Point 020. Affiant has no record or evidence that the “Penumbra Doctrine” applies to Affiant, or any other Natural Man.

ADMIT – Libellee(s) listed within this document admit that Penumbra Doctrine applies only to corporate entities.
EXHIBIT 020 - NOTICE AND DECLARATION - Penumbra Doctrine And Its’ Attributes Does Not Apply To Me

The purpose of this document is to bring clarity to a “clouded” field of legal practice by explaining the underlying attributes, defining its’ parameters, and exposing the fraud that does NOT belong, as an attachment, to this living man.

penumbra 1. A partial shadow, as in an eclipse, between regions of complete shadow and complete illumination. 2. The grayish outer part of a sunspot. 3. An area in which something exists to a lesser or an uncertain degree: “The First Amendment has a penumbra where privacy is protected from governmental intrusion” (Joseph A. Califano, Jr.). 4. An outlying, surrounding region; a periphery:

Black's Law 5th : Penumbra Doctrine. "The implied powers of the federal government predicated on the Necessary and Proper Clause of the U.S. Const., Art. I, Sec. 8 (18), permit one implied power to be engrafted on another implied power." Kohl v. U.S., 91 U.S. 367, 23 L.Ed. 449.
The "penumbra doctrine", as it is known, comes from Justice William O. Douglas's opinion for the Supreme Court in Griswold v. Connecticut (1965). Justice Douglas traced the right of privacy -- which does not appear in the Constitution -- from the First Amendment (and the associated rights to think and believe private thoughts), the Third Amendment which outlaws quartering soldiers in private homes and relates to a concern for privacy, the Fourth Amendment, which prohibits unreasonable searches and seizures, and the Fifth Amendment, which protects one from being forced to incriminate oneself. 

He wrote in the opinion: "In NAACP v. Alabama, 357 U.S. 449, 462, we protected the `freedom to associate and privacy of one's associations,' noting that freedom of association was a peripheral First Amendment right ... In other words, the First Amendment has a penumbra where privacy is protected from governmental intrusion ... specific guarantees in the Bill of Rights have penumbras, formed by emanations from those guarantees that help give them life and substance. Various guarantees create zones of privacy. The right of association contained in the penumbra of the First Amendment is one, as we have seen."

Please focus your attention on "Black's Law 5th : Penumbra Doctrine" above. This explains in explicit detail the "action/reaction" and "cause/effect" of a compounded "assumption". Note first the "implied powers", a major uncertainty, of the federal government "predicated" [based or established] on the Necessary and Proper Clause of the U.S. Const., Art. I, Sec.8 (18), we comprehend the first "implied powers", plural, which may, or, may not, be factual and true, permits one "implied power", a second uncertainty and another "may, or, may not be factual and true, upon another "implied power", a third uncertainty, which may, or, may not be factual and true. In the study of “contract law” we find, “for contracts to be valid under the common law there
must be "certainty of terms" as an essential element“. All law is commerce, is it not? All commerce is contract, is it not? Ergo, all “law” flawed with “uncertainty” is a nullity. 

Let's begin to untangle this web of mischief to determine the intention and outcome. Clearly the "intention" is to link the Article I Legislative Branch with the Article II Executive Branch in the most deceptive and concerted manner possible, which establishes the "outcome" of isolating the People from the Article III Judicial Branch of government. This effectively eliminates the "balance of power" of three (3) branches of government. A branch non-accessible is a branch of non-existence. [Please, prove me wrong, show me where to gain access to an Article III Court.]

In reality, every Article I Legislative "court" and "judge" is "legislating law from the bench, which is a felony with, if I recall, a five year prison sentence. ALL "courts" in practice today are part of the Legislative Branch of government, and NOT part of the Judicial Branch. Only Article III Courts are part of the Judicial Branch. There is only one Article III Court in existence today, that is in Washington, D.C. One has been established, I have been told, in Hawaii, but an Article III judge was never seated. [Prove me wrong.]
The "Penumbra Doctrine", with application of "implied" Legislative over "implied" Executive, or vice versa, has brought into effect, and is, a "stare decisis" or bench statute by application and practice and does not apply to Article III Judicial Power or "natural born Citizens" of the respective states. Article I Legislative and Article II Executive are the implied powers which are engrafted [engrafted means "interlocking directorates"] at the "inferior" Federal/State forum court. A contract of corporate cause from Article I delict gives police power to agency via Article II Executive and puts the burden on the Citizen to prove he has not violated an agreement. 

