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THE CONSTITUTION PROSCRIBES (OUTLAWS) TAXATION 
Friends, We greet you. 

Enjoy the eleven pages which follow. They give you firstly, the constitutional legal 

position; secondly, the secular moral aspects of Common Law which proscribe 

Taxation; and thirdly… you will be reminded of the unalterable facts of life and law 

which make Personal Taxation a Government Felony according to a fundamental 

commandment (i.e., rule of action) not only of secular, democratic Common Law, but 

also of all religio-cultural civilisation. 

Our last Circular deliberated on the Constitution’s Articles of Common Law Ten and 

Eleven which recognise the Prohibition of the Crime of Usury (the lending of money 

or assets at interest), and in addition, the bank-owners’ flagitious Crime of Fraud that is 

Fractional Reserve Lending.  

This Circular provides complementary explanation about how and why our 

world-respected, 1215 Great Charter Constitution Magna Carta proscribes (outlaws) 

personal TAXATION as crime per se.  

The worst malefactors are those who commit (or are accomplice to) the greatest 

crimes—and, let the appalling fact be faced, all the greatest crimes known to man have 

been and are being committed by, or in the name of, government—be it ‘religious’ or 

secular. So, let us keep in mind the very purpose of proper Constitutions and their 

Trial by Jury, which is to regulate
1
 society, to guide and govern government, to 

eradicate totally and redress such arbitrary governance as may exist, and thereafter 

preclude its recurrence. 
1 Ref. U.S. Constitution’s co-author, President James Madison: see The Publius Fallacy of 

Number Ten, Chapter Two of DEMOCRACY DEFINED: The Manifesto ISBN 978-1902848280   

Lawyer James Madison was an ardent advocate of Common Law Trial by Jury. 

For ease of reading, this Circular comes as a PDF attachment. See as follows. 

http://www.democracydefined.org/
mailto:campaign@democracydefined.org
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TRIAL BY JURY’S CONTRIBUTION TO THE DEVELOPMENT OF HUMAN CULTURE. 

Trial by Jury is an anti-racist, anti-sectarian, egalitarian measure, which militates 

on behalf of good against evil. Where properly practised, Trial by Jury envelops the 

entire adult population, cultivating and propagating those higher human concepts of 

natural justice, truth, social responsibility, liberty and equity essential to civilisation, 

progress and the ongoing development of human cultures. 

As a cause, Trial by Jury gives rise to far-reaching beneficial effects, creating a 

salutary ethos absent in societies bereft of this uniquely just process. Examples: in Trials 

by Jury, the disgraceful enforcement of bad laws is terminated; the people assume 

responsibility for preserving their rights, possessions and liberties, and protecting 

themselves and their society by punishing and deterring acts of injustice and malice 

aforethought. (Apart from lunatics, the infirm and aged, and convicted criminals), 

according to common law all adults are eligible to serve as jurors (no property 

‘qualifications’). From childhood, every person in a democracy is profoundly affected 

by this healthy culture. Crime is rare in the society where the citizen is brought up 

knowing that justice is the duty of, and equally available to, every adult. 

Within a Constitutional Democracy (that is, a system of government controlled by 

the Hellenic Athenian and traditional European-Anglo-American type of constitution 

incorporating and based on the Trial by Jury, be it in a republic or the constitutional 

symbolic monarchy), it is the unalterable duty of government to uphold people’s 

sovereign right to seek their own individually-defined self-fulfilment. Trial by Jury 

alone ensures that the government is controlled and society arranged so as to guarantee 

every innocent citizen unmolested tranquillity of existence and the pursuit of happiness. 

TRIAL BY JURY WAS ALSO INTENDED TO PROTECT PEOPLE FROM 

THE SPECTRE OF TAXATION AND INVOLVEMENT IN WARS OF AGGRESSION. 

Without restriction, freemen possessed and bore arms. As security and a social 

obligation to preserve law and order, they accepted that providing themselves with 

weapons suitable for close combat was a necessity. The freemen were bound by their 

feudal tenure (but could refuse the duty) to assist as jurors in the dispensation of justice*. 
*See Mirror of Justices; pp. 7-8; and see Blackstone, Vol. 3, pp. 32-3. 

Note that the latter-day ‘in-group’ epithet, ‘Free Man of the City of London’, i.e., 

the financial district, is not to be confused with mediaeval feudal society, nor with 

common law extant in 1215. 

Tenancy of productive land was the right of every freeman, until all the available 

land was taken. In addition to rendering produce-in-kind, military service was 

obligatory as a form of rent in an exchange for tenancy. It was in effect what we 

would nowadays call ‘national service’, because it was for protection of the realm in 

which everyone without exception had a stake. It provided only for actions in 

defence of the country, requiring the individual’s acquisition of close combat 

weapons, acquiring skill in their use, and reporting for duty when called. 

For ransoms of persons seized when overseas, resources were required and hence 

the raising of funds by taxation specifically for those purposes was generally 

expected, popular, approved, and paid by the population. This did not apply to the 

taking of offensive measures such as acquisitive expeditions to invade foreign parts. 

From these circumstances derived a general disincentive for wars of aggression, 
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because firstly, taxes would have to be approved by councils of the nobility who 

would themselves be adversely affected by the tax; and secondly, wars would require 

the assent and full cooperation of the population of armed freemen themselves, who 

would have to bear both the tax and the brunt of armed conflict.  

To take place, military campaigns required a truly heartfelt grievance to be shared 

amongst more or less the whole populace, such as the invasion of England to displace 

the man Normans considered Harold the Usurper. William claimed prior right to 

accession (dubiously in fact, as he was a bastard). This indicates to us today that 

voluntary funding by the population of adequate defence expenditures can be expected 

under a re-introduction of voluntary taxation. This would be forthcoming following 

Restoration; see sections to follow. The people knew then what we all should know 

and teach others today: when common law Trial by Jury is upheld, it is the means by 

which the reputation, life, liberty and property of people are truly protected, and the 

predatory ambitions of politicians or aspiring demagogues are annihilated. 

Normans, Anglo-Saxons, Franks, Danes and all the European peoples had the 

right and power to dethrone their leaders and forbade them from levying taxes. See 

‘Discourse Concerning the Laws and Government of England,’ on The Constitution 

of England, by Scotsman Gilbert Stuart, LL.D., historian of note. 

