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Open Letter to Sheriffs

Howard Fisher and Dale Pond

Even though this document was primarily written for county elected Sheriffs and their deputies it also applies
equally well to municipal and city police and other “law enforcement” personnel. The difference being generally
that cities are incorporated and are therefore corporations. Since they are corporations any and all of their employ-
ees are corporate employees. In the case of police these would be and are equivalent to corporate security guards
guarding the interests of the corporation. These interests may include but are not limited to the corporate property
(streets, signs, etc.) but also those paying money into the corporate coffers as “income sources” or as are usually
called “tax payers”. The real, true and lawful law enforcement personnel are the locally elected Sheriff and his de-
partment and deputies. Keeping the above in mind while reading the information presented below will create many
insights and understandings of the mess we are all in today.

Common Law is a real thing. It is a real system of laws derived from centuries of work, study
and sacrifice of millions of people. It is not trivial and inconsequential as some would have you
think. It is the Common Law that is most represented within Our Constitution, Declaration of In-
dependence and Our Bill of Rights. These documents were designed to limit and eliminate the
vicious Equity, Maritime or Admiralty Law which was what we revolted against as Our Revolu-
tion against the totalitarianism of England.

Did you know the Anglo-American system (Our system) of jurisprudence is the only one which
developed out of what is called the Common Law, that is, the general law of private property
known in the British Isles? It is true - Common Law was designed through the centuries to se-
cure the rights of individuals (you and me) to property and to make it difficult for property to be
taken away from us by a government or governmental structure (bureaucracy) without due pro-
cess of law. Your property includes your rights. The Common Law was expounded over the
years in hundreds of thousands of case decisions as a result of trials in which the Common Law
jury acted as the Judges, and in which they exercised the authority to hear and decide questions
of both Law and fact. Common Law deals with legal relationships, powers and liabilities, and
types of actions rather than theoretical definitions of abstract legal concepts. The Common Law
was recognized by Our Founding Fathers and is the basis of all law in America today.

The Common Law recognizes the Power of Government lies in the common people and not in an
elite group of power brokers. It is the terrible Equity, Maritime or Admiralty Laws (laws of con-
tract) that steals this power from the people and centralizes it into the hands of a few power
oriented men. The Common Law deals in real property (which includes rights) whereas the Equi-
ty Laws deal in written abstractions of performance (agreements or contracts). In other words,
Masters own their own property, work and destiny. We are all Masters when we truly own our
own property. Slaves do not own property, they usually rent property of another and are com-
pelled to perform upon or with that rented (tenured) property according to some agreement or
contract.

It is from such controversies involving property that all of our Rights have come. Property is
known as Substance at the Common Law, and includes hard money in the form of gold and sil-
ver coin as required by Our federal Constitution and every other State Constitution as they were
all drafted to be in perfect harmony one with another.

Controversies involving these matters carry with them a Law jurisdiction, a jurisdiction in which
all of our Rights are found. The Judge in a Court of Common Law is an impartial referee of the
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dispute, and he is bound to protect the Rights of the parties to the dispute, or he will have lost
whatever jurisdiction he may have had, or claimed to have had. It is the Jury who decides wheth-
er or not the Facts of the case are valid and they also decide the Law - does it apply? Is it correct
for this case?, etc. Only judges acting under equity law can decide law....

You know you are in an Equity/Admiralty Court when an American flag is displayed that has
a GOLD trim. The gold trim denotes military jurisdiction and not Common Law or Constitu-
tional jurisdiction. Where ever this flag is flown the Constitution is NOT.

For more information check: http://image.vcr.edu/~borg/jwz/constitution/resources/water.html

Gold and silver Coin are the only Things recognized at Law (within our Constitution) to be real
and lawful money. Money is Substance in possession and not a Chose (thing) in action. When a
debt is paid, at Law, the debt is extinguished; debt no longer exists; the debt is paid. Debt can
only be paid with gold and silver Coin, or certificates redeemable on demand, at par, in gold and
silver Coins. This is the legal meaning of the expression "tender in payment of debt", as found in
Article I, Section 10 of the Constitution of the United States. Federal Reserve Notes are not mon-
ey - they are bills/notes and/or certificates of indebtedness as each and every one of them are
owed back to the Federal Reserve Bank who lent them to Us - plus interest.