Article III Judicial Branch of government, which is not an "implied" power, does not include Penumbra Doctrine. So, let's go back to the Article I Legislative and Article II Executive Branches to discover the mischief of legalized piracy and conspiracy upon the innocent People of the land.    
This is how it works: We initiate the 'engraft' Interlocking Directorates by agency fiat of 'unconscionable' contract, license, and enrollments. The signing at UCC 3-104.1, which if "unconditional", at UCC 3-104.2 gives agency police power to access your property by executing negotiable "dishonored" instruments of "promise" per UCC 3-104.3. This applies to all “persons”, such as, all commercial entities, corporations, governments, and every other “thing” that legally falls into the description of “person”, but not the Freeborn People.

All "IMPLIED POWERS" are "vested" by the Negotiable Instrument Law and enforced by the Uniform Commercial Code at 3-104 (1) Signing, and (2) Unconditional, and (3) Promise.
Negotiable Instruments of the categories of W-2 forms, Marriage Licenses, Driver License, Dog License, Social Security License (#123-45-6789), etc., etc., presumed to be voluntary, knowingly, willingly and intentionally signed by the Citizen, initiate the "implied powers" of the Article I Legislative Branch to be "engrafted" upon Article II Executive to collect the tax with "implied" police power, but offers no delict to destroy diversity of Citizenship. The dolus bogus "contract" initiating Article II Executive police power, together with Article I Legislative "statutes" as the other "implied" power creates third party instruments "presumed" to obligate the parties signed upon any such "contracts". 

These instruments fail to fully disclose their misrepresentation, omission, concealment, and are of collusion and conspiracy. The flag of Article II Admiralty is proof of third party Department of Justice Executive Branch, using Article I Legislative statute to dispense Law Merchant procedure. Third party units are voidable and both inferior powers must prove their jurisdiction to use the police power enabling clauses within their own system charter.

By signing an agreement unconditionally, you "create a power of acceptance" to the "implied power" agency that you waive your rights to Article III Judiciary and you will stand before the Mast when summoned. By lowering your state Citizenship Flag voluntarily, you have exposed your Personam to a broadside of Admiralty and assented to its capture. You give agency police powers and subject yourself to "reasonable cause" and must obligate through devise. You are now a commercial "artificial person" of Article I-8-17 creation and "must" assent to the rules of Article II forum Maritime jurisdiction.

All “agencies” need a vehicle, or “device”, to properly function. I shall use the IRS as an example of “utilizing a device”. Article I Congress only has power to "lay and collect taxes." The IRS violates its charter and the Separation of Powers by engrafting Article II police power at W-4 to collect the tax under devise of Maritime jurisdiction with your "Dishonor" as a "devise" of agency procedure found within the Uniform Commercial Code.
Article I and Article II Implied power have no foundation without the un-Implied Power of Article III Judiciary and none have the power to 'permit' the Separation of Powers to 'engraft' other implied powers. We The People give that power at signature assent and thereby contract our state Sovereign "propria persona," to “in personam” (against the “person”) U.S. citizen at "domestic product" "action", WHEN WE SIGN WITHOUT RESERVATION OF OUR RIGHTS. There, I just told you the key to this whole mess.
An Article I witness must verify accuracy and validity of its commercial "officer of the court" summons to the proper "persons." Article II Executive must witness to the validity of proper instruments agency is "carrying into effect" and validate the "contracts" applicable to the proper subject and class. All I & II accusers within a commercial forum have a sworn duty as "officers of the court" to protect both Articles. Article III Judicial will not be present, as only commercial entities are subject to procedural due process "justice." [Does the phrase, "you lie, and I'll swear to it" have a new meaning for you?]
The Department of Justice uses Federal Code of Civil Procedure and only has de jure power over subject corporations and resident persons "within the jurisdiction of the United States" Territorial limits, "(not exceeding ten Miles square)" of the Washington "District." 