“The Saxons brought along with them into Britain their own customs, language 

and civil institutions. Free in Germany, they renounced not their independence 

when they had conquered. Proud from victory and with their swords in their hands, 

would they surrender their liberties to a private man? Would temporary leaders, 

limited in their powers and unprovided in resources, ever think to usurp an authority 

over warriors, who considered themselves as their equals, were impatient of control, 

and attached with devoted zeal to their privileges? Or, would they find leisure to 

form resolutions, or opportunities to put them in practice, amidst the tumult and 

confusion of those fierce and bloody wars which their nations first waged with the 

Britons, and then engaged in among themselves? Sufficiently flattered in leading the 

armies of their countrymen, the ambition of commanders could as little suggest such 

designs, as the liberty of the people could submit to them. The conquerors of Britain 

retained their independence; and this island saw itself again in that free state in 

which the Roman arms had discovered it.” 
Stuart’s ‘Historical Dissertation on the Antiquity of the English Constitution,’ p. 59.  

“The same firmness of character, and generosity of manners, which, in 

general, distinguished the Germans, were possessed in an eminent degree by the 

Saxons; and while we endeavour to unfold their political institutions, we must 

perpetually turn our observation to that masterly picture in which the Roman 

historian has described these nations. In the woods of Germany shall we find the 

principles which directed the state of land, in the different kingdoms of Europe; 

and there shall we find the foundation of those ranks of men, and of those civil 

arrangements, which the barbarians everywhere established; and which the 

English alone have had the good fortune or the spirit, to preserve.” 
Ibid. 

“Kings they respected as the first magistrates of the state; but the authority 

possessed by them was narrow and limited.”  
Ibid., p. 134. 
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 “Did he (the king) at any time relax his activity and martial ardour, did he 

employ his abilities to the prejudice of his nation, or fancy he was superior to the 

laws; the same power which raised him to honour, humbled and degraded him. The 

customs and councils of his country pointed out to him his duty; and if he infringed 

on the former, or disobeyed the latter, a fierce people set aside his authority.” 
Ibid., p. 136. 

 “His long hair was the only ornament he affected, and to be foremost to attack 

an enemy was his chief distinction. Engaged in every hazardous expedition, he was 

a stranger to repose; and, rivalled by half the heroes of his tribe, he could obtain 

little power. Anxious and watchful for the public interest, he felt every moment his 

dependence, and gave proofs of his submission. He attended the general assembly 

of his nation, and was allowed the privilege to harangue it first; but the arts of 

persuasion, though known and respected by a rude people, were unequally opposed 

to the prejudices and passions of men.” 
Ibid., p. 136. 

“The authority of a Saxon monarch was not more considerable. The Saxons 

submitted not to the arbitrary rule of princes. They administered an oath to their 

sovereigns, which bound them to acknowledge the laws, and to defend the rights of 

the church and people; and if they forgot this obligation, they forfeited their office. 

In both countries, a price was affixed on kings, a fine expiated their murder, as 

well as that of the meanest citizen; and the smallest violation of ancient usage, or 

the least step towards tyranny, was always dangerous, and often fatal to them.” 

“They [monarchs; rulers] were not allowed to impose taxes on the kingdom.” 
Ibid., see p.139/146. 

In the Preface to his History of England, Paul Rapin de Thoyras points out: 

“There are but two things the Saxons did not think proper to trust their kings 

with; for, being of like passions with other men, they might very possibly abuse 

them; namely, the power of changing the laws* enacted by consent of king and 

people*; and the power of raising taxes at pleasure.” 

*These are the laws expressed as the 1215 Great Charter’s Articles agreed 

between the people and their chosen head of state to form the permanent English 

Constitution; specifically, Legem terræ, the Law of the Land; the Preamble and 

Articles of common law. 

“From these two articles sprang numberless branches concerning the liberty 

and property of the subject, which the king cannot touch without breaking the 

constitution, and they are the distinguishing character of the English monarchy. 

The prerogatives of the crown, and the rights and privileges of the people, flowing 

from the two fore-mentioned articles, are the ground of all the laws that from time 

to time have been made by unanimous consent of king and people.” 

“English government consists in the strict union of the king’s prerogatives with 

the people’s liberties. But when kings arose, as some there were, who aimed at 

absolute power, by changing the old and making new laws at pleasure; 

by imposing illegal taxes on the people; this excellent government being, in a 

manner, dissolved by these destructive measures, confusion and civil wars ensued, 

which some very wrongly ascribe to the fickle and restless temper of the English.” 
See de Thoyras, History of England. 
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THE PEACEFUL AND ONLY WAY TO DISARM DESPOTS. 

The peaceful and only effective way to disarm despots has two components: 

Firstly, legislative denial of funds (tax) and government borrowing (needed to recruit 

armies of police to suppress the people, and professional armies, de facto 

mercenaries, to wage illegal Wars of Aggression, mere pre-emptive and retaliatory 

capability for deterrence of aggression being sufficient); and, secondly, maintenance 

ad infinitum of the right of all adult citizens to be the judges of the laws and causes in 

Trial by Jury; this latter second item being the guarantee of the first and former.  
These principles require Universal Adoption and implementation for the peace and progress of human civilisation. 

Similarly to attempts at general taxation, forced conscription into unpopular wars 

could not have achieved unanimity for their enforcement within the context of a Trial by 

Jury in which ordinary freemen citizens were the judges of both the law and the facts. 

Laws were only regarded as enforceable if they carried the weight of fairness and public 

approval with them to the extent of Unanimity. Consider Thomas Jefferson’s words, 

“No man has a natural right to commit aggression on the equal rights of 

another, and this is all from which the laws ought to restrain him.” 
See Writings of Thomas Jefferson, ed. H.A. Washington, Lippincotts, Philadelphia. 

A government which claims to represent the people cannot acquire or legislate 

to itself ‘legal authority’ to perform such illegitimate coercive acts as are 

disallowed to individual citizens. As a politician, Jefferson lived up to the beliefs he 

expressed as a private citizen. Coming to office in a society which had spent much in 

blood, tears and money ridding itself of the wicked, primitive oppression of coercive 

taxation, President Jefferson abolished all federal taxation on U.S. citizens. For nigh on 

eighty years, the U.S. federal government had no direct internal taxation. 
Regarding compulsory taxation, George Washington, then a British citizen, was 

unequivocal. To this very day, his view castigates the illegal U.S. and British system 

of personal taxation. In a letter to Lord Bryan Fairfax
1
 in July, 1774, he wrote,  

“The Parliament of Great Britain hath no more Right to put their hands into my 

Pocket without my consent, than I have to put my hands into yours, for money.” 
1 See under Washington in Bibliography for Note on Fairfax. 