Thomas Jefferson placed great emphasis on the concept of Rights. He said we did not bring the
English Common Law, as such, to this continent; we brought the Rights of Man as evidenced
through and by the tried and true ancient system of Common Law.

The Common Law of the States of the United States is the Common Law of England adopted by the original
Constitution of the united States, so far as not modified by any alterations made by the Constitution of the
State at the time of admission to the Union, and so far as not in direct conflict with the Constitution of the
united States of America.

And the Common Law of the States may not be modified, limited nor abrogated either by an act
of the legislature (Congress or State Legislature) or by a ruling of some judge or by any county
board of commissioners or any other servant to the people. Federal and state bureaucracies are
constantly writing and presenting code, rules or statutes in an attempt to circumvent the original
Common Law foundation of Our Constitution. A major part of the problem that we are in is a re-
sult of these unlawful attempts by legislatures, judges and bureaucracies to modify or abrogate
Common Law and thus Our Constitution.

While, in England, this Law was derived from feudal tenures in real property as held by a pyra-
mid of proprietors (land owners) holding their rights given them from the King (or Crown) on
down the line. The American Revolution destroyed any and all allegiance to the British Crown,
including the rights of property in land, and all feudal tenures and dues were overthrown. All
Eight of property in land in the United States became ALLODIAL TITLES in Allodial Freehold,
existing under no lord or overlord whatsoever, including the authority of the Colony or State.
The ties that bound property use or ownership to a higher or superior power were entirely and
completed severed, destroyed and made as though they never existed

This is the reason why our founding fathers considered that they had made every man a "King"
on his own property. They got rid of the controls from the King and 'castle keep' owners (feudal-
ism) within property ownership.

In England, William Pitt summarized the concept of private property under Common Law, as
follows:

"The poorest man may, in his cottage, bid defiance to all the forces of the Crown. It may be frail; its roof
may shake; the wind may blow through it; the storms may enter; the rain may enter; but the King of
England cannot enter; an his forces dare not cross the threshold of the ruined tenement. "

page 5



As a result of all of this, the Common Law of the States is founded and grounded upon substan-
tive titles in real property. No mere legislative enactment by Congress or State Legislature nor
judicial ruling by Federal or State Courts can operate to deprive the People of their Rights at
Law. This includes their Rights inherent in their Allodial Land Titles and to be Merchants and/or
Traders at Law on the cash basis, and their Rights to access to Courts of Law and to a jurisdic-
tion where their Sights are protected.

In the same vein no county or city ordinance, code, rule, policy, regulation or 'law' can override
these same absolute guarantees. The same applies to corporate or private policies of business
conduct which are often used to override Common Law or Constitutional guarantees. In other
words, business or corporate policy cannot supersede Constitution Rights even though nearly
every corporation in America ignores Our Constitution in pursuit of ever more bogus Federal Re-
serve Notes.

As contrasted with the Common Law of England, the system of law as practised on the Conti-
nent of Europe (European Common Market) is called Civil Law, or Roman Civil Law, which is
derived from the Law of the Ecclesiastical Chancellors. This is partly the ancient law of Rhodes,
the law of merchant traders upon commercial documents. The Civil Law is prosecuted by the
Chancellor (the King's agent); he is not an impartial referee of the dispute.

This Civil Law of Roman origin has never been part of the Laws of England and has been de-
clared not of the Laws of the Realm by the Parliament and by many experts of England in juris-
prudence, such as Coke, Blackstone and Sir John Fortescue.

"The Common Law is absolutely distinguished from the Roman or Civil Law systems.
People v Ballard, 155 NYS 2d 59

The Roman Civil Law has always been outside of Common Law, operating on SUMMARY
PROCESS, in gross violation of our RIGHTS TO DUE PROCESS.

