot ocopy these two sections fromthe UCC. It is inportant to
get the Anderson's edition. Sone of the law libraries wll
only have the Wst Publishing version and it is very difficult
to understand. In Anderson, it is broken down w decimals into
ten parts and nost inportantly, it is witten in plain
engl i sh.

RECOURSE
The Recourse appears in the UCC at 1-103.6, which says:

The Code is conplinentary to the Conmon Law, which remains
in force, except where displaced by the code. A statute
shoul d be construed in harnony with the Common Law, unl ess
there is a clear legislative intent to abrogate the Conmon
Law.

This is the argunent we use in court.

The Code recogni zes the Common Law. If it did not, recognize
the Comon Law, the governnent would have had to admit that
the US is bankrupt, and is conpletely owned by it's creditors.
But it is not expedient to admt this, so the Code was witten
so as not to abolish the Cormon Law entirely. Therefore, if
you have nade a sufficient, tinely, and explicit reservation
of your rights at 1-207, you nay then insist that the statutes
be construed in harnony with the Common Law.

If the charge is a traffic ticket, you may denand that the
court produce the injured person, who has filed a verified
complaint. If, for exanple, you were charged wfailure to
buckl e your seat belt, you may ask the court who was injured
as a result of your failure to "buckle up."

However, if the judge won't listen to you, and just noves
ahead w the case, then you will want to read to himthe | ast
sentence of 1-103.6, which states:

The Code cannot be read to preclude a Common Law acti on.

Tell the Judge,

"Your honor, | can sue you under the Common Law, for
violating ny rights under the UCC." | have a renedy, under
the UCC to reserve ny rights under the Conmon Law. | have

exerci sed the renedy, and now you mnust construe this statue
in harnony with the Cormon Law. To be in harnony with the
Common Law, you nust cone forth wthe danaged party.

If the judge insists on proceeding wthe the case, just act
confused, and ask this question:
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"Let ne see if | understand, Your Honor: Has this court made
a legal determination that the Sections of 1-207 and 1-103
of the UCC, which is the systemof |aw you are operating
under, are not valid | aw before this court?

Now the judge is in a janb! How can the court throw out one
part of the Code and uphold another? |If he answers, "yes",
then you say:

"I put this court on notice, that | am appealing your |egal
determ nation."

O course, the higher court will uphold the Code on appeal
The judge knows this, so once again you have boxed himinto a
cor ner.

Practical Applications - Traffic Court

Just so we can understand how this whol e process works, |et
us l ook at a court situation such as a traffic violation
Assume you ran through a yellow |ight and a policenman gave
you a traffic ticket.

1. The first thing you want to do is to delay the action at
| east three weeks. This you can do by being pl easant and
cooperative wthe officer. Explain to himthat you are very
busy and ask if he could please set your court appearance for
about three weeks away.

(At this point we need to renenber that governnent's trick: "I'm

fromthe governnent, |'mhere to help you." Now we want to use
this approach w them)

2. The next step is to go to the clerk of the traffic court and

say,
"I believe it would be helpful if I talk to you, because
want to save the government sone noney (this will get his
attention.) | amundoubtedly going to appeal this case. As
you know, in an appeal, | have to have a transcript, but

the traffic court doesn't have a court reporter. It would
be a waste of taxpayers's noney to run nme through this
court and then have to give ne a trial *de novo* [nhew
trial] in a court of record. | do need a transcript for
appeal i ng, and to save the governnent sonme noney, naybe
you coul d schedule ne to appear in a court of record.”

You can show the date on the ticket and the clerk will

usual ly agree that there is plenty of tine to schedul e your
trial for a court of record. Now your first appearance is in
a court of record and not in traffic court, where there is no

record.

When you get into the court there will be a court reporter
there who records every word the judge speaks, so that judge
is much nore careful in a court of record. You will be in a
much better situation there than in traffic court. If there
is no record, the judge can say whatever he wants -- he can

call you all sorts of nanmes and tell you that you have no
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rights, and so on -- and deny it all later.

3. Wien you get into court, the judge will read the charges:
driving through a yellow light, or whatever, and this is in
viol ation of ordinance xyz. He will ask, "Do you understand

t he charge agai nst you?"

4. "Well your Honor, there is a question | would like to ask
before | can nmake a plea of innocent or guilty. | think it
could be answered if | could put the officer on the stand
for a monment and ask hima few short questions.

Judge: "I don't see why not. Let's swear the officer in and
have himtake the stand."”

5. "lIs this the instrunment that you gave me?" (handing himthe
traffic citation)

Oficer: "Yes, this is a copy of it. The judge has the
ot her portion of it."

"Where did you get nmy address that you wote on the
citation?"

Oficer: "Well | got it fromyour driver's license."

