WHAT ABOUT INTERNATIONAL LAW?

For decades we have been told, that we are in a process of ‘evolution’, and that we obtained independence by ‘evolution’ (meaning gradually over a period of time).

However, every expert on International law or Constitutional law, outside the Commonwealth will instantly say ‘that independence is obtained instantly, you either have it or you have not’. A bit like pregnancy you either are or you are not. You might have a baby over a period of time, but pregnancy is instant.

So let us examine what actually occurs at independence. Fortunately for us there have been a record number of countries over the last few decades, who have become independent, and as such there are very good recent examples available.

There is an ancient international principle named ‘uti possidetis juris’, which has been applied over time to determine the exterior borders and as such define the territory of the new nation. Over the last two decades this principle has been extended to go beyond just establishing the territory of the new nation.

At the moment of independence, a brand new sovereign nation is born just like a brand new baby.  This nation only needs to concern itself with the future. The past is past and only holds historical value; nothing of the past has any legal binding except the obligations under Human Right Conventions.

The principle is not unlike contract law; the old contract has expired and is no longer binding.  Constitutions are just like contracts, and become null and void upon independence.  Internal borders such as State borders disappear and the people of the new nation have the right to ‘self-determination’, which means that they, and they alone, have the right to determine what form of government they want, what type of judiciary, taxation, how many States if any, and the likes. But remember nothing of the old is legally binding any longer, unless so desired by the people.

That does not stop the people from bringing all the past back.  They can do so, but legally only in a new contract or constitution. There MUST BE A DEFINITE BREAK between the OLD and the NEW. When you think about it; if there is no break, it cannot be shown that the people had the opportunity to exercise their right to self-determination.

The wishes MUST COME FROM THE PEOPLE, they cannot come from past rulers.

It is also not legally possible for us to obtain Independence from the United Kingdom by secession without a REFERENDUM, showing that the people wish to do so.

Recently the French speaking Province of Quebec, in Canada, sought to secede from Canada. The Government of Quebec invited 5 leading experts on international law to prepare a paper to see: 1. If Quebec had the right to secede, 2. What would happen prior to secession, 3. What would happen at secession, and 4. What would happen after secession.

Unfortunately for Quebec they lost the Referendum on Secession by just 1% of the votes. Nevertheless, the example of Quebec and those of the nations that seceded from the former U.S.S.R., Yugaslavia, Czechoslovakia, the re-unification of East and West Germany and the independence of East Timor, to name but a few, all give a clear example of the legal procedures that follow when a State gains independence.

This extension of ‘uti possidetis juris’ is now what they call ‘grand nurm’, and ‘renvoi’; the example of what must take place at independence following rulings by the International Court of Justice on these matters. Any ruling of the International Court of Justice is binding on Australia, since the Australian Government gave ‘ipso facto’ (without condition) jurisdiction to that Court in 1975. 

It now becomes clear, that if we became independent as the High Court ruled last year, then we are illegally using colonial legislation. There has been no distinct break between the old and the new (the former self-governing colony and the new independent sovereign nation) as required, and the people have been denied their legal right of self-determination.

Therefore again we come to the conclusion that our governments hold NO VALID LEGAL AUTHORITY, and their legislation and decisions are NULL and VOID.

Time and time again, we come to the same conclusion no matter if you argue for or against.  We are not addressing a ‘loophole’, a technicality, a ‘grey’ area or interpretation, but rather as we have illustrated, there is just nothing that legally stands up.  We are being conned in a most monstrous way, out of our legal rights by those who we feed, house, clothe and look after in their old age, namely our politicians, judiciary and academia.

We put our trust in their hands in good faith, only to learn that they have grossly violated our trust and rights for personal gain at the detriment of most Australians. They have sold off our public assets, sold out the country, and have dispensed with the law as they pleased.  They have abrogated our rights, swindled us out of our savings and livelihood.  They pushed many to despair and NOW…. it is time for us to wake up.  We do not need to endure this nightmare any longer.  We are waking up; and…..we ARE going to do something about this. Enough is enough, TIME IS UP, THEY MUST GO, if only because they hold no valid authority.

We have tried to bring these issues to the courts, without success. The courts dispense with the law as they please. When these issues are raised, the answers are “the argument is unarguable”, or “the argument is untenable”. In other words we cannot argue with them and therefore we are just not going to deal with them. Just ignoring them is not going to help, the problem will never disappear. Under International law we, the people of Australia, have the right to seek reparation from those, in person, who violated our rights, took our livelihoods and caused us harm.

Applications are being submitted at ever increasing rates to the International Organisation that is in place to deal with these Crimes against Humanity.  And rest assured, that just as the Berlin Wall came down, and just as East Timor gained independence, Australians shall also be set free, and be given the chance to judge those who committed these crimes, or make the culprits, those foreign agents, available to a War Crimes Tribunal.   Already complaints have been lodged with the Human Rights Commission seeking reparation totalling this far in access of $150 mil, and we urge all Australians to stand up for their rights and make claim against violation of rights and seek appropriate damages accordingly.

Enclosed in this ‘kit’ you find a standard preliminary Human Rights complaint form. We shall assist you in preparing your complaint, if you so wish. BUT STAND UP FOR YOUR RIGHTS, and DO IT TODAY!

You are a protected person under International law, but can only be protected when you stand up and file a complaint.

What makes a valid complaint under International law? Examples:

1. Being governed under foreign law (‘Australian’ law is foreign law),

2. Any legislation passed by the Federal and State governments,

3. Any decision enforced upon you by the Family Court,

4. Any decision enforced upon you by the Magistrates’ Court,

5. Any decision enforced upon you by the County Court,

6. Any decision enforced upon you by the Supreme Court,

7. Any decision enforced upon you by the High Court,

8. Any decision enforced upon you by the Appeals Tribunal,

9. Any decision enforced upon you by the Industrial Relations Commission,

10. Any demands from the Australian Taxation Office,

11. Any demands for levy or excise from any government department,

12. Any increase of interest demanded from any bank,

13. Any threat or demand made to you for not voting on any election day,

14. Any International Treaty entered into against the interest of your person,

15. Any denial of your right to social welfare through asset testing.

The above are just a few, and if you have any queries or doubt, then do not hesitate to make contact. Of course the above does not mean that there is NO LAW whatsoever in Australia and that we all may do as we please. FAR FROM IT, all those who reside within Australia are subject to International Law, the NATURAL LAW, and the TRUE PROFESSION of the GOSPEL.

No matter if we are an independent sovereign nation or not, we are bound to obey those laws. They are the foundation of the Charter of the United Nations, British law, and our conscious.

The only laws not valid, of which we speak, are those who are made by men without authority, and are against the Natural law, against the True Profession of the 

Gospel, and the laws of God. 

The laws of men can never prevail over the laws of God.

Queen Elizabeth II has taken the Coronation Oath, and thus sworn to uphold the NATURAL LAW and the TRUE PROFESSION of the GOSPEL, and anyone, who has sworn allegiance to Her Majesty has the duty and care to uphold the Coronation Oath.
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