As English society developed over the years, situations were met in the Common Law for which
the Courts could provide no relief by any precedent. The controversies did not involve property,,
or substance. The parties thus had no other recourse than to go to the King. And when they did,
he delegated his first minister to solve these problems. The minister was called a Chancellor (the
same title as used on the Continent) and the relief granted was called Equity. This "Equity"
meant what would be fair if the Common Law principle were extended and applied to the case at
hand, as the Chancellor, in his sole discretionary judgment, chose to do. This is the so-called
"law" we see being applied by "Judge" Wapner in the well known fake TV court program. He
alone decides the law and facts of each case.

There thus developed in England and America two distinct systems of law and courts, each hav-
ing a peculiar and particular application and jurisdiction. Equity is a jurisdiction in which the in-
dividual does not have any Rights, and one to which the individual can be subjected only if he
volunteers or gives his informed consent. In the Common Law we have recognized inherent
rights whereas in the Equity law we have no rights whatsoever excepting those which may be be-
stowed upon us by the graces of the Chancellor - (judge) wholly at his sole discretion.

In Equity there are no jury trials. The powers of the Common Law jury to hear and decide ques-
tions of both Law and Fact are exercised exclusively by the Chancellor. However, there may be
"advisory juries" to advise the Chancellor of certain facts, but they are not permitted to hear any
arguments regarding the Law. (Does this sound familiar today?) The controversies are decided
by the Chancellor, who, besides being the Chief Prosecutor, (or Inquisitor, if you will), can go to
any source he chooses, even to his own "conscience", to prove or justify his decision. In Equity,
the parties do not have any Rights; the Constitution is stated by the Chancellor to be "frivolous";
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and any so-called "rights" in his Court are actually "privileges" granted by the Chancellor, which
he can also take away. Today this all powerful person is not called a Chancellor. She/He is called
a Judge and she/he operates in all levels of "courts" throughout Our Land.

During the past century, the Congress of the United States and the Legislatures of the several
States, as well as the Judges, have presumed to exercise the authority to "merge" the procedures
of Law and Equity. This is authority they do not have, yet this, too, is part of the problem we
face today all over Our Land.

When we realize that a Court of Common Law proceeds "according to the course of the Com-
mon Law", and that the parties have a Right to trial by a Common Law jury, where the jury exer-
cises the authority to hear and decide questions of path Law and Fact, we can then know that if
we are in a Court where the procedures have been "merged" with Equity, then we can know that
we are not in a Court of Common Law! Such a court does not recognize and refuses, to We The
People, our Constitutional Rights to self and property.

For instance, he Constitution of the State of Iowa, Article V, Section 6, states, in part, as follows:
"The District Court shall be a court of law and equity, which shall be distinct and separate jurisdictions,"

Obviously, the two court systems have not been lawfully merged, and We The People do not
have to accept the idea that they have been merged simply because a "judge" or bureaucrat says a
code, rule, statute or regulation makes it so. Remember that these lesser rules and regulations
MUST be in harmony with the State and federal Constitutions in order to be valid and lawful.
Otherwise they are null and void.

We must realize that the principles of Common Law and of Equity are those as distinguished and
defined in England, before the adoption of the Constitution of the United States of America. Any
modifications in definition or practise of either Law or Equity in England since the adoption of
the Constitution of the United States of America have no significance, bearing or authority in the
United States, since we are no longer under the jurisdiction of either Parliament or the Judges of
England! Yet there are those in this country who claim that Equity jurisdiction (otherwise known
as Chancery jurisdiction) in this country is the same in nature and extent as Equity jurisdiction in
England!

Where the Constitution of the United States of America, or the Constitution of the State of Iowa,
or of any State, mentions "law", it means "Common Law"; it does not mean any other "kind" of
law! ! In addition to the above mentioned jurisdictions of Law (meaning Common Law) and Eqg-
uity, which are the only Judicial jurisdictions authorized either by the Constitution of the United
States of America, or by the Constitution of the State of lowa, or of any State, as drafted in con-
formance thereto, and being second thereto, there is also a private, political jurisdiction which is
operative only on those who volunteer into it's private domain, outside of the Constitution. It is
known as Law Merchant (sex mercatoria) the private rule of the bankers and merchants.