(Handi ng the officer you driver's license) "Is this the
docunment you copied ny nane and address fron"

Oficer: "Yes, this is where | got it."

"Whil e you've got that in your hand, would you read the
sighature that's on that |icense?" (The officer reads the
signhature) "Wiile you're there, would you read into the
record what it says under the signature?"

Oficer: "It says, "Wthout Prejudice, UCC 1-207."

Judge: "Let nme see that license!" (He looks and turns to the
officer) "You didn't notice this printing under the
signhature on this |icense, when you copied his nanme and
address onto the ticket?"

Oficer: "Ch no. | was just getting the address -- | didn't
| ook down there."

Judge: "You're not very observant as an officer. Therefore,
I"'mafraid | cannot accept your testinony in regards to the
facts of this case. This case is dismssed."”

6. In this case, the Judge found a convenient way out -- he
could say that the officer was not observant enough to be a
reliable witness. He did not want to admit the real nature
of the jurisdiction of his court. Once it was in the record
that you had witten "Wthout prejudice UCC 1-207 on your
license, the judge knew that he would have to admit that:

a. you had reserved your Conmon Law rights under the UCC

b. you had done it sufficiently by witing ~Wthout
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prejudi ce' UCC 1-207 on your driver's |icense;

C. the statute would now have to be read in harnmony with
the Common Law, and the Common Law says the statute
exists, but there is no injured party; and

d. since there is no injured party or conpl aining wtness,
the court has no jurisdiction under the Commobn Law.

7. If the judge tries to nove ahead and try the facts of the
case, then you will want to ask himthe follow ng question

Your Honor, let nme understand this correctly: has this court
nade a |l egal determination that it has authority under the
jurisdiction that it is operating under, to ignore two
sections of the Uniform Comrercial Code whi ch have been
called to it's attention?

If he says yes, tell himthat you put the court on notice that
you will appeal that |legal determi nation, and that if you are
damaged by his actions, you will sue himin a conmon | aw
action-- under the jurisdiction of the UCC. This will work
just as well with the Internal Revenue Service. In fact, we
can use the UCC wthe IRS before we get to court.

Usi ng the Code wthe IRS

If the IRS sends you a Notice of Deficiency this is called a
"presentnent” in the UCC. A "presentnment” in the UCC is very
simlar to the Cormon Law. First we nust understand just how
this works in the Common Law.

Suppose | get a man's name from a phone book -- soneone | have
never neet. And | send hima bill or invoice on nice

| etterhead whi ch says, "For services rendered: $10, 000. 00"
send this by certified mail to himat the address taken from
the phone book. The man has to sign for it before he can open
it, so | get a receipt that he received it. Wen he opens it,
he finds an invoice for $10,000 and the foll owi ng statenent:
"If you have any questions concerning this bill or the

servi ces rendered, you have thirty days to nake your questions
or objections know. "

O course he has never heard of ne, so he just throws the bil
away and assunes that |'m confused or crazy. At the end of
thirty days, | go to court and get a default judgnent agai nst
him He received a bill for $10,00, was given thirty days to
respond. He failed to object to it or ask any questions about
it. Now he has defaulted on the bill and I can lawfully

coll ect the $10, 000.

That's common | aw. The UCC works on the same principle. The
nm nute you get a notice of Deficiency fromthe IRS, you return
it inmediately with a letter that says:

The presentnent above is dishonored. _ (your nane)
has reserved all of his/her rights under the Uniform
Conmmerci al Code at UCC 1-207.

file://IC|/CD Temp Copy/Anarchist Cookbook...Plus!//UCC_CONN.TXT (15 of 28) [3/15/2001 7:33:55 AM]



file:///C|/CD Temp Copy/Anarchist Cookbook...Plusl//UCC_CONN.TXT

This should be all that is necessary, as there is nothing nore
that they can do. In fact, | recently hel ped soneone in
Arizona who received a Notice of Deficiency. The nman sent a
letter such as this, dishonoring the "presentnment." The |IRS
wote back that they could not nmake a deternination at that

of fice, but were turning it over to the Collections
Departnent. A letter was attached fromthe Collections
Departnent which said they were sorry for the inconveni ence
they had caused himand the NoD had been withdrawn. So you can
see that if it's handled properly these things are easily
resol ved.

| mpendi ng Bankruptcy

On ny way here, | had a chance to visit wthe the Governor of
Wonm ng. He is very concerned that if he runs for office this
Novenber, that there won't be a State of Womng at the end of
four years. He believes that the International Bankers m ght
foreclose on the nation and officially adnit that that they
own the whole world. They could round up everybody in the
state capital building, put themin an internment canp and
hold themindefinitely. They may give thema trial, or they
may not. They may do whatever they want. As | expl ai ned
earlier, it has not been expedient to foreclose on the nation
until they could get everything ready. This is where the
Federal Energency Managenent Agency cones in. It has been put
in place wo anyone really noticing it.