No group of persons calling themselves ‘government’ have any right to ‘assume’ a 

person’s consent to part with his or her purse any more than the ‘mugger’. Taxation is one 

of the criterial factors applicable for differentiating democracy from despotism. It is an 

abuse of the term democracy to apply it to any society which compulsorily taxes people 

but disallows the citizen-juror from judging on the justice of the law at Trial by Jury. It is 

also anti-democratic to impose compulsory taxation and then use the funds for any 

purpose of which the person taxed does not approve. However modern in appearance, 

such a state is primitive and definitively illegal: a judicable tyranny as of old. 

JUSTICE IS THE OBJECT OF GOVERNMENT. 

Legitimate government is established voluntarily by the masses to protect the 

weak from abuse by the strong. Justice is the object of government. This is the 

principal justification for the rule of law.  

Legitimate government has no justifiable pretext whatever to fear the juror’s veto 

from members of the weaker or minority groups. Small groups have the utmost 

motivation to support and maintain just government for their own protection; at least as 

much as or more than majority factions. 
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“The moment the idea is admitted into society that property is not as sacred as 

the laws of God, and that there is no force of law and public justice to protect it, 

anarchy and tyranny commence. Property must be secured or liberty cannot exist.”
1
 

1 See Works by President John Adams, Ed. Charles F. Adams. Also see George Sutherland, Associate 

Justice of the United States Supreme Court, 1921, quoted on p.214, Chapter Six. 

It is only under laws which obtain the consent of all people that civil peace, 

safety, a generally crime-free environment and a tranquil society can be established. 

Because parliamentary or congressional ‘representatives’ are elected does not mean 

that legislatorial majorities can assume ‘consent’ for their laws from dissenting 

minorities. Under no circumstances can consent to taxation simply be ‘assumed’. 

This is so for many good reasons. 

To begin with, no one can be presumed to have given their consent to be taxed for 

any projected expenditure of their money by the state unless they are willing to enforce 

the said law by which the tax is raised, at Trials by Jury. Presumption of people’s consent 

to be taxed for the maintenance of laws is absurd when they cannot be relied on to 

enforce those laws. Thus, they cannot simply be presumed to have consented to be taxed. 

So, rather than maintain a real democracy, modern governments’ illegitimate answer is 

simply to block the proper working of the Constitutional Trial by Jury Justice System 

and stop juries from annulling the politicians’ bad laws. Once begun, this criminal 

courtroom modus operandi encourages the passage of more unjust laws, entrenching 

despotism and ruining innocent people’s lives. Hence, administrations are required to 

enact legislation acceptable to the entire people, which, in turn, denies government of any 

legitimacy to tax people without their consent. This also entails that a real sense of equal 

justice be plainly expressed from the initial draft of every law, onwards. 

If governments are not subjected to the Will of the People through the Trial by 

Jury system of equal justice, then, with government politicians also being military 

leaders having control of police and armed services, they can and do impose their 

will in negative ways on the very people whose interests they are supposed to 

protect. If, as opposed to voluntary taxation, government is allowed to have the 

power to impose taxes, there are no limits to its power to tyrannise its own people 

and even make war upon them, in addition to conscripting men and women to wage 

political wars of conquest and aggression against others. Such an unconstrained 

government can borrow to indebt the population to an immoderate degree, enslaving 

generations-to-come to continuous taxation for repayments. By contrast, an elected, 

short-term politico-military leader dependent on voluntary contributions and subject 

to legem terræ, is forced into being a democratic servant and protector of the people 

in return for finance. This holds the official to the duties of defence of the people: to 

protect them; to uphold their liberty, the Constitution and Trial by Jury. 

No government may consider itself legal or democratic unless it governs, firstly, 

without inflicting injustice on anyone; and secondly, equally, for the benefit of all. 

A government which cannot work within those parameters of natural law and natural 

justice, and governs instead without consent, is self-evidently undeserving of support 

—let alone to be trusted with people’s money! Such a government will be certain to 

use violence to enforce oppression; undertake criminal enterprises; wage Wars of 

Aggression; restrain dissent; and introduce censorship on free speech and expression 

(‘political correctness’, to parley in quasi-Orwellian doublespeak).  
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In short, to shore up its régime, such a government will use the people’s resources 

against them. Continuing to put one’s trust in that state now, which already 

illegitimately coerces people into providing it with money, invites the nightmare of 

governments using the money to intensify miseducation and propaganda to entrench 

statist power further, facilitating extreme suppression of freedom and equal justice. 

The situation has evolved to expose the fundamental flaw in, “no taxation without 

representation,” the slogan often associated with the British New World colonists’ 

revolution (ref. Chapter Six on Franklin, Colonial Scrip and the real reason for the War). 

The greater the taxpayer or corporation, the greater their ability to achieve 

representation, lobbying and protection of their financial interests, to the inequitably 

unlawful negation of the interests of others. We witness this behaviour constantly today.  

Rather than the British colonists’ inadequate slogan, the guiding moral and legal 

principle is: “No taxation without consent;” for to take a person’s property, goods 

or money without his or her express consent is Robbery
1
. Even when it is done by 

government, theft is still theft. When government adds menaces to the theft, that is to 

say, threat of penalisation, punitive enforcement, dispossession, fines and/or 

incarceration for non-payment, the crime of theft definitively becomes robbery. 
1 See ‘TRIAL BY JURY: Its History, True Purpose and Modern Relevance,’ ISBN 9781902848723. 

Further to the taking of a man’s money without his consent being theft, to assume 

consent where no positive consent has been given (and has not been actively 

demonstrated to have been given), does not alter the fact that the taking of his money is 

still thieving. The position held by all our Western Constitutions, Australian, United 

States, Canadian, Irish, etc., and by Common Law, is that fiscal legislation installing 

compulsory personal taxation is illegal and such ‘acts’ constitute malicious judicable 

crime per se. It could hardly be otherwise! “Thou shalt not steal” has always been and 

remains in perpetuity a Prime Tenet of Common Law in all societies aspiring to 

description as ‘civilised’, sine qua non. Assumption by the government—however 

persuasively argued—affords neither moral nor legal justification for theft or robbery.  

It is not to be supposed that a randomly selected jury reflecting the interests and 

attitudes of ordinary citizens would ever voluntarily and unanimously enforce a tax 

law upon people who conscientiously objected to donating any part of their hard-

earned resources towards fulfilment of the ambitions of unscrupulous rulers. Nor 

would unanimity amongst juries be found for forcing people to make donations to 

schemes of which they do not approve, or do not wish, for whatever reason, to support. 

