r | Ensminger was trying to establish that he had the highest title and mmﬁ

< that(it did(ot/have/jurisdiction)on the title issue/as it'refused/folconvene as a court

ETL}? law.)

2. The order, on the second page, contains the phrase “.. thefacis{o __Ihe'(co:_ms\
(originall jurisdiciion jfexclusive to 1he people)did (speak,) and (:fvas%placed)\)_@-w
(evidence."[By(quoting)this statement)from the decision of the COMMON LAW i/}f

COURT, the court of the people, the(Tenth Circuitdco JFecognized ¥he(decision;)
venue and jurisdiction’o COMMON LAW COURTV

3. Most important is to follow the asterisk behind the ORDER AND
JUDGMENT? to the bottom of the first page to read the statement to which it
refers. It saysﬁl_‘}nﬁﬁrdﬁand judgmen@isﬁot binding) precedent, er:erthc
(doctrines of(law of the case,fres judicara,)and collateral_estoppel.) (Emphasis

~ added)/This'means at it is¢binding precedent)for(res judicat Ywhichfimeans)thatit)
haurt of competent jurisdictionkand jcollateral
which/means)the(opponent cannof bring it up aearm

What(court of competent jurr‘sﬁ:‘c?i_on]m;de a decision? The only court involved)
in this case that made any kind of decision Wasjth€ Common Law ffoun;ﬂ_h%
(courtjdismissed)for lack of jurisdiction and the Tenth Circuit affirmed. herefore,) the Z/?

doctrine of 7es judicatalin this case (Could (only @pplyitothe/ Common Law Courty
Since the Common Law Court/kannotlbe reviewed,}the/Tenth Circuit®ould(hot
state) that (they (affirmed) that decision. (All they could do'was) to (affirm the(District

couit’s/ dismissalJfor(lack of un’sdiction;y quoting from the Common Law

Court’s decision and(establishing that/res judicataiexists; the( Tenth Circuit has agreed)
(withythe(Common Law Court.XThe People Have Spoken/{The(implications)of thisare>

truly(astounding]

Mr. Ensminger is now in the process of going back to the state court with the

Common Law Court decision to remove the case from them and render their judgment
null and void. : L

\I

To add to the validity of this understanding of the Tenth Circuit decision it is
important to note that there have beencother successesiinco ing)thi :

3(judicial noticejto)the (other courts,) and removing) these

Common Law Cour}. In one such case, James A( Ellic (
Court)for the Western District of Oklahoma, the ankruptcy court wi

Common Law Court’secisionjand(rdered )that Mr.(Ellio receiveiall)of his(prop
back évenlthoughit had been sold and aken from his possessiony &

—

It is clear that, as more people become involved with the Common Law Court

T e ot A Tt — i ; LA,
—and more cases are heard, we will Secymore and(more(Success)in being able to(remove
(ourselves (from )the oppression and tyranny of the de facto )

{ 1S, “gyst
FimIy establish the aulhorityoFihe paspleih e
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