FENMA

FEMA or the Federal Energency Managenent Agency has been

desi gned for when Anmerica is officially declared bankrupt,

whi ch woul d be a national energency. In a national energency,
all Constitutional Rights and all |aw that previously existed,
woul d be suspended. FEMA has created | arge concentrati on canps
where they woul d put anyone who m ght cause trouble for the
orderly plan and process of the new regine to take over the
nati on.

Even a governor could be thrown into one of these internnent
canps, and kept there indefinitely. This is all in place now,
and they are just waiting to declare a national energency.
Then even state governnent could be dissol ved. Anybody who

nm ght oppose the new regine could be inprisoned until a new
set of laws could be witten and a new governnent set up. The
Governor knows all this, and he is very concerned. He doesn't
want to be in office when all this happens.

| visited with himand | told himthat there are certain
action we should take right now | think we should consider
the fact that, according to the UCC, Womng is an
acconmpdation party to the national debt. To understand we
nust realize that there are two separate entities know as the
United States.

The Rot hschild Influence
When Arerica was founded, the Rothschild were very unhappy

because it was founded on the Commpn Law. The Common Law i s
based on substance, and this substance is nentioned in the
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Constitution as gold or silver. Anerica is a Constitutiona
Republic -- that is: a union of the States under the
Constitution. Wen Congress was working for the Republic, the
only thing it could borrow was gold or silver, and the

Rot hschil d banks did not |oad gold or silver. Naturally, they
did not like this new governnent.

The Rothscilds had a deal wthe King of England. He would
borrow paper and agree to repay in gold. But these united
States, with their Constitution, were an obstacle to them and
it was much to be the Rothschild' s advantage to get the

col oni es back under the King. So the Rothschilds financed the
War of 1812 to bring America back under England. O course,
that didn't work, so they had to find anot her way.

The Flaw in the Constitution: Two Nations in One.

It was around the tinme of the American Cvil War that they
di scovered a flaw in the Constitution. The flaw was Art. |,
Sect. 3, O ause 17.

Renenber that there are two nations called "United States."
What is a nation? See if you would agree to this definition:

Whenever you have a governing body, having a prescribed
territory containing a body of people.

[this is an easy to understand restatenent of howit's
presented in Black's Law Dictionary, btw

Is that a nation? Yes. W have a governing body in the
Republic -- the three branch government. There are the

| egi sl ative, the executive and the judicial branches, with a
constitution. There is a prescribed territory containing a
body of people. This is a Constitutional Republic.

But, Article I, Sect. 8, Cause 17 gave Congress which is the
| egi slative branch of the three branch governnent, exclusive
rule over a given territory known as the District of Col unbia,
containing a body of people. Here we have a nation win a
nation. This is a legislative denocracy win a Constitutional
Republ i c.

When Congress was part of a Constitutional Republic, it had
the obligation of providing a nedium of exchange for us. Its
duty was to coin gold and silver. Anyone who had a piece of
gold or silver could bring it in and have it freely mnted
into coin. This was the nmedi um of exchange for the Republic.

But in the Legislative Denocracy (over Washi ngton DC) Congress
is not limted by the Constitution. Congress has exclusive
rule over the District of Colunbia. The |egislators can nmake
the law by a najority vote -- that nmakes it a denocracy; they
have the authority to have adm nistrative agents to enforce
their own law, and they have courts in the |egislative branch
of the governnent, to try their own |aw. Here we have the

| egi slature making the law, enforcing the law and trying the
law, all win the one branch of governnent. This is a one
branch governnment win a three branch governnent.
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Under the three branch governnment, the congress passes the | aw
which has to be in harnony wthe Constitution, the executive
enforces the | aw passed by the congress, and the judiciary
tries the law, pursuant to the Constitution.

THE THREE BRANCH CONSTI TUTI ONAL REPUBLI C AND THE ONE BRANCH
LEGQ SLATI VE DEMOCRACY are both called the United States. One
is the federal United States, and the other is the continental
united States.

Are you a United States Citizen?

If you say that you are a United States citizen, which United
States are you referring to? Anyone who lives in the District
of the Colunbia is a United States citizen. The renaining
population in the fifty states is the national citizenry of
the nation. W are domiciled in various sovereign states,
protected by the constitutions of those states fromany direct
rul e of Congress over us. In the denocracy, anyone who |ives
in those states known as Washi ngton DC, Guam Puerto Rico, or
any of the other federally held territories is a citizen of
the United States (D.C.)

W nust be careful with our choice of words -- we are not
citizens of the United States. W are not subject to Congress.
Congress has exclusive rule over a given territory, and we are
not part of that territory.