Taxing men and women for the support of projects undertaken by law on 

the assumption that they are in favour of the laws, but at the same time not 

allowing them the right as jurors to judge the justice of the laws they are called 

on to enforce on the assumption that they might be opposed to the laws, is an 

utterly malicious, judicable government self-contradiction.  
It is unjust and a criminal act to tax folk by force. It is especially despicable when 

government justices make taxpayers ‘ineligible’ (voir dire) to serve on juries if they 

show an awareness that they have the power and duty to judge on the justice of the 

laws and should refuse to enforce (would annul) any laws they deem unfair or with 

which they disagree, for whatever reason. 



CONSTITUTION AND COMMON LAW PROSCRIBE TAXATION 

8 
Subject matter from DEMOCRACY DEFINED: The Manifesto ISBN 978-1902848280 

Likewise, to restrain all tyrannical inclinations within administrative government, 

the Trial by Jury must be available for its use in private prosecutions of functionaries 

of the state who would enforce, or seek to enforce, unjust and apocryphal laws.  

If some people wish to be taxed for a given project, or for government to spend 

on their behalf, let them do so. That is their choice. However, it is always unjust and 

illegal at common law to force anyone by law, an individual, a minority or the whole 

population, to pay tax. An obvious solution involves government providing separate 

programs which persons may or may not choose to support. Yet, this is voluntary 

taxation. It requires the contributor’s consent be given freely before any tax 

remittance is made to government. Even so, many a private charity or competing 

program may be preferable and better run. 

Lawyer Lysander Spooner summarises the situation: 

“If the government can take a man’s money without his consent, there is no 

limit to the additional tyranny it may practice upon him; for, with his money, it can 

hire soldiers (police) to stand over him, keep him in subjection, plunder him at will, 

and kill him if he resists. Governments always will do this, as they everywhere and 

always have done it, except where the Common Law principle has been 

established. It is therefore a first principle, a veritable sine qua non of political 

freedom, that a man can be taxed only by his personal consent. The establishment 

of this principle with trial by jury insures freedom of course.” 

“Trial by the country [i.e. Trial by Jury] and, no taxation without consent, were 

the two pillars of English liberty and were the First Principles of the Common 

Law. They mutually sustain each other. Without both, no people have any 

guarantee for their freedom; with both no people can be otherwise than free.”* 

*Of course, real Trial by Jury is the guarantee of voluntary taxation, not vice versa. 

Voluntary taxation, liberty, equal justice and peace depend on having Trial by Jury restored 

by Act and fully implemented; see The Restoration Amendment (statute), pp. 247-254. 

ANOTHER REASON WHY GOVERNMENTS 

MAY NOT INTERVENE IN THE CONSTITUTION. 
A constitution establishes the method by which the whole people voluntarily agree 

to form and maintain their government. The compact (or contract) is mutually binding on 

the administrative government and the entire citizenry. Contravention or infraction of the 

Constitution by government disengages the citizens from all legal obligation to support or 

obey such a government. Rather, the people are obliged to restore legitimacy to the 

administration, taking all necessary measures as prescribed by common law Article 61. 

A minority group would hardly be expected voluntarily to enforce laws of which 

it disapproves or deems prejudicial to its legitimate interests. So, to be inclusive of 

everyone, all parties to the compact must have the veto; the equal power and right to 

reject (annul) all legislation which they consider is contrary to their interests. This 

situation necessitates that Trial by Jury be implemented as the means by which 

government can be held to the principles, spirit and letter of the Constitution. It 

comprises another reason why governments may not intervene in the Constitution 

(by judges’ decisions or statutes). For, if people in government, judiciary or a 

legislatorial majority were allowed to alter or decide on the interpretation of the 

compact made, and then enforce it according to their own interpretation, they would, 

of course, have it authorise them to do whatever they wish. 
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Over the years, one has encountered people who, at first, find it hard to envision 

a well-ordered state run without compulsory personal taxation. It soon becomes 

obvious that this is because they have given hardly any thought to the subject.  

Today, apart from tax-dodging heads of banking and corporate multi-nationals—

the richest people in society—government taxes men and women remorselessly. 

No evasion is permitted. Despite having all the timeless morality and authority of 

their common law and Constitution to back them, our ‘dumbed-down’ folk prostrate 

themselves in mute, lifeless submission to unfair, illegal taxation. This is the abject 

condition of slavery. Unconditional submission is the act of a person who confesses 

himself subdued and enslaved. Such submission abets and encourages misrule; and 

entrenches the Illegality of the Status Quo. It is for this reason that dissent is 

appreciated as a true form of patriotism and caring for others; viz. Jefferson; p.133. 

As contemplation of the underlying truths yields a revelation which is acutely 

discomforting to people about their enslaved status under contemporary 

misgovernance (for which, incidentally, Restoration is the only peaceful solution), 

many a person does not like, initially, to dwell on the subject for long. Truth 

sometimes hurts. However, righteous indignation generally follows. A sense of 

justice and the intellect demand further reflection. Exemplified by the tyrannical, 

warmongering behaviour of modern governments, compulsory taxation must be 

abolished. Having considered the multiplicity of alternative compulsory tax and 

economic proposals, if humankind is to establish Equal Justice, a predominantly 

crime-free environment, accelerated progress, prosperity, and genuine Peace on 

Earth, in the final analysis people realise that there is no choice or alternative to the 

Common Law solution. There is every good reason to take common law to heart, and 

a cogent rationale to fear failure to adopt this Cause. 

In any case, transformed under common law, the economies and commerce of the 

world proffer boundless growth, employment and prosperity because, firstly, people 

are unbounded by taxation, and, secondly, because the issuance of interest-free 

currency and credit is mandated as the vital, exclusive responsibility of government 

(not private bankers), and remains always subject to the will and scrutiny of juries. The 

essential point to face is that, whether advocates of big government and statist power 

over the individual and society like it or not, societies can only be satisfactorily 

constructed upon legal and lawful premises—and there is NO just society but that one 

which is constituted on the natural, secular Trial by Jury Justice System 
1
. 

1 Ref. The Eternal Criterion of Justice, Chapter One. 

See the sections in Chapter Six on Keynes, Friedman, Successful Fiat Currencies, Benjamin Franklin, 

Abraham Lincoln, Usury and fraudulent Fractional Reserve Lending by bank-owners.  