At this point, we must pay particular attention to certain facts; i.e., corporations, resident persons, and all other legal fictions are not People. People are not legal fictions. Each fiction is an agency, or Office, however, this "office" is NEVER that of the People. Each legal fiction falls into the category of "office found" within “make-believe” jurisdiction. Remember, Office of the People is only susceptible to the nonexistent Article III Judicial Branch.

The "natural man" may be referred to as a "natural person", but is not one. He may sign as "accommodation party" for a natural person, but he is not one. Remember, a corporation is a legal fiction and nothing more than a piece of paper. All governments, and responsive "laws", are only against other legal fictions - corporations. 
Police power is presumed ("implied powers") to apply to the "natural person" via summons, actions, and presentments which are contracts of Maritime nexus and require a "respondent" to prove innocence or "dishonor" of contractual "promise" will issue. The Citizen, "natural man", is presumed to know what is "made liable", meaning the "in-personam," step aside, protect his propria persona, and allow police power to promptly "Mirandize" the commercial entity involved, but, all too often he gets in the way, becomes surety for a fiction, and receives “scourging” from police powers, including warehousing of the security (jail). A notation should be made concerning a phrase in the first sentence of this paragraph, “contracts of Maritime nexus”. Anything, even remotely connected, in the Insurance industry is under Maritime Rule, according to Rules of Admiralty.
Article I courts are 'inferior' to Article III because its (Article I) jurisdiction may try 'subject matter' only. Article III is barred by your contract with Article I & II and Article III Judicial is prohibited per the Separation of Powers to interfere with either Article I or Article II issues of voluntary contracts without a declaration of entitlement to The Bill of Rights, establishing “standing under the law“ rather than “status under statutes“. [Remember to initiate declaration of entitlement to The Bill of Rights]
Article II D.O.J. lends its "implied power" Penumbra to execute procedures for collection, by various “agencies” due to some fictitious “cause”, which violates the Separation of Powers Doctrine, - which is totally acceptable if it is only exercised against other fictions and not the living man. As you’ll see in Black’s Law, “cause” and “agent/agency” have a close interlocking connection:
Black's Law 5th : Cause. "Something that precedes and brings about; to effect as an agent; to bring into existence; to make to induce; to compel." 
The Free born man must deny all jurisdiction of “agency” to remain In Propria Persona. We do not accept the "benefit" of agency "due process" and aver to the Bill of Rights. By not accepting another "officer of the court" as attorney, agency is estopped of procedural "due process" by adhesion, for no one has your "power of attorney" to "take leave" of your Bill of Rights. The Bill of Rights has already been decided as Law and therefore no reason to go to Court unless indicted by the People for a true "crime".
When asked by any magistrate or administrator if the charges are clear, a “NO” will demand the "cause of action" (remember “cause” from above, Black’s 5th). The "proof of the matter stated" is contract or lack thereof and a statement of "Without Prejudice" UCC 1-308, “I wish to remain silent" will estoppel agency and stay the matter at the administrative level.
Can an Article III Court function within an Article I framework? Or, can an Article I Court have Article III authorities? The answer may fool you. Article III Judicial Powers are ‘invested’ in the ‘Inferior’ Courts of Article II Admiralty, because "persons" rights must not be violated, per contract. Those “persons” are “subjects” and fall under subject matter jurisdiction. Those “persons” are not We The People, they are corporations and what is being decided is “contract issue”. In my opinion, this is the extent of any Article III action, anywhere in the Continental States United.

A sovereign Citizen who does not recognize the corporate setting of their waiver to "inferior court’ presumptive procedure may void their signature at personam subjugation to agency ‘ab initio," due to fraud, duress and unconscionability. The Sovereign Citizen may force the court to order a "clean bill." 