Where did Congress get the authority to wite the Internal
Revenue Code? It is found in Art. |, Sect. 8 Clause 17 of the
Constitution. To pass that law, they only needed a majority
vote. There is no other way that they could pass |aws directly
affecting individuals. Title 26, the Internal Revenue Code,
was passed as |aw for another nation. (renenber our
definition of "nation'), but Title 26 is not consistent wthe
Bill of Rights. If you try to fight the IRS, you have no
rights -- the Code does not give you any of your
Constitutional rights. It sinply says, "You failed to file an
incone tax form-- you filed to performin sonme specific
manner . "

Renenber, under the Common Law, you are free to do whatever
you want as long as you do not infringe upon the life, liberty
or property of anyone else. |If you do not want to perform you
don't have to. The only way you can be conpelled to perform
under the Constitution in the continental united States, is if
you have entered a contract. But if you are not under a
contract you cannot be conpelled to perform How can you be
conpelled to file an incone tax form or any fornf?

When Congress works for the Republic, every law it passes nust
be in harnony with the Constitution and the Bill of Rights,

but when Congress works for the Legislative Denpcracy, any |aw
it passes becones the law of the land (renmenber, Congress has
exclusive legislative control over federal territory.)

If you are charged wW I Iful Failure to File an incone tax
1040 form that is a law for a different nation. You are a
non-resident alien to THAT nation. It is a foreign corporation
to you. It is not the Republic of the continental united
States coming after you, it is a foreign nation -- a
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| egi sl ative denocracy of a foreign nation comng after you

If you get a Notice of Deficiency fromthe IRS, it is a
presentnment fromthe federal United States, and then you can
use the UCC to dishonor it, and you can al so nmention that you
are anmong the national citizenry of continental united States,
and you are a non-resident alien to the federal United States.
You never lived in a federal territory and never had any
income fromthe federal United States.

Furthernore, you cannot be required to file or pay taxes under
the conpell ed benefit of using the Federal Reserve Notes
(FRNs), because you have reserved your rights under the Comon
Law t hrough the UCC at 1-207

Oiginal Intent of the Founders

The Foundi ng Fat hers woul d never have created a governnent
that was going to boss them around! There were 13 sovereign
States. There were nations, and they joined together for
protection froma foreign enem es. They provided a neans by
whi ch the union of the sovereign states could fend off foreign
enem es. But they never gave the congress of the federa

United States direct rule over any citizen of any state. They
were not going to be ordered around by that government they
set up.

Federal Regi ons

The suprene Court has declared that Congress can rul e what
Congress creates. Congress did not create the States, but
Congress did create federal regions. So Congress can rule the
federal regions, but Congress cannot rule the States. How have
we been tricked into Federal regions?

The Zip Code Trick

Renenber how t he governnent al ways cones to use and says, "I'm
fromthe governnent, and |'mhere to help you." The governnent
went out into the various states and said, "W don't want you
to have to go to all that trouble of witing three or four
letters to abbreviate the nane of the state -- such as Ariz.
for Arizona. Just wite AZ instead of Ariz. O you can just
wite W for Woning instead of Wo." So all of the states of
the union have got a new two | etter abbreviation. Even a state
such as Rhode Island has a new abbreviation. It is R instead
of R I. The have just left off the periods. Wien you use a two
letter state abbreviation, you are conpelled to use a zip

code, because there are so nany states, for exanple, which
start with "M' MEis Maine -- M is Mchigan. How many people do
ever i' or make an i that |ooks like and "e?" Wth MA M)

MN, M5, etc and sone sloppy witing, and you could not tell

one fromanother. So we have to use the zip code in order to
tell themapart. But if you wote Mch. or Mnn., or M ss.
there would be no real problemtelling which state it was.

There is no harmin using the zip code, if you lawfully
identify your state. | found out that no state |egislature has
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nmet to lawfully change the abbreviation of the state fromit's
ol d abbreviation to the new. Therefore, if you do not use the
| awf ul abbreviation for your state, but use the shorter new
abbrevi ation, you have to use the zip code.

Look on page 11 of the Zip Code Directory, and it will tel

you that the first digit of your zip code is the federa

region in which you reside. If you us AZ for Arizona, you
cannot use the state constitution to protect you because you
did not identify your state. You used the zip code, which
identifies which federal region you live in. And Congress may
rule directly federal regions, but it cannot rule the citizens
of any state.