Thus, it is seen how common law provides a framework for justice around which a 

legal society is constructed. That being the case, compulsory taxation must be utterly 

deracinated from the modus operandi of administrations. Politicians and bankers must 

learn to think in other ways which place justice and liberty above avarice and their 

self-interested ambition. The unalterable fact of life and law is that taking a person’s 

property or money without his or her consent is robbery. There are NO legitimate 

exceptions to this rule. It is a fundamental commandment of common law.  
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The supreme law prohibiting robbery comprises one of the parameters by which 

the justice and the legality of compulsory taxation are measured, found wanting and 

condemned to punitive prohibition. To re-establish government which is legitimate 

and democratic, we must first realise the inescapable fact that forcing people to part 

with their money against their will is a cardinal crime. 

So it is in matters of money, fiscality, that Common Law and Trial by Jury strike 

hardest to preclude the rule of tyrants and control the wayward inclinations of 

politicians. In the same way as re-emplacement of Trial by Jury as the only legal justice 

system curtailed the power of King John to tyrannise, tax at will, and held government 

functionaries to the rule of law according to the wishes of the people, so too today—or 

at any time or place—its Restoration enables ordinary citizens to deny governments 

the authority and the practical fiscal means to wage Wars of Aggression. 
Suddenly, following Restoration, the Common Law Justice System once more 

protected the people from John’s depredations by restoring to them the means for 

them to judge and punish acts by government judges who had previously enforced 

the monarch’s wicked caprice. Now, the justices, his judges, were commoners 

vulnerable to prosecution by even the lowliest churl. Judges’ dispossessions and 

extortions were richly-rewarded services rendered to the terrorising king but which 

now made them likely to be found guilty in countless courts for their many 

abominable crimes. John’s judges were immediately chastened. Over at last was the 

anguish which wracks a country whenever the justice system is controlled by 

government judges as opposed to common law judges; the jury of randomly selected 

citizens. John was unable to raise funds by his usual methods of graft and threat 

through his appointed circuit justices’ courts. These especially included disseizin, 

wrongful dispossession of property; and demands that large bribes be paid by people 

before John would consent to their inheriting their property; and incessant seizures 

and ‘forfeitures’.* No longer could the justices risk being the government’s 

instruments of oppression.  
*Spooner gives archival examples of Norman monarchs’ institutionalised court corruption. 

See Trial by Jury ISBN 9781902848723.  

The common law principle shows the means for bringing about relative Peace on Earth. 
It places government as the servant of the people, not its ruler. The government acts 

as an agency which may provide services according to the will, wishes and voluntary 

funding of the people. It is not the owner of people’s private means and income. 

From this precept, one must use creative intelligence to form and finance appropriate 

administrations for the people. We do not speak of a Utopia, a ‘dream’ society. Not 

at all. We extol the functionality and practicality of the People’s Courts of Common 

Law Trial by Jury. For, just as common law prevails over statute, We the People may 

prevail over those criminals who profit from financing Wars, and their emplacing 

and backing of tyrannies
1
. Once the importance of this common law principle is 

understood by men and women, it becomes their privilege, blessing and task to 

ensure Restoration takes place. 
1 Ref. the sections on Bankers and the New World Order; and on fiscal matters, in Chapter Six. 

Readers, judges have resumed their corrupt role today in support of enforced 

taxation, anti-democratic laws and warmongering. Now that you know the effective, 

peaceful method for pre-empting Wars of Aggression and Crimes against Humanity 
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being committed by the corporate-government establishment, you may wish its 

implementation. If so, take up the cause and spread the word. 

There is no justification for forcing tax on people to pay for services which they do 

not utilise. For example, families which scrimp and save to help pay for their offspring 

to receive the type of education they desire, cannot then fairly be demanded to 

contribute more of their money towards another education system, as they are today. In 

the age of the Internet, many constructive possibilities become practicable. No one has 

to leave the comfort and security of their own abode to receive an education.  

Concerning parenting and the size of families, a return of Trial by Jury assures 

responsible attitudes are inculcated amongst the population by their equals. Likewise, 

annulment is secured of all domestic legislation instituting the Socratic and Platonic 

notions expressed in the United Nations’ Agendas (Twenty-One, Thirty and others) 

which deny the individual the right to have and be part of a family; and the right to 

own and dispose of property and artefacts. Homelife, families and the breeding of 

children being regulated and interfered with by officials of the state finds no 

legitimate place in a fair society. 

The natural law of self-interest comes into play: those who own the most will pay 

the most to protect it, although this does not oblige them to pay government for their 

protection by police and government (federal) courts. They may find other methods 

more amenable, efficient and answerable. Regular lotteries are a popular, proven 

way of raising funds voluntarily.  

Payment for private services through limited term binding contracts along the 

lines of insurance for health care is practical. Or payment at the point of use (e.g., 

infrastructure, electricity, water, communications, roads, rail, airlines, education) is 

the successful daily norm. Governments’ nationalised offerings have no such record. 

On the contrary, there is no valid economic argument or commercial justification for 

government providing services. The track record shows that since statist systems 

began taking people’s money from them for services, they have been consistently 

wasteful and inefficient; a severe counter to prosperity being spread fairly amongst 

the population.  

Bear in mind that income tax today only goes to pay usury, the interest on 

government borrowing from private banks. All usurious activity is not only a flagrant 

offence at common law (see Chapter Three), but government borrowing at interest 

from private banks is wholly unnecessary because government can (and will) return 

to the constitutionally legitimate and prescribed Common Law Economy Solution: 

A government treasury bank issues all legal tender and credit interest free into the 

economy, denying private banks this role, who currently undertake it and charge 

interest to the government (taxpayer) on all issuance.  
See the sections on Bankers and the New World Order; and on fiscal matters in Chapter Six. 

It never fails to gratify me when one observes the great good-heartedness residing 

within the characters of the population which is manifested in contributions of money 

donated continuously to private charities, and the funds raised for natural disaster 

emergencies; famines, earthquakes, floods and so on. Most people are today taxed to 

the hilt; the time spent working to earn the money which is appropriated compulsorily 

by government takes days of their working week before they have even begun to earn 

a penny for their own necessities. Many are stretched to the limit of real hardship 
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financially, yet still they respond generously in response to the needs of others. This 

phenomenon demonstrates that, even though folk can ill afford it, needy causes are 

nevertheless supported by the people.  