States Citizen "entitlement" to Article III judicial is mostly waived by devise, fraud, duress or unconscionability. Personam (propria persona) is necessary to sever police action by revocation of signature on the voluntary obligation. The court has no choice but to dismiss or remedy in your favor, because no "satisfaction and accord" exist at unconscionable Maritime jurisdiction and you are entitled to judicial review. 
When the lawyer files papers with the court for you, you are no longer Personam (propria persona), but “in personam” because you have agreed to terms per instrument devise and the lawyer is "standing in your stead." The state Citizen must plead in his own state Citizen person. 

All pleas by the sovereign Citizen must challenge the jurisdiction over his PERSONAM or state citizenship person and the subject matter. Remember, an "artificial person" is a creature of State origin, and has no PERSONAM for juristic notice.

At this point, a few words must be said to explain the difference between “state” and “State”, as found in the previous sentence referring to “State origin”. The lower case “s” (unless in the first word of a sentence) “state” is the geographical Republic, as in Missouri state. The upper case “S” State is the Democratic body politic corporation, as in Missouri State, or State of Missouri. Missouri State is within Missouri state and never the other way around. Yes, this is confusing, but it gets more confusing when you consider that a State is not a state, but merely a corporation. You cannot be domiciled within a statutory State, which is not on the map, but you can be a “resident” with “residence” there, and, you can be a citizen of such a State, a 14th Amendment citizen. This is more profound on a “federal” level.

In Attorney General delegations of authority to the Director of the Bureau of Prisons (28 CFR §§ 0.96 and 0.96b), you can see the "geographical" movement between "United States of America" and "United States" territorial jurisdiction, and in the Uniform Detainers Act, which most states have adopted the "United States of America" is defined as a "State". In notes following 18 U.S.C. § 1001, the "United States of America" is categorized as an "agency" of the United States, i.e., a political sub-division. The Internal Revenue Service operates as an agency of this shadow United States of America.

Now, in Title 5, Section 551 Definitions, For the purpose of this subchapter (1) “agency” means each authority of the Government of the United States, whether or not it is within or subject to review by another agency, but does not include - (A) the Congress; (B) the courts of the United States; (C) the governments of the territories or possessions of the United States; (D) the government of the District of Columbia;

This, my friends, is talking about the 4th Branch of government, controlled by Congress, this “State” of District of Columbia is a democratic corporate body politic, the “Democracy” the presidency is always referring to with the purpose to do all the unconstitutional acts like Welfare, FEMA, FBI, CIA, DOT, Homeland Scrutiny, MEDICARE, IRS, etc. All function under private copyrighted “Codes” to make them sound constitutional, then misapply them. This is all very “alien” to a true Republic.
And, in Title 28, Section 1451 Definitions, For purposes of this chapter (1) The term “State court” includes the Superior Court of the District of Columbia. (2) The term “State” includes the District of Columbia. Amazing isn't it- since it has no constitution and no star on the flag and yet it's considered a State. That’s because it’s just a corporation and “State“ is part of a name rather than a noun. 
In Balzac v. Porto Rico (1922), the Supreme Court of the United States defined the "United States District Court" (U.S.D.C.) as a territorial court; in Mookini v. United States (1938), the Supreme Court defined the "District Court of the United States" (D.C.U.S.) as an Article III court.
This is a work in progress, and, due to time factor, I must continue later. I will add one more piece to the puzzle before closing. Please follow carefully:

Black's. Representation, estoppel by. It differs from estoppel by record, deed, or contract, in that it is not based on agreement of parties or finding of fact which may not be disputed, and is not mutual, but applies to only one party. Carter v. Curlew Creamery Co., 16 Wash.2d,476, 134 P.2d 66, 73. It is the effect of voluntary conduct of a party whereby he is absolutely precluded [made impossible] from asserting rights which might perhaps have otherwise existed. Strand v. State. 16 Wash.2d 107, 132 P.2d 1011, 1015. [This might be a biggie. If I understand this correctly, I (the living man) sign for my "Personam" (my person - personal rights) as "accommodation party" 3-419, OR, does it mean that I prevent any "officer" from having any rights because he is "represented" by a higher agency?]