Accommodat i on Party

Let's |l ook at how the states have becone the accommbdati on
party to the national debt. There are nany people | have
tal ked to, including the Governor, who are very concerned
about this, and who know that it coul d happen very soon

If Anerica is declared a bankrupt nation, it will be a

nati onal energency. FEMA will take over, and anyone who
opposes the new governnent of the creditors can be sent to a
detention canp in Alaska. W will have no rights what soever
They have al ready setup prison canps w work canps nearby so
the people can be used for slave labor. It could be the
governors, legislators and other |eaders who woul d be haul ed
away to Al aska, while the people now di senfranchised from
power would likely be chosen to run the new governnment. This
could all happen very soon, as the national debt is so large
as to be unpayable. Even the interest on the debt is virtually

unpayabl e.
As | explained, the national debt -- nore than three trillion
dollars -- [now al nost double that in the 5 years since this

was recorded] is not owed by the Continental united States. It
it the federal United States that had the authority to borrow
bank credit. Wen Congress worked for the Continental united
States, it could only borrow gold or silver, so the national
debts was borrowed in the nanes of the federal United States.
The federal United States had to trap the States into assum ng
the debt obligation of the federal debt.

In the UCC, we find the term ~accommodation party.' How did
the states becone the "accommopdati on party' to the federa
debt ? The federal government through our noney system nmade the
states deal in Federal Reserve Notes, which neans that
everything the states does is “colorable.' Under the
“colorable' jurisdiction of the UCC, all of the states are the
accommodation party to the federal debt.

Now t he concern is to find out how we can get out of this
situation. | told the Governor that in the Cormpn Law and the
Law of Merchants -- that's the International Law Merchant --
there is a termcalled "no-interest contract.' A no-interest
contract is void and unenforceable. What is a no-interest
contract?

No- | nt erest Contract
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If I were to insure a house that did not belong to ne, that
woul d be a no-interest contract. | would just want the house
to burn down. | would pay a small prem um perhaps a few
hundred dollars, and insure it for $80,000 against fire. Then
| would be waiting for it to burn down so | could trade ny
smal |l prem um for $80, 000. Under the Conmon Law, that is
called a no-interest contract, and it is void and
unenforceabl e in any court.

Unconsci onabl e Contracts

In the UCC, no-interest contracts are call ed unconsci onabl e
contracts. The section on unconscionable contracts covers
nore than forty pages in the Anderson Code. The federal United
States has involved the states as the acconmodation party to
the federal debt, and | believe we could prove this to be an
unconsci onabl e contract. W should get sone litigation into
the courts before the governnent declares a national

energency, clainmng that this state has no | awf ul
responsibility for the national debt (of the federal United
States,) because it becanme an accommpdation party to this debt
t hrough an unconsci onabl e contract. If we have this litigation
bef ore the courts under International Law when the nation is
decl ared bankrupt, the creditors would have to settle this
matter first, and it would delay them They would want the new
governnent to appear to be legitimte, so they could not just
nove right in and take over the state, because it would be in
an International Court. This is very inportant at this tinmne.

Questions and Revi ew

Not e: These are sonme of the questions asked after the main

| ecture. Some are restatenents of nmaterial presented earlier,
but they contain very valuable infornmation which is worth
repeating.

Courtroom Techni ques

Q How did you "box in" the Judge?

A. This is easy to do if you don't know too nmuch. | didn't know
too rmuch, but | boxed themin. You nust play a little dunb.
If you are arrested and you go into court, just renmenber that
in a crimnal action, you have to understand the lawor it is
a reversible error for the court to try you. If you don't
understand the law, they can't try you
In any traffic case or tax case you are called into court and
the judge reads the | aw and then asks, "Do you understand the
char ges?"

Def endant: No, Your Honor, | do not.

Judge: Well, what is so difficult about that charge? Either
you drove the wong way on a one-way street or you
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didn't. You can only go one way on that street, and if
you go the other way it's a fifty dollar fine. Wat's
so difficult about this that you don't understand?

D. Well, Your Honor, it's not the letter of the |aw, but
rather the nature of the law that | don't understand.
The Sixth Anmendment of the Constitution gives nme the
right to request that court to explain the nature of
any action against me, and upon ny request, the court
has the duty to answer. | have a question about the
nature of this action.

J. Well, what is that -- what do you want to know?
D. Well Your Honor, is this a Cvil or a Crimnal Action?
J. It iscrimnal. (If it were a civil action, there

could be no fine, so it has to be crimnal.)

D. Thank you. Your Honor, for telling ne that. Then the
record will show that this action against __ (your
nane)  is a crinmnal action, is that right?

J. Yes.

D. I would like to ask another question about this

crimnal action. There are two crimnal jurisdictions
mentioned in the Constitution.: one is under the
Common Law, and the other deals w I nternationa
Maritinme Contracts, under an Admiralty Jurisdiction
Equity is CGvil, and you said this is a Crimnnal
actions, so it seens it would have to be under either
Common Law, or Maritinme Law. But what puzzles ne, Your
Honor, is that there is no *corpus delecti* here that
gives this court jurisdiction over ny person and
property under the Conmon Law. Therefore, it doesn't
appear to ne that this court is noving under Conmmon
Law.