It is this system of 'legal' snares that has all of
We The People by the throat....

Law Merchant is neither Law nor Equity, but is only raw, private, political power, alien and ille-
gal to our Constitution whatsoever, and operates outside of the Constitution.

The Law Merchant is an independent, parallel system of law, like Equity or Admiralty. The Law
Merchant is not even a modification of the Common Law; it occupies a field over which the
Common Law does not and never did extend. Common Law deals with the Money of Substance
belonging to the People (Gold and Silver Coins); while the Law Merchant deals with the law of
Bills, Notes and Checks, (in other words, with negotiable instruments and commercial paper).
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The Law Merchant is closely allied to the Equity system of agreements and contracts which it
uses extensively because the Constitutions of Our States recognizes Equity law. Equity Law is
the 'back door' used by Law Merchants (bankers, etc.) to gain access to what used to be Allodial
Title or absolute ownership previously enjoyed by all Americans.

Our Declaration of Independence charges that America had been progressively subjected to "a
jurisdiction foreign to our Constitution" (meaning the unwritten English Constitution). This for-
eign jurisdiction was a jurisdiction of lawless ad hoc Equity derived out of the Roman Civil Law
under the stark cover of such obscenities as the Writs of Assistance (which our Courts of today
also claim to have the authority to issue) which allowed summary plundering of the colonists'
wealth and substance TO THE ADV ANTAGE OF the East India Company which controlled the
Parliament. (As today, it allows the summary plundering of the American citizens' wealth and
substance TO THE ADVANTAGE OF the banks and other financial (lending, insurance, etc.)
institutions which control the Congress and State legislatures). It has been recognized and stated
for over one hundred years that "we have the best Congress that money can buy" ! !

These Writs, even as only one wrong perpetrated by the commercial interests in the Parliament,
were given authority by an Equitable jurisdiction called a debt action in assumpsit . This action,
which gave satisfaction pursuant to the customs of the Law Merchant, (having been voluntarily
entered into), had been an old debt action triable in a Court of Common Law (merely as a courte-
sy of the Common Law Courts, and not inherently a part of Common Law) (and triable by a
Common Law Jury, as a protection to the Defendant), until Lord Mansfield, Chief Justice of the
Kings Bench, in 1760, arbitrarily and on his own authority, denied trial by jury in debt actions in
assumpsit AND REMOVED THAT ACTION FROM THE Courts of Common Law into the
Courts of Equity, where a trial by jury could not be had, and where there was merely a summary
proceeding with no semblance of a "due process of Law". In other words. a merchant can. with a
flick of his pen. deprive anyone of their property without due process of Law (Common Law!.
Sound familiar?

This case is known as:

Moses v MacFerian
2 Burroughs 1005

and is the case that sparked the American Revolution and caused Thomas Jefferson to say that
English law since that date (1760) should not ever be used over here as Equity/Merchant laws
had become an instrument through which merchants could, from then on, assume power over
anyone else's property solely at their discretion and whim.

It was this Equitable debt action in assumpsit which the Seventh Amendment of the Constitution
of the United States was specifically meant to outlaw, by specifically providing that

"In suits at Common Law, where the value in controversy shall exceed twenty dollars, the right of trial by
Jjury shall be preserved,..."

The significance of this is pointed up by the fact that any controversy involving Money (Gold
and Silver Coins) in an amount greater than twenty dollars, or any property such as real estate
can only be tried in a Court of Common Law with the right of trial by jury who decides Law as
well as the Facts of the case!

This means that any Mortgage Foreclosure action can be tried in a Court of Common Law, and
that the State Legislature has no Constitutional authority to provide, by statute (statutes are not
real Law but are in reality 'color' of Law only and therefore are only binding on a voluntary or
mutually agreed upon basis), that mortgage foreclosure actions shall be Equity actions! This
means that Sheriff's Sales as a result of these Equitable Mortgage Foreclosure actions are mill

page 8



and void! ! And that the Sheriffs have participated in criminal confiscation of real property in vi-
olation of the Constitution and of their oaths of office! !