Your rights exist ONLY if you declare your entitlement to them as representative of your personam signature. Agency must assert their rights to the "condition" in a timely manner or lose the issue by estoppel. Representation by lawyer also binds "persons" to Maritime jurisdiction and you waive Rights. 
Black's. Representation. Any conduct capable of being turned into a statement of fact. Scandrett v. Greenhouse, 244 Wis. 108, 11 N.W.2d 510, 512. 

Without prejudice is an express representation of agency estoppel.
JUDICIAL POWER

Your state does not have a judicial branch of government. The missing judicial branch was the court system originally created as a check and balance to prohibit civil servants from controlling their masters. That's right. The judicial branch was created to protect you from the government. "Inquisition" is trial by government. "Inquisition" is prohibited within a State. TRIAL BY GOVERNMENT IS PROHIBITED BY YOUR STATE CONSTITUTION. 

The judicial branches of state governments enforce the un-legislated Biblical law. As I have repeatedly shown, servants are not greater then their masters. Legislated laws do not apply to people outside the government. 

The separation of powers prohibits the judicial branch from enforcing legislated law. These judicial courts are almost extinct because only sovereigns are qualified to use them. You cannot be sovereign within your state if other persons govern you. 

The master controls the servant - always. This is true for the Lord Almighty, and it is true for you. And civil servants control their subordinates. You are sovereign if you are the master of your civil servants. This is why Christians are hated by those in power. 

In their courts, you no longer place your left hand on a Bible while saluting the black robed priest with your right hand. I see this as worshiping of a false god. 

Here are proofs that judicial powers do not exist. People - pay attention: 
Proof #1: There is a separation of powers. Judicial courts cannot enforce statutes. Only legislative courts enforce statutes. "Courts enforcing statutes do not act judicially" Thompson v. Smith, 154 SE 579; FRC v. GE, 281 US 464; Keller v. PE, 261 US 428. 
Proof #2: Look at the yellow fringe flag in your state's courts. Then look up the authority allowed to fly the yellow fringe flags in Title 4 United States Code. The yellow fringe flag is a military flag. Also see the 1925 Attorney General Opinion 34 Op Atty Gen 483. (Here is another reference which I have not confirmed: 1959 President Eisenhower's Executive Order 10834 published in Federal Register at 24 FR 6865 "A military flag is a flag that resembles Fringe border on three sides"). By the way, the yellow fringe is prohibited outside the federal military according to Army Regulation AR840-10 1-6e(3). Then read the U.S. Supreme Court's decision in Ex Parte Mulligan, 71 US 2 and prove to yourself that the judicial branch of a state government must protect its citizens from the federal military. That's right, the judicial branch of any state's government must protect its citizens from the yellow fringe flag. If your state supreme court is flying a yellow fringe flag (and it is), then you must confess that it is no longer protecting you from the flag it is flying. 
Proof #3: Lawyers are "Officers of the Court" and yet they can serve in the Legislative and Executive branches of government. There is no separation of powers. Almost all courts are within the legislative branch, not the judicial branch. 

I said "almost all" because there is one courtroom in your State's Supreme Court building which probably hasn't been used since the early 1940's. It has a real U.S. flag on the wall, not on a staff (authority that raised up from the land, not from the sea). Its justice is not available to PERSONS. The entire authority of the state rests in this empty courtroom, ready for a remnant to awaken it. (Aside: Throughout the history of your once great nation, more than two million men, [with a duty to defend the Constitution against ALL enemies, foreign and DOMESTIC] have marched off to secure the blessings of liberty to their as-yet-unborn posterity, never to return home. It behooves you to preserve whatever blessings of liberty remain. Don't spit on their graves by flippantly discarding what they preserved.) 
Proof #4: Federal and State Constitutions existed prior to the existence of bar attorneys (the American Bar Association was born in 1878 in Saratoga Springs, N.Y.), yet you cannot get the non-bar "Assistance of Counsel" guaranteed by the 6th Amendment. In fact, an attorney cannot represent an ordinary citizen. The practice of law is an occupation of common right (meaning anyone can practice law) according to Sims v. Ahrens, 271 SW 720 in 1925. And according to the U.S. Supreme Court in Schware v. Board of Examiners, 353 US 238, 239 attorneys cannot represent any private citizen nor any business because a state cannot license the practice of law. Everything is backwards for enfranchised persons. If you enlisted into the government, then you are prohibited from a non-bar attorney guaranteed by the 6th Amendment. Again: a licensed attorney cannot represent private people and a non-licensed attorney cannot represent public persons. Which kind are you? How do you suppose you enlisted?