J. No. | can assure you this court is not noving under
t he Common Law.

D. Wel I, thank you, Your Honor, but now you nmake the
charge against nme even nore difficult to understand.
The only other crininal jurisdiction would apply only
if there was an International Maritine Contract
involved, | was a party to it, it had been breached,
and the court was operating in an Admiralty
Jurisdiction

| don't believe | have ever been under any
International Maritime contract, so | would deny that
one exists. | would have to demand that such a
contract, if it does exist, be placed into evidence,
so that | may contest it. But surely, this court is
not operating under an Admiralty Jurisdiction.

You just put the words in the judges nouth.
J. No, | can assure you, we're not operating under an

Admiralty Jurisdiction. We're not out in the ocean
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somewhere -- we're right here in the niddle of the
state of _ . No this is not an Admiralty
Jurisdiction

D. Thank you Your Honor, but now | am nore puzzled than
ever. If this charge is not under the Conmmon Law or
under Admralty -- and those are the only two crim nal
jurisdictions nmentioned in the Constitution -- what
kind of jurisdiction could this court be operating
under ?

J. It's Statutory Jurisdiction.

D. Oh, thank you, Your Honor. I'mglad you told ne that.
But | have never heard of that jurisdiction. So if |
have to defend under that, | would need to have the
Rul es of Crimnal Procedure for Statutory
Jurisdiction. Can you tell me where | might find those
rul es?

There are no rules for Statutory Jurisdiction, so the judge

will get very angry at this point and say:
J. If you want answers to questions like that, you get
yourself a licensed attorney -- I'"'mnot allowed to

practice | aw fromthe bench

D. Ch, Your Honor, | don't think anyone woul d accuse you
of practicing law fromthe bench if you just answer a
few questions to explain to ne the nature of this
actions, so that | may defend nysel f.

J. | told you before, | amnot going to answer any nore
guestions. Do you understand that? If you ask anynore
guestions in regards to this, I'"'mgoing to find you in
contenpt of court! Now if you cant afford a |icensed
attorney, the court will provide you wone. But if you
want those questions answered, you nust get yourself a
i censed attorney.

D. Thank you, Your Honor, but let nme just see if | got
this straight.

Has this court nade a |l egal determ nation that
it has authority to conduct a crimnal action
agai nst ne, the accused, under a secret
jurisdiction, the rules of which are known
only to this court and |icensed attorneys,
thereby denying nme that right to defend in ny
own person?

He has no answer for that. The judge will probably postpone
the case and eventually just let it go. In this way, you can
be wise as a serpent and as harm ess as a dove, but you
nmustn't go into court wa chip on your shoul der and as a wol f
in "black sheep" country. Remenber Jesus's words, "I send you
out as sheep in wolf country, be wise as a serpent, and

harm ess as a dove." Sheep do not attack wolves directly. Just
be an innocent little lanb who just can't understand the
charge, and renenber -- they can't try you crimnally if you
don't understand the charge. That would automatically be a
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reversible error on appeal.
The Soci al Security Problem

If I were a young man, 18 or 20 years old and just starting
out innmy first job, I would not want Social Security. Wny
signature on the application, | would wite, ~Wthout
Prejudice' UCC 1-207, and | would reserve ny Conmon Law
rights. But why wouldn't | want Social Security today?

| got into the Social Security systemin the 1930's, and |
paid into it dollars that had good purchasing power. Now I'm
getting a promised return in FRNs whi ch have considerably |ess
val ue. For exanple, in 1940 you could buy a del uxe Chevrol et
for 800 dollars. Wth todays FRNs that won't buy the rear
fenders and trunk on a new Chevrolet. If | were a young nman, |
woul d not want to put FRNs into SS now, and get back sonething
later like the German mark after WW -- when it took a billion
to buy a | oaf of bread. They will give you every FRN back they
prom sed you, but it mght not buy anything.

Assur ance

Under the UCC, you have the right in any agreenent to demand a
guar ant ee of performance. So, don't go to them and say, "I

want to rescind my SSN," or "I refuse to take it." Just take
it easy and say, "I would be happy to get a SSN and enter into
this contract, but | have a little problem How can | have
assurance before | enter into this contract that the
purchasi ng power of the FRNs | get back at the end of the
contract will be as good as the ones that | pay in at the

begi nning. They can't guarantee that, and you have a right
under the UCC to assurance of perfornance under the contract.

