Ben, in my research on being the Tribunal of the Court of Record the evidence is overwhelming that we are… more on that later, but you will find this interesting from Blackstone Commentaries on Law under subordinate magistrates, (all of them are)… and your power to invoke what is called “The Kings Peace” , and it will take your situation into your Common Law Court system, where you get to be the prosecutor, and by definition, the Tribunal of the Court of Record… 
 

The King made you ( all people of your Colonies),  “Conservators of the Peace” , BUT YOU HAVE TO CLAIM IT.. See Pollok had to say in Blackstone about it… 

 

 

12 We said that the king's peace and protection had become the established
right of every peaceable subject. Nevertheless a trace of the archaic ideas

persisted as long as the art of common law pleading itself. The right was to

be enjoyed only on condition of being formally demanded. In order to give

the king's courts jurisdiction of a plea of trespass it was needful to insert

in the writ the words vi et armis, which imported a breach of the peace; and

it was usual, if not necessary, also to add expressly the words contra pacem

nostram. Without the allegation of force and arms the writ was merely

"vicountiel," that is, the sheriff did not return it to the superior court but had

to determine the matter in the county court. By so many steps and transformations

did it become possible for Lambarde, and Blackstone after him, to say,

with unconscious inversion of the historical order of development, and as if

the matter were in itself too obvious to need explanation: "The king's majesty

 

is, by his office and dignity royal, the principal conservator of the peace within

all his dominions; and may give authority to any other to see the peace kept,

and to punish such as break it; hence it is usually called the King's Peace."

—

Pollock, The King's Peace, in Oxford Lectures, 90.

 


Later in the text it talks about “Conservators of the peace” being given “the more honorable appellation of justices.*”
 

 

Leading to:

482. b. Appointment of justices.—These justices are appointed

by the king's special commission under the great seal, the

form of which was settled by all the judges, A. D. 1590.^ This

appoints them all,^ jointly and severally, to keep the peace, and

any two or more of them to inquire of and determine felonies and

other misdemeanors: in which number some particular justices, or

one of them, are directed to be always included, and no business

to be done without their presence ….

 

To have this power as a justice you need to do this in court: 

 

and no exception is now allowable,

[353] fQj. jjQ^ expressing in the form of warrants, etc., that

the justice who issued them is of the quorum} ^^ When any justice

intends to act under this commission, he sues out a writ of

dedimus potestatem (we have empowered) from the clerk of the

crown in chancery, empowering certain persons therein named to

administer the usual oaths to him; which done, he is at liberty to

act.^*
 

no practicing attorney, solicitor, or

proctor shall be capable of acting as a justice of the peace.
 

“You” are a Justice of the Peace of the Highest Caliber, “they cannot be one” 

 

484. d. Term of office of justices.—As the office of these justices is conferred by the king

 

More good stuff to read, but I skipped ahead and came across this very interesting chart called “ The Table of Precedence” , the pecking order in England…  all the persons on the list are listed by status. 

 

and number 2 on the list is the Kings brethren… 

 

 “Kings give to each other the title of brother.address their congregations by the title of brethren”   (a congregation is merely a group of persons)  

 

So this means you if you think they are talking about the King of England… However if you think they are talking about the King of all, then you have the #1 spot on the list as one of the Kings children. 

 

Good stuff ….. you need to check it out yourself… Ben the answer is under common law, knowing you are a King of a kingdom, your body is land, given to you by the creator, and you are a landlord. The king of your realm.  

 

But for now, if you want to get them off your back, claim the Kings Peace, as one of his brethren, and see what the court does… 

 

Book I of Blackstone Commentaries on Law, starting in area of Chapter 480… and on

More on oaths under their system….

Recently I started taking all the great information from various sources and rearranging the puzzle pieces. The puzzle has started to take the following shape.  The public system has it roots in common law, and until you assert your rights under common law and “by your will” change the character of the agreement you are stuck in their system. 

In any court that uses statute, code, regulation, rule etc, the magistrate has judicial power, but under common law he is merely their to administer the orders of the Tribunal. If you chose to be, you are the Tribunal under common law of The Court of Record with final jurisdiction… Read that again.. 

Email me at courtofrecord@aol.com and I’ll send you a readers-digest version of what the B.C. actually is under common law, as well as the importance of accepting their oath, and other layers of the onion..  here is a great resource for checking things yourself. http://www.mindserpent.com/American_History/books/Tucker/tucker_index.htm
But, if you insist on going to “their court” instead of taking your court to them, the following might be of interest … the different oaths available to you…  

“A purgatory oath refers to an oath by which a person destroys the presumptions which were against him/her. Such a person is said to purge himself/herself when s/he removes the suspicions which were against him/her. For example, if a person faces contempt for not attending court as a witness, s/he may purge himself/herself of the contempt by swearing to a fact which is an ample excuse.

A purgatory oath allows defendants to obtain an acquittal by swearing to their own innocence. [United States v. Gecas, 120 F.3d 1419, 1438 (11th Cir. Fla”

So send them your purgatory oath, swearing your innocence and see what they come back with… use this for any suit against you… 

The following has to do with the “oath” they want you to take as a defendant…  It’s actually the plaintiff that has to take it, but has deferred it to you, if you defer it back and they refuse your case is dismissed.. This is the “Oath” used in Admiralty courts, (their court)… so defer the oath back to the plaintiff and see what happens.. 

22. Decisory oath. By this term in the civil law is understood an oath which one of the parties defers or refers back to the other, for the decision of the cause. 

23. It may be deferred in any kind of civil contest whatever, in questions of possession or of claim; in personal actions and in real. The plaintiff may defer the oath to the defendant, whenever he conceives he has not sufficient proof of the fact which is the foundation of his claim; and in like manner, the defendant may defer it to the plaintiff when he has not sufficient proof of his defence. The person to whom the oath is deferred, ought either to take it or refer it back, and if he will not do either, the cause should be decided against him. Poth. on Oblig. P. 4, c. 3, s. 4. 

    24. The decisory oath has been practically adopted in the district court of the United States, for the district of Massachusetts, and admiralty causes have been determined in that court by the oath decisory; but the cases in which this oath has been adopted, have been where the tender has been accepted; and no case is known to have occurred there in which the oath has been refused and tendered back to the adversary. Dunl. Adm. Pr. 290, 291.