You are considered legally incompetent. A judge will tell you to retain competent counsel. Like a child, you are under a legal incapacity and must be represented. There are many advantages to remaining incompetent. Others will manage your affairs. You can receive benefits such as Social Security. And, you can only go to jail when a lawyer wants to punish you. Like a child being given "time out." Here is proof: 

The Supreme Court in a 1972 case Argersinger v. Hamlin, 407 US 25, ruled: 

"Absent a knowing and intelligent waiver, no person may be imprisoned for ANY offense, whether classified as petty, misdemeanor, or felony, unless he was represented by counsel at his trial."

That's right! A Roman officer cannot bind (arrest) a Roman citizen. Acts 22:29. 

I don't know about other states, by in my state there is a law that made the Bar Association an Agency of the state in 1933. The Cannon of Ethics prohibits any lawyer who is an agent of the plaintiff from representing the defendant. That's right! A lawyer would instantly loose his license if he were to claim to represent a private citizen in any proceeding brought by the state. 

The US Supreme Court in the 1793 case Chisholm v. Georgia, 2 Dall. 440 confirmed that the law profession was corrupted in ancient times: "The rude and degrading league between the bar and feudal barbarism was not yet formed." 

Let him who has wisdom calculate. Bar = barbarism. 


Proof #5: A lawyer cannot claim that you have rights. U.S. v. Johnson, 76 F. Supp. 538 is a 1947 case where: 

a defendant "... indicated he was standing upon the right of a lawyer not to disclose the confidential communications of his clients." 

"Likewise, he claims that the judge before whom the matter was heard, assured him that his rights would be protected and lead him to believe that he would be immune from prosecution." 


He lost his case and Appealed. The Appeals Court determined: 

"The privilege against self-incrimination is neither accorded to the passive resistant, nor the person who is ignorant of his rights, nor to one indifferent therein. It is a fighting clause. Its benefits can be retained only by sustained combat. It cannot be claimed by attorney or solicitor. It is valid only when insisted upon by a belligerent claimant in person."

Now read that again and notice "It cannot be claimed by attorney ..." That's right! An attorney cannot go into a courtroom and claim that you have rights. 
Proof #6: Read the 1988 Judicial Improvements Act, Public Law 100-702 (102 Stat. 4672). Section 297(a) allows federal judges to serve in state courts. (It is interesting to note that Title 28 U.S. Code, Section 297(b) refers to "states" as "countries"). If there were judicial branches in any state, this could not happen. How did we go from a Supreme Court decision in the Mulligan case, that state courts must protect their citizens from your Federal Government, to a law that allows federal judges to sit in state courts? Answer: Your nation has been surrendered. 
Proof #7: Your nation was settled by persecuted Christians who risked death to establish a nation where they could live Biblical lives, where God's commandments prohibit bearing false witness, where civil authority must punish those who bear false witness per Deuteronomy 19:18-19, where, historically, sworn testimony was taken when placing your hand on a Bible, where now the Supreme Court determined on March 7, 1983 in Briscoe v. Lahue, No. 81-1404, that police cannot be punished for giving perjured testimony that convicts someone. Did you authorize your servants to lie? Can anyone be safe in such a system? Do you want your nation back? 
Proof #8: Back when states were states, we had a system of justice where you had a right to a jury of your peers. A jury of your peers is a jury of 12 people who know you, see Appendix F.