So tell them "Well, | can not enter this contract unl ess the
governnment will guarantee to pay ne at the end of the contract
w the sanme value FRNs that |'m paying in. Both nay be called
FRNs, but you know that these FRNs don't hold their value. |
want assurance on this contract that the FRNs that | get in ny

retirement will buy as nuch as the ones |I'mgiving you now in
nmy working years." They can't nmmke that guarantee. If they
won't give you that guarantee, just say, "lI'd be glad to sign
this but if you can't guarantee performance under the
contract, I'mafraid | can not enter the contract."

Now, did you refuse or did they refuse? You can get the
sections of the UCC which grant the right to have assurance
that the contract you have entered will be fulfilled properly
-- that the return will equal the investnment, and you can
reject the contract using the Code. Using their own system of
| aw, you can show that they cannot nmake you get into a
contract of that nature. Just approach theminnocently like a

| anmb.

It is very inportant to be gentle and hunble in all dealings
with the governnent or the courts -- never raise your voice or
show anger. In the courtroom always be polite, and build the
judge up -- call him"Your Honor." Gve himall the "honor'

he wants. It does no good to be difficult, but rather be
cooperative and ask questions in a way that |eads the judge
to say the things which you need to have in the record.
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THE COURT REPORTER

In many courts, there will be a regular court reporter. He gets his job at the judge's
pl easure, so he doesn't want to displease the judge. The court reporter is sworn to give
an accurate transcript of every word that is spoken in the courtroom But if the judge

nake a slip of the tongue, he turns to his court reporter and says, "I think you had
better | eave that out of the transcript; just say it got alittle to far ahead of you,
and you couldn't quite get everything in." So this will be nissing fromthe transcript.

In one case, we brought a licensed court reporter with us and the judge got very angry
and said, "This court has a licensed court reporter' right here, and the record of this
court is this court reporter's record. No other court reporter's record neans anything in
this court.”

We responded with, "OF course, Your Honor, we're certainly glad to use your regular court
reporter. But you know, Your Honor, sonetines things nove so fast that a court reporter
gets a little behind, and doesn't quite keep up with it all. Wuldn't it be nice if we
had another |icensed court reporter in the courtroom just in case your court reporter
got alittle behind, so that we could fill in fromthis other court reporter's data. |'m
sure, Your Honor, that you want an accurate transcript. (I like to use the saying; give
bad dog a good nane, and he'll live up to it!) The judge went along with it, and from
that nonent on, he was very careful of what he said.

These are little tricks to getting around in court. This is how to be wise as a serpent
and harm ess as a dove when we enter a courtroom There are others using the sane

i nformati on presented here who end up in jail, handcuffed and hit over the head, because
they approach the situation with a chip on their shoulder. They try to tell the judge
what the law is and he is a no-good scoundrel and so on. Just be w se and harnl ess.

UCC 1- 207 Revi ew

It is so inportant to know and understand the neani ng of
"wi t hout prejudice"” UCC 1-207, in connection w your signature,
that we should go over this once nore. It is very likely that
a judge will ask you what it neans. So please |earn and
understand this carefully:

The use of "Wthout prejudice" UCC 1-207 in connection
w ny signature indicates that | have reserved ny
Common Law right NOT TO BE COVPELLED TO PERFORM under
any contract | did not enter into KNOW NGY,
VOLUNTARI LY, and | NTENTI ONALLY.

And furthernore, | do not accept the liability
associ ated wthe the conpell ed benefit of any
UN- REVEALED CONTRACT OR COWMERCI AL AGREEMENT.

Once you state that, that is all the judge needs to hear.
Under the Conmmon Law, a contract nust be entered into

knowi ngly, voluntarily, and intentionally, by both parties or
it can be declared void and unenforceable. You are claining
the right not to be conpelled to performunder any contract
that you did not enter into knowingly, voluntarily and
intentionally. And you do not accept the liability associated
w the conpel |l ed benefit of any unreveal ed contract or

agr eenent .

The conpel |l ed benefit is the privilege to use FRNs to

file://IC|/CD Temp Copy/Anarchist Cookbook...Plus!//UCC_CONN.TXT (25 of 28) [3/15/2001 7:33:56 AM]



file:///C|/CD Temp Copy/Anarchist Cookbook...Plusl//UCC_CONN.TXT

di scharge your debts wlimted liability rather than to pay
your debts w/silver coins. It is a conpelled benefit, because
there are no silver coins in circulation. You have to eat, and
you can only buy food w a nedi um of exchange provi ded by the
governnent. You are not allowed to print your own noney, SO
you are conpelled to use theirs. This is the conpelled benefit
of an unreveal ed commerci al agreenent. |f you have not nade a
valid, tinely and explicit reservation of your rights under
UCC 1-207, and you sinply exercise this benefit rendered by

governnent, you will be obligated, under an inplied agreenent
to obey every statute, ordinance and regul ati on passed by
governnent, at all levels -- federal, state and | ocal