So, it can be seen that summary and arbitrary confiscation of income and property is nothing new
in American tradition and history out of an illicit (meaning unlawful and unconstitutional! Equi-
table jurisdiction. It is precisely this Equitable jurisdiction wherein the Chancellor enforces the
combination of unconstitutional Executive and Legislative Equity which is the jurisdiction for-
eign to our Constitution referred to in the Declaration of Independence. This is precisely what
our American Revolution was all about and what our Bill of Rights was designed to prevent.

It is also a measure of the extent that the Bankers (both foreign and domestic) and other mer-
chants, and their stooges, the lawyers and Judges, as well as the politicians of both major politi-
cal parties, have betrayed the Public Trust and have attempted to place us in a Dictatorship of
Unelected Rulers (being the "judges" and bureaucrats) ! !

Thus it can be seen that there is a direct similarity of our political/legal situation today with what
it was in the years immediately preceding the Revolution of 1776. Only today we have a written
Constitution that spells our our Rights and our freedoms, giving us precedents, whereas two hun-
dred years ago they did not.

The Common Law Jury members (acting as judges of the Law) were sworn to "Do equal law,
and execution of Right, to all the King's subjects, rich and poor, without having regard to any
person" and that they will deny no man Common Right; but they were NOT sworn to obey or ex-
ecute any statute of the King, or of the King and Parliament. Indeed, they are virtually sworn
NOT to obey or execute any statutes that are against "Common Law", or contrary to the Com-
mon Law, or "Law of the Land"; but to certify the King thereof" .... that is, to notify the King
that his statutes are against the Common Law; .... and then proceed to execute the Common Law,
notwithstanding such legislation to the contrary. The words of the oath on this point are these:

"That we deny no man Common Rights by (virtue of) the King's levers, nor none other mans nor for none
other cause: and in case any letters come to you contrary to the Law, (that is, the Common Law) that ye do
nothing by such letters, but certify the King thereof, and proceed to execute the Law, (that is, the Common
Law), notwithstanding the same letters. "

In Federalist Papers #48, Alexander Hamilton wrote in part, "No legislative act contrary to the
Constitution can be valid." "The Constitution is, in fact, and must be regarded by judges as a fun-
damental law."

The Sheriff is also a servant of the People, elected and paid by and for Them; upon taking office
he takes an oath to uphold the Constitution (the People's Law) and keep the peace.

In American Jurisprudence, on Sheriffs, Police and Constables, we find the following:

"Origin of Office: The office of sheriff is an ancient one, dating back to at least the time of Alfred, King of
England, and the holder thereof has always been the chief executive officer and conservator of the peace in
his shire or county. He is a county officer representing the executive or administrative power of the state
within his county. In this country, the office is generally an elective one, and anciently in England, sheriffs
were elected by freeholders of the county, although gradually, it became the custom for the Crown to
appoint the Sheriff. "

Abraham Lincoln stated the following on February 12, 1865:

"The people are the rightful masters of both Congress and the Courts. Not to overthrow the Constitution,
but to overthrow the men who pervert the Constitution. "

The general misconception is that any statute passed by legislators bearing the appearance of law
constitutes the law of the land. The U. S. Constitution is the supreme Law of the Land, and any
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statute to be valid, must be in agreement. It is impossible for both the Constitution and a statute
violating it to be valid. In such a dispute, one must prevail, and that is the Constitution.

In Volume 16, American Jurisprudence, 177, we find the following:

"The general rule is that an unconstitutional statute, though having the form and name of law, is in reality
no law, but is wholly void, and ineffective for any purpose; since unconstitutionality dates from the time of
its enactment, and not merely from the date of the decision so branding it. An unconstitutional law, in legal
contemplation, is as inoperative as if it had never been passed. Such a statute leaves the question that it
purports to settle just as it would be had the statute not been enacted.

"Since an unconstitutional law is void, the general principles follow that it imposes no duties, confers no
rights, creates no office, bestows no power or authority on anyone, affords no protection, and justifies no
acts performed under it ....