Now that you know lawyers have forced you to take oaths to their gods, and forced you to deny God's dominion here on earth, you can now appreciate what Christ said in Luke 11:52 "Woe unto you lawyers for ye have taken away the key of knowledge; ye entered not in yourselves, and them that were entering in ye hindered." And also in Matt 23:13,33 (NIV) "You shut the kingdom of heaven in men's faces. You yourselves do not enter, nor will you let those enter who are trying to ... How will you escape being condemned to hell?" Did you read that right? Did Christ lie, or are lawyers condemned to hell? See John 8:44. [Again I've underlined the word "enter," so that you understand the voluntary citizenship issue]. 

"They promise them freedom, while they themselves are slaves ..." 2nd Peter 2:19 (NIV) 
Proof #9: The "Acts" of Congress cannot be copyrighted, and the "Acts" of the Courts cannot be copyrighted, yet all legal citations refer to copyrighted law books. If you make the mistake in court, just once, of referring to one of their copyrighted law book, then you just granted "in rem" jurisdiction. 
Proof #10. The "Summary Judgement" rule enforces the pagan maxim that "he who refuses to fight must lose." If you don't respond to the specifics of the accusation, then you are automatically guilty. Because of this automatic guilt: 

You are forced against your will to fight your neighbor or lose whatever they want to take. 

You are a pawn. You are put on a dueling field and forced to fight. This is a form (forum) of entertainment for your Roman occupation forces. The same adversarial traditions that fed Christians to the Lions still entertain these anti-Christs. Their own Gladiators went to their deaths to entertain the bloodlusts of these black robed Latin speaking priests. 

Jesus gave us an example to follow when we are confronted with this Summary Judgement rule. Jesus Christ remained silent at his arraignment before Pilate (Matt 27:14, Mark 15:3-5). This is referred to by Christians as the good confession (1st Tim 6:13). Also see Mark 14:61. 

Jesus Christ said in Matt 5:25 and Luke 12:58 that you are to agree with your adversary least they deliver you to the judge. 

1st Corinthians 6:5-6: "Shame ... to go to law against another ... in front of unbelievers. Why not rather be wronged?" 

Traditionally, according to the Bible, justice was served when a thief made fourfold restitution. Why then did Jesus Christ say in Luke 6:30 that if anyone takes what is yours you must not demand restitution? Why did the same unchanging Jesus that warned us to judge not least ye be judged (in Matt7:1-2 while speaking to the multitudes) also tell us to judge righteous judgement (in John 7:24 while speaking in the temple)? Why are we told not to judge our brother (Romans 14:10) yet the least esteemed in the Church are to make judgements (1st Corinthians 6:4)? Could it be that there are two court systems? One under Roman law and one under Christian law? Could it be that we are not to participate with evil? Now that you understand the alternative: Why not rather be wronged? 

Early Christians did not ask for restitution. The few that did were harshly admonished. Example: 1st Corinthians 6:7: (NIV) "The very fact that you have lawsuits among you means you have been completely defeated already." 

Is your court system for Christ or is it "Anti Christ"? 

2nd Samuel 23:3 (King James Version) "... He that ruleth over men must be just, ruling in the fear of God." 

According to "Occult Symbols" by Dr. Cathy Burns, "The Law of Karma has been symbolized by the Scales of Justice." 

Can a Judge be a Christian? (Answer: Matt 7:1-2, Luke 6:37, Romans 2:1, Romans 14:4,10, 1st Cor 4:5, etc.) 

Jesus Christ said in Matt 5:34 that Christians cannot swear oaths, and in Verse 37 - that any testimony beyond a "yes" or "no" answer is evil. Is you local court for Christ or is it Anti Christ? 

In your once great nation there was a time when an oath to God put an END to all argument. Hebrews 6:16. Is this court rule available to you in your local courtroom? 

According to all Encyclopedias, an oath is always a religious ceremony. Does your court require separation of their church from their state or does your court prohibit separation of their church from their state? In their courts, you no longer place your left hand on a Bible while saluting the black robed priest with your right hand. I see this as worshiping of a false god.