I N CONCLUSI ON

The editor of this transcript has taken great liberties in
putting this to paper in an effort to nake it readable and
somewhat conpact. He wi shes to offer his gratitude to Howard
Freenman for the opportunity to work wthe information so
absolutely vital to our survival as degnified, unenslaved
hunman bei ngs. He nust also ask M. Freeman's forgivness for
any errors commtted in getting this to print. [And again to
e-test.] It's purpose, as stated in the Foreword, is to make
this know edge and wi sdom avail abl e to as many people as will
take the time and trouble to read it. This is nmeant to be
suppl enental to M. Freenman's recorded | ectures, not a
substitute. Indeed, there is NO SUBSTI TUTE for hearing him
present this material in his owm words. It is not just the LAW
and the FACTS that are inportant here, but the way they are

used. Hi s nunerous rem nders of Jesus' conmmission to be "like
sheep anbong wol ves.." cannot be overstated, and is certainly
good advice to us in all dealings -- not just in court or with

the governnment. Hearing himexplain this in his own words

brings to life the practical application and usefull ness of being
"wi se" and "harm ess." In fact, after being introduced to this
approach, it becones difficult to imgine that any other way

of defending oneself fromthe governnment would be effective.

It goes without saying that none of this information presented
here is in any way, shape, or formoffered as |egal advice.
For that, as you know, you nust "get yourself a licensed

attorney."

Having said that, | feel obliged to point out that one of the
nost difficult aspects of dealing with a |icensed attorney --
even a good one -- may be knowi ng just whose side he is on

(he is, after all, an OFFICER OF THE COURT)! So for those of
use who have concluded that having an attorney nmeans that you

wi Il soon be chai ned, gagged and lead to the gallows, this
i nformati on may be in-di spensable. For the extraordinary
chal | enges of appearing in court in one's own person -- *pro

per* --there are fewreliable sources of information. Learning
to defind ourselves, that is, being *responsible* instead of
turning over one nore area of our lives to "professionals" --
may be the only way to have any chance of digging oursel ves
out of this pit of legal tyranny. Perhaps the greatest problem
we face in education today is the matter of wi despread | egal
illiteracy.
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Naturally, there will always be a nunber of people who just
don't care about these issues who either:

1) have a soft life which is supported and nai nt ai ned
by this secret systemof |aw and institutions which

have grown up around it ("1 can nake a bundl e buying
these I RS seized hones cheap and reselling them') or

2) don't believe that anything can be done about it
(you can't fight city hall.")

3) sinply don't have the energy or inclination to do
anything about it. ("that's nice, but let's see what's
on TV .)

For those good "citizens' this whole effort may seem usel ess
or even threatening. But it is this witers view that God did
not intend for us to spend our lives in statutory slavery for
the benefit of a handful of secret world mani pul ators, even if
the “masters' grant us sonme token of pleasures and diversions.
Hunman dignity requires nuch nore than entertai nnent. The door
is there and the key exists; we nust find it and we nust use
it tor return to freedon

Let us di scover the m stakes we have made, let us find the
truth, let us apply it with neekness and wi sdom and | et us
gently but firmy reclaimthe precious freedom whi ch we have
so foolishly given up

Well there you have it, The UCC Connection. There is also a |ist of other
publications available from Anmerican's for Constitutional Governnent.

If you found this information useful, | would recommend contacting them
for alist of their materials.

| hope | didn't put all this effort in only for sonmeone to tell ne

"Yea, that's on the Internet...." | tried to find stuff like this for
some tine now and other then John Freemans articles, | found none.
Also, | like the authors approach here. Many of the so called

"patriot" organi zations seemto be nore "profiteers" than patriots.
understand bills need to be paid, but after reading lists and |lists of
"“products available for $xxxx" | sawthis as a little different.

Good luck. And a few nore quotes:
"When even one Anerican -- who has done nothing wong -- is
forced by fear to shut his mnd and cl ose his nouth, then al
Americans are in peril."
Harry Truman
"In the beginning of a change, the patriot is a scarce nman
brave hated and scorned. Wen his cause succeeds however, the
timdjoin him for then it costs nothing to be a patriot."
Mark Twai n

"Truth is less than truth until it is nmade known."
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John Wheel er

"If ye love wealth better than |iberty, the tranquility of
servitude better than the ani nati ng contest of freedom go
honme fromus in peace. W ask not your counsels or arms.
Crouch down and |ick the hands which feed you. May your
chains set lightly upon you, and nay posterity forget that ye
were our countrynen."”

Samuel Adams, 1776

"The evils of tyranny are rarely seen but by himwho resists it."
John Hay, 1872
Amen.

M. Howard Freeman died in 1992, at the age of 92. He
gave lectures all over the country for nore than fifty years.
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