A void act cannot be legally consistent with a valid one. An unconstitutional law cannot operate to
supersede any existing valid law. Indeed, insofar as a statute runs counter to the fundamental law of the
land, it is superseded thereby.

No one is bound to obey an unconstitutional law and no courts are bound to enforce it."

The Constitution guarantees the right of a freeholder to protect his property from Criminal Tres-
pass.

Civil law or equity law is the law of the ruler;

Common Law
is the law of the people.

It is the sworn duty of the Sheriff to obey and uphold the Constitution and to protect the property
and Rights of the freeborn, Sovereign American individuals of the County.

County Sheriffs must be advised of the instances where unlawful acts of officials or agencies of
government are committed. It is the duty of the Sheriff to protect the local citizens from such un-
lawful acts, even when they are committed "under color of law".

There is no lawful authority for Judges and the Courts to direct the law enforcement activities of
a County Sheriff. The Sheriff is accountable and responsible only to the citizens who are inhabi-
tants of his County. He is under Oath of Office, and need not receive unlawful Orders from Judg-
es or the Courts. He is responsible to protect citizens, even from unlawful acts of officials of gov-
ernment. He should not allow his office to be used as an unlawful "lackey" of the Courts or
Federal agents or agencies.

We Are Our Government

Since the formation of our Republic, the local County (or Parish) has always been the seat of
government for the body politic (the People). A County (or Parish) government is the highest au-
thority of government in our Republic as it is closest to the body politic (the People) who are, in
fact, THE GOVERNMENT.

The Common Law of the States is founded and grounded upon substantive titles in real property,
and no mere legislative enactment by Congress, State legislature or County Commissioners. Nei-
ther can judicial ruling by Federal, State or County Courts operate to deprive the People of their
Rights at Law, including the Rights inherent in their Allodial Land Title Rights.
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The Constitution of the United States of America, Article III, Section 2, authorizes Courts of
Law and Courts of Equity; Judicial Equity is authorized; but nowhere does the Constitution of
the United States of America authorize a single bit of either Federal Executive branch of govern-
ment Equity jurisdiction, or Federal Legislative branch of government Equity jurisdiction. In oth-
er words, the promulgation and enforcement of Presidential/Congressional/Judicial edicts, dic-
tates, rules, regulations or policies whether directly or through any Federal agent or agency such
as the FBI, CIA, EPA, OSHA, IRS, etc. Or with the aid and assistance of State or local lackeys is
unauthorized.

For instance, the Constitution of the State of Iowa, as drafted in conformance to the Constitution
of the United States of America, and being second thereto, Article V, Section 6, authorizes
Courts of Law and Courts of Equity; Judicial Equity is authorized; but nowhere does the Consti-
tution of the State of Iowa authorize a single bit of either State Executive branch of government
Equity jurisdiction or State Legislative branch of government Equity jurisdiction.

The Federal Bill of Rights was drawn and adopted to guarantee an estoppel (or bar) to the abhor-
rent Federal Executive and Legislative Equity jurisdiction, and therefore, the State Bill of Rights
is also a guaranteed estoppel against any actual or de facto abhorrent State Executive and Legis-
lative Equity jurisdiction; this is an abhorrent and oppressive Equity, because it purports to be
able to administer. adjust and deny said Common Law rights without first pursuing the appropri-
ate remedy at Common Law and thus denying due process. Equity administration is in fact theft
of Our Rights and a vicious dictatorship by those who exercise it.

In other words, Federal, State and County governments, both Executive branch and Legislative
branch, must be at Law (working within the Common Law), and may not impose any form of
Equity jurisdiction upon the People, by compulsion, fraud or otherwise, without their knowledge
and informed consent; otherwise any such enactments become and are nullities and do not exist
at Law, because the Rights of freeborn, Sovereign American individuals would be violated if
they were to be forced to obey them.