However, if there were no compulsory taxes, no income tax!—think how much 

more money people would have for such causes. So, in a society where there is no 

compulsory taxation, good causes which people realise need support find the 

required finance. This is the nub of the issue. Only good causes should be 

supported, and it is for the individual to decide whether a given cause is worthy of 

receiving his or her support and whether he or she is in a position to donate. The 

donation goes straight to funding the cause rather than to a central government 

bureaucracy which can squander or divert resources. Serious, deep-seated long-term 

domestic social problems nowadays remain unsolved by the statists’ ‘philosophy’ of 

state interventions to coerce money from people for it to be ‘redistributed’. These 

issues can all be solved philanthropically at the local level. Money can be found 

without compulsion for causes which are worthwhile in the common people’s view.  

The quality of life in their surrounding society becomes the concern of all when 

people have the ability, power, and money, to do something about it! However, this 

situation comes into being only because of the genuine empowerment of citizens in a 

democracy, realised through their having the prosecutory function of Trial by Jury 

with which to regulate personnel and the administration: the people rule. (Viz. 

Madison in Chapter Two.) The exigencies of self-interest and survival mean humans 

respond predictably. People will pay for what they need to protect themselves and 

achieve a satisfactory modus vivendi.  

A priori, the timeless message which the 1215 Great Charter Constitution sends 

to people down the generations is this: military leaders, governments, that is, those 

persons who have their hands on the means of waging war, must never also have the 

legal power to impose taxes. If, by whatever means, they have it now, it must be 

removed; and no one may thenceforth ever be exempt from subjection to the precepts 

of justice decided by the jury in Trial by Jury.  

Rather, politicians and people who have command over the military must be absolutely 

subject to the control of the people through the rule of law’s Trial by Jury Courts.  

“In short, government in practice would be brought to the necessity of a strict 

adherence to natural law and natural justice [i.e. the common law], instead of 

being, as it now is, a great battle in which avarice and ambition are constantly 

fighting for and obtaining advantages over the natural rights of mankind.”
1
  

1 See TRIAL BY JURY: Its History, True Purpose and Modern Relevance ISBN 9781902848723, by 

d’Oudney & Spooner; SRC Publishing, Ltd., London. 
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Kenn d’Oudney is the author of books and essays including the following: 
Kenn d’Oudney est auteur de livres et essais y compris les suivants: 

Kenn d’Oudney ist Autor von Büchern und Essays einschließlich der folgenden: 

DEMOCRACY DEFINED: The Manifesto ISBN 978-1902848280 
A Treatise for the Democracy Defined Restoration Campaign by 

Kenn d’Oudney. 

Augmented third edition with Addendum, extensive Bibliography and Index.  

Softback, 310 large-size (A4) pages. 

The word ‘democracy’ is widely abused and ‘defined’ incorrectly. 

This extensively researched book explains how components of 

Constitutional Democracy have been suppressed by malefic statist 

interventions to produce the modern decline and the Illegality of the 

Status Quo. It sheds light on how democracy involves a variety of 

far-reaching issues, including political assassinations; the Ætiology 

of Anti-Semitism; fraudulent fractional reserve lending banking practices; and the national 

issuance of interest-free currency and credit.  

The historical, legal and constitutional facts and quotations in this book establish the 

perennially subject and liable status of executive, legislature and judiciary to universal, 

timeless secular moral and legal tenets of Equity, and to cost-free private prosecutions at 

Constitutional Common Law Trial by Jury (Article Sixty-One). Exposes the fallacies of 

“constitutional” statutes, groups and individuals. Indispensable reading for anyone who 

wishes to uphold the West’s endangered, cherished heritage of Liberty and Equal Justice.  

DEMOCRACY DEFINED: The Manifesto reveals the theoretical and practical framework 

upon which the ideal human society is to be achieved: the best of all possible worlds.  

SRC Publishing Ltd., London, available from Amazon.co.uk Amazon.com.au & Amazon.com  

- REVIEWS OF THE ESSAYS UPON WHICH THIS BOOK IS BASED - 
“Thank you for your excellent work on Magna Carta. What a masterly exposition.” 
MAJOR JOHN GOURIET, Chairman, Defenders of the Realm; Battle for Britain Campaign 

supported by H.G. the Duke of Wellington; Edward Fox, OBE, and Frederick Forsyth, CBE. 

“I think it is certainly true that Keynesian economics, as put into practice, has handed 

the economic power of the West to a few men who now almost totally control it. 

Likewise, I agree that the trial by jury is an essential bulwark of democracy and justice 

against a bankers’ tyranny. I congratulate you on disseminating the above points.”  
HIS HON. PATRICK S.J. CARMACK, Esq. Producer, The Money Masters video documentary. 

“The d’Oudney analysis is as insightful as it is comprehensive. It will stand for years to 

come as the definitive critique of the European Constitution prepared by Giscard d’Estaing 

and others. I look forward to sharing the d’Oudney analysis with my colleagues.” 
HOWARD PHILLIPS, Founder, U.S. Constitution Party, three-time Presidential nominee; 

Chairman of the Conservative Caucus. 

“Superb. Should be read in every law school.” 
JOHN WALSH, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Author; Constitutional lawyer (U.S. & Australia). 

“What a magnificent article! (Madison and Democracy) I intend to incorporate 

parts of it into my speeches and writings.” 
PROFESSOR JULIAN HEICKLEN, Jury Rights Activist, National Coordinator, Tyranny Fighters. 

“Kenn d’Oudney is a brilliant writer and researcher when it comes to Democracy 

and Trial by Jury. The best source of common law is Kenn d’Oudney.” 
DR. JOHN WILSON, Jury Rights Activist; Co-Founder & Chairman, Australian Common Law Party. 

“Thanks, Kenn. I’ve circulated this.” 
SIMON RICHARDS, Campaign Director; The Freedom Association; Founded by John Gouriet; 

the Viscount de L’Isle, VC, KG, PC; Ross McWhirter and Norris McWhirter, CBE. 

https://www.amazon.co.uk/Democracy-Defined-Manifesto-Kenn-dOudney/dp/1902848284
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- MORE REVIEWS - 

“Your book is an absolute triumph! I now understand why the term ‘Lawful 

Rebellion’ grates with you. I genuinely believe that your book should be 

compulsory reading for every one of our elected representatives... not to mention our 

own supporters! So well done! Excellent book and a great source of reference.”  
JUSTIN WALKER, Campaign Coordinator, British Constitution Group. Amazon reviewer. 

“I bought a copy of your excellent book from Amazon and I am impressed by both 

size and content. Frankly I haven't been able to put it down. Every home should 

have one and not just every law school but every secondary school should have one 

in its curriculum. I particularly enjoyed the 'Traitors to the People' chapter. 