If any agency of the Federal, State or County government, including the court, would act as if it
were Principal, and Freeman, against it's true Principal, the People, this would be an inversion of
the legal principle of Sovereignty of the People. By so acting, any agency of the government, in-
cluding the court, would be a pretender to the power, and as a pretender, it's acts would be a nul-
lity and would not exist, at Law; that is to say, that it would be null and void, and of no force and
effect, at Law. That, in fact, it would not be government at all, but would be a private, criminal
operation, imposing a rule of force, fraudulently pretending to be government, since, in this
country, the only legitimate function of government is to protect the Rights and freedoms of the
People. Such acts are not unlike the privately owned and operated Mafia who demands Our mon-
ey (taxes, fees, etc.) in exchange for them not committing violence against Us or Our property.
Sound familiar?

Each freeborn, Sovereign American individual has the authority and the Right to deny and to dis-
avow all Equity jurisdiction, and to refuse to acquiesce to the jurisdiction of Courts of Equity, or
to Equity jurisdiction of any Executive or Legislative branch of government agency or agent,
State or Federal or County.

The Constitution of the United States of America, Article IV, Section 4, guarantees a Republican
Form of government to every State.

The definition of a "Republic" is as follows:

"Republic: A state in which the sovereign power resides in a certain body of the people (the electorate),
and is exercised by representatives elected by, and responsible to, them; "
Webster's Collegiate Dictionary. Fifth Edition .
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The Courts of Iowa are nullities, and do not exist, either at Law or in Equity, because unelected
State Judges have no jurisdiction, at Law or in Equity, over any one or any thing, being in direct
violation of each freeborn, Sovereign American individual's Right to a Republican Form of Gov-
ernment; which in this case is his Right to have an Elected Judge. This also includes the Right to
Separation of Powers, because the Governor, as Chief Executive of the State, has no Judicial
Power to delegate to an appointee. The Governor is of the Executive branch and has (lawfully)
no say or jurisdiction within or over the Judicial branch.

The Governor of this or any other State is not a Chancellor (appointed by a King or dictator), nor
are any officials appointed under him authorized to exercise any Judicial powers. There can be
no delegated power in Chancery Law to be executed under the alien, outlawed and illegal Roman
Civil Law, unless agreed to by the freeborn, Sovereign American individual.

That evil and alien jurisdiction, the de facto Equity jurisdiction of the Roman Civil Law, allows
judges to enforce the unlawful summonses of IRS agents, Highway Patrol Officers, city police-
men, building inspectors, OSHA agents, FDA agents, and the agents of all other equally unlaw-
ful regulatory bodies of so-called government, who attempt to impose a jurisdiction in which the
Rights of freeborn, Sovereign American individuals are unrecognized and violated.

That evil and vicious Roman Civil Law allows the 'judges' to have We The People arrested,
jailed, and property taken away from us, or our property to be criminally trespassed upon and de-
stroyed; all without a Common Law Trial by Jury, or just compensation, or due process of Law.
These violent acts by unelected dictators are committed often over simple idiocies such as "will-
ful failure to file" a paper or failure to properly fill out a form or unknowingly not following
some obscure and stupid procedure, rule or regulation.

Under the Common Law (Our Constitution), no bureaucrat can dictate what happens to Our lib-
erty or Our property. The only entity that can determine punishment (pass sentence) upon a free-
born, Sovereign American individual is a lawfully constituted Common Law Jury.

Aiding and abetting the IRS (foreign agents to the States) and similar agencies in enforcing their
unlawful summonses, fraudulent liens and assessments constitute an enforcement of the alien
and evil Roman Civil Law and is in fact fascist totalitarianism.

Aiding and abetting the Highway Patrol Officer, the city policeman, the meter maid, the building
inspector, in enforcing traffic tickets and other unlawful summonses constitute an enforcement of
the alien and evil Roman Civil Law and is in fact fascist totalitarianism.

Compelling a freeborn, Sovereign American individual to do anything, except upon the verdict
of a Common Law Jury, constitutes an enforcement of the alien and evil Roman Civil Law and is
in fact fascist totalitarianism.

Thomas Jefferson has been credited with the warning how the judicial branch of government
would usurp the authority of the Executive and Legislative branches of government and turn
the country into a judicial dictatorship.

He was right - it has happened.
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