The whole book is a fascinating read, well done.” 
JOHN S., Swindon. (E-mail to DD.) 

“I am SO pleased that I’ve read this compelling book and that I now understand 

the true meaning of “Democracy.” Although it’s certainly not a novel, I found it as 

gripping as one. I had trouble putting it down. DEMOCRACY DEFINED: 

The Manifesto has opened my awareness dramatically.” 
CAL BUCK, West Bromwich, Amazon reviewer. 

“The Handbook for every person on the planet explaining True Law and Democracy.” 
KENNETH JOHNS, Amazon reviewer. 

“Excellent and well-written book on how the people in the so-called free world are not free. 

This is the missing education they should be teaching our children in school so they 

become enlightened on what’s really going on in this world.” 
ROBERT JOHN MONTAGUE, Amazon reviewer. 

“This is a MUST READ (probably the ONLY read you’ll need!) on democracy, Magna Carta, 

and Common Law. As I’ve made my way through it I discovered how much I didn’t know — 

and that drove me on. It is thorough and deep, but worth reading all 300 large pages 

slowly, word by word. Just reading it is changing me — and giving me increased courage 

to speak out when necessary. One of the books I had no hesitation in giving a 5-star rating. 

It was worth every penny of the (gulp!) £18.00. Yep. Every penny.” 
ANDREW SERCOMBE, Amazon reviewer. 

“A MUST READ. Enough is enough of all this treasonous outlawry. I cannot express enough 

the importance of everyone reading this book, this is the 2nd copy I’m purchasing. 

Thank you Mr. d’Oudney for collating meticulously all these historical evidential facts in one book.” 
DANTES DINIZ, Amazon reviewer. 

By going to Amazon on the link and clicking on ‘Look Inside’, you can check out the four 

Synoptical Reference Pages of Contents to see subject matter; and get a glimpse of the text. 
SRC Publishing Ltd., London, available from  

Amazon.co.uk & Amazon.com & Amazon.com.au 

Introduction to the Democracy Defined Campaign: 

The book DEMOCRACY DEFINED: The Manifesto ISBN 978-1902848280 sets out 

the Educational Campaign for Restoration of government by Trial by Jury; i.e., 

Restoration of the Constitutional rule of law, definitive of Democracy.  

The Manifesto includes the wording (six pages) of THE RESTORATION AMENDMENT (statute):  

THE POLITICAL PROGRAM FOR PATRIOTS AND INDEPENDENT CANDIDATES. 
Achieving parliamentary/congressional statutory installation of The Restoration Amendment is 

the object of the Democracy Defined Campaign. 

https://www.amazon.co.uk/Democracy-Defined-Manifesto-Kenn-dOudney/dp/1902848284
https://www.amazon.com/gp/product/1902848284/
https://www.amazon.com.au/Democracy-Defined-Manifesto-Kenn-DOudney/dp/1902848284/


 

 

Membership gratis (free).  See next page. 

CANNABIS: THE FACTS, HUMAN RIGHTS AND THE LAW, 

THE REPORT ISBN 9781902848303, by Kenn d’Oudney, co-

authored by Joanna d’Oudney; Foreword by a Nobel laureate 

former Official Adviser to the U.S. government; endorsed by a 

Professor of Physiology Fellow of the Royal Society, academics, 

doctors (of a variety of disciplines) and judges (U.S. & U.K.); 

Softback, 262 large-size A4 pages. 

 

SRC Publishing Ltd., London, available from Amazon.co.uk Amazon.com.au & Amazon.com  

IMPORTANT NOTICE 

RELEGALISATION, AMNESTY AND RESTITUTION. 

In South Africa, leader of the Dagga Party Jeremy Acton’s defence 

presentation of our legal-medical textbook Cannabis: The Facts, Human Rights 

and the Law, THE REPORT (current ISBN 978-1902848303) obtained referral 

to the Constitutional Court leading to that Court’s legalisation of personal 

cultivation and possession of cannabis for private use. In the concurrent case of 

“the dagga couple,” defendants Myrtle Clarke and Julian Stobbs presented 

THE REPORT stating that it forms the “reasoning” and “basis for the legal 

challenge” to prohibition legislation. Their charges were dropped at 

Magistrate’s Court pending outcome of the constitutional challenge—

subsequently successful.  

Thus it is seen how, when presented by defendants, THE REPORT can 

achieve dropped charges and relegalisation. 

THE REPORT collates and presents in a formal context, exonerative 

clinical documentary evidence of the expert official empirical (human use) 

studies conducted by world-respected research and academic institutions, 

exempting Cannabis Sativa from all criteria of legislative control (‘prohibition’). 

Moreover, THE REPORT establishes that the apocryphal ‘law’ is perjurious, 

itself results from venal ulterior motive, and is gravely damaging to individual 

and society. (See Synopsis which follows.) This obliges administrations 

everywhere to pass a simple legislative Amendment returning cannabis to its legal 

status before the introduction of legislative controls. 

– See REVIEWS and ENDORSEMENTS on next page. – 
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- REVIEWS - 

“You have done a splendid job of producing a comprehensive summary of the 

evidence documenting that the prohibition of the production, sale and use of 

cannabis is utterly unjustified and produces many harmful effects. Any impartial 

person reading your REPORT will almost certainly end up favouring 

the relegalisation of cannabis.” 
NOBEL LAUREATE PROFESSOR MILTON FRIEDMAN, Economics’ Adviser to U.S. 

government (Reagan Administration); Author, video and TV series writer and presenter; 

Senior Research Fellow, Hoover Institution on War, Revolution and Peace; Professor 

Emeritus, University of Chicago. 

“You represent a worthy part of the fight in many countries for the logical and 

beneficial use of cannabis. I thank you for that.” 
PROFESSOR PATRICK D. WALL, M.D., Author; Professor of Physiology, UMDS 

St. Thomas's (Teaching) Hospital, London; Fellow of the Royal Society; DM, FRCP. 

“You are to be congratulated on a work well done. Very readable. It is an 

important REPORT and I do hope it will be widely distributed and read.” 
PROFESSOR LESTER GRINSPOON, MD, Official Adviser on Drugs to U.S. government 

(Clinton Administration), Author, Professor of Psychiatry, Harvard University School of Medicine.  

“The sections dealing with the rights and responsibilities of the jury are eloquent 

in their defence of fundamental individual rights. The authors correctly perceive 

the bedrock importance of trial by jury, and the significance of the jury’s right to 

judge the law itself. I welcome the addition of this REPORT to the world’s store of 

important writings on the subject of human liberty.” 
DON DOIG, BSc., Author; U.S. National Coordinator, Co-founder, Fully Informed Jury 

Association (FIJA) / American Jury Institute. 

“I did enjoy reading it. THE REPORT should contribute much.” 
THE HON. JONATHON PORRITT, Bt., former Adviser to U.K. government on Environment; 

Author; Founder, Friends of the Earth; TV series writer and presenter.  

“I have just finished reading your and Joanna’s book on Cannabis. It is a masterpiece 

on both drug prohibition and jury rights. Thanks to both of you for writing it.” 
PROFESSOR JULIAN HEICKLEN, Jury Rights Activist; U.S. National Coordinator, 

Tyranny Fighters Campaign. 

“A fine document.”  
U.S. JUDGE’s letter to Authors. 

“THE REPORT’s thesis is sound.” 
U.K. Judge’s letter to Authors. 

“I am totally amazed at THE REPORT’s quality and overall goodness.” 
DR. ANNE BIEZANEK, Authoress; ChB, BSc, MB, MFHom.  

A Book of THE RESTORATION QUADRILOGY. 

SO YOU THINK CANNABIS PROHIBITION HAS NO EFFECT UPON YOU ? 

See Synopsis on next page. 

  



 

 

SO YOU THINK CANNABIS PROHIBITION HAS NO EFFECT UPON YOU ? 
THE REPORT ISBN 9781902848303: Part (chapter) Two contains the unprecedented (new) 

Cannabis Biomass Energy Equation (CBEE; Modern Uses) which proves the clean-

combusting production-cost-free, i.e., FREE, cannabis by-product pyrolytic CH3OH is the 

immediate non-polluting, renewable, total world replacement for fossils and uranium, whilst 

macro-cultivation simultaneously significantly increases world production of staple seed food 

(protein-rich; no relaxant in seed). The CBEE exposes the bankowner-corporate-government 

monumental ulterior motive behind fraudulent prohibition. ‘Prohibition’ is a venal, cartel-

fabricated subterfuge; a false fuel-energy MONOPOLY.  

The CBEE Formulation proffers CH3OH oil-gasoline-type fuel combustion for all power-

station, industrial, land, sea and air transportation and domestic energy supply, with ZERO 

net atmospheric increase of CO2. Viz. the CBEE thereby simultaneously demonstrates 

governments’ mendacity in their claims to wish to reduce carbon emissions, and proves the 

“eco” and “carbon taxes” to be fraudulent: a criminal government imposture completely 

without foundation. The misuse of exorbitant, world-economy-depressing fossils and uranium 

as ‘fuel’ is potentially catastrophic, legally and economically unjustifiable, and requires to be 

prohibited forthwith. See pyrolysis diagrams, photo, equation, etc.  

Part Six of THE REPORT, PROHIBITION: THE PROGENITOR OF CRIME.  

“To cause crime to occur is to be accountable for the crime, morally and legally.  

To consent to any measure is to share responsibility for its results.” 

Legalised, cannabis grows anywhere: the benign herb's foliage and flowers come free or at 

an insignificant price, but yielding no revenues to government and no profits to 

corporations. However, prohibition creates the Black Market: the Economic Effects of 

Prohibition (scarcity + enforcement, etc.) augment "street" value by 3000% plus, making 

all Black Market associated crime inevitable. The political commodities' prohibition, the 

War on Drugs, rather that is to say, the politicians who pass and the judiciaries who maintain 

the legislation engender (cause) and are culpable for a significant proportion of all crimes 

(official statistics) throughout the West.  

EXONERATIVE FINDINGS OF FACT: Official Empirical Research; THE REPORT collates 

the medico-scientific Findings of Fact and Conclusions of the government-funded clinical 

studies conducted by world-respected research and academic institutions into non-toxic, non-

addictive natural herb cannabis (differentiated from pharmaceutical laboratory toxic product 

THC). The investigations' empirical evidence exonerates cannabis from all allegations of 'harm' 

and 'impairment' (including tests on simulated driving) exempting cannabis from all legislative 

criteria of control ('prohibition'). All citizens persecuted thereunder are due Amnesty and 

Restitution (as for other Wrongful Penalisation). 

MEDICATION: Efficacious in over 100 adverse medical conditions (viz. Official 

Pharmacopoeias) including applications which are life-saving, preserve eyesight, Curative 

and/or Preventive, and with potential cheaply to replace numerous lines of lucrative but 

ineffective, debilitating, addictive, toxic pharmaceuticals, rendering massive financial 

government-corporate ulterior revenue and profit motive (trillions) behind apocryphal 

prohibition by perjurious derogation. + Medical Case Histories.  

Six Parts (chapters) include expert documentary, legal, academic, scientific, technical, 

medical, economic, social, criminological, philosophical evidence, and that which is based on 

grounds of Equity, vindicating all private cultivation, trade, possession and use, and which 

further exposes perjury and venality behind prohibition 'legislation', all acts of enforcement 

constituting crime per se. 

Part Seven, RESTORATION: JUSTICE AND THE CONSTITUTION, exposes corruption, 

ineptitude and injustice in the justice process; examines Law: natural law, supreme secular 

legem terræ Constitutional common law, treaties, statutes; quotes presidents, judges, lawyers 

and chief justices. 



 

 

THE REPORT is regularly presented pre-trial by defendants to courts (judges) who routinely 

forbid all Findings of Fact, evidence and defences which “dispute the legality of the law” 

before the jury. The official expert evidence in THE REPORT establishes the apocryphal, 

illegal nature of the legislation. THE REPORT quotes legal grounds (national and 

international) which demonstrate numerous infractions of laws by the prohibition legislation, 

and which show all acts of its enforcement to be crime per se. All citizens persecuted 

thereunder are due Amnesty and Restitution (as for other Wrongful Penalisation). This 

textbook demonstrates in the law: injustice, inequity, invalidity, adverse effects, venal ulterior 

motive, perjury, fallacious derogation, and the inherent illegality of law which creates the 

Black Market and engenders all associated crime. 
The outcomes of this procedure of presenting THE REPORT as documentary evidence to the 

judge have proved beneficial in the extreme for defendants. *Courts require documentary 

evidence presented as the published textbook (not copies or e-book). 

SRC Publishing Ltd., London, available from  

Amazon.co.uk Amazon.com.au & Amazon.com  

By going to Amazon on either of the links above and clicking on ‘Look Inside’, you can 

check out the Contents pages to see subject matter; and get a glimpse of the text.  
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