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Introduction and Explanation 

With the advent of the judgement handed down in the appeal case of Dietrich v The Queen 1992 in the High Court 
Of Australia, which saw the defendant Olaf Dietrich being immediately acquitted of a crime ‘on appeal’ after he had 
already spent some 12 years in prison, on the basis of not having received assistance of legal counsel ‘through no 
fault of his own’, this highlighted the fact that an accused cannot receive a fair trial/hearing without the assistance of 
legal counsel.  The Constitution for the united states of America clearly spells out the fact that an accused has the 
right to ‘effective assistance of counsel’ whereas in Australia, such a right is not made as abundantly clear, with the 
same right nevertheless present but explained in the form of ‘a right to a fair trial/hearing’. 

This leads one to consider the question of why assistance of legal counsel is so important particularly in light of the 
fact that Olaf Dietrich was acquitted of the crime that he had just spend some 12 years in prison for on the basis that 
he was denied the assistance of legal counsel ‘through no fault of his own’. The questions one may ask is where does 
the assistance of legal counsel exactly fit into the picture? Is it because with the assistance of legal counsel one may 
be better informed and educated on how to proceed to their remedy in any given matter? This would be a plausible 
reason for necessarily requiring the assistance of legal counsel if the maxim of ‘ignorance of the law is no excuse’ 
did not exist. If ‘ignorance of the law is no excuse’ then what would it matter if one did or did not have assistance of 
legal counsel in any given legal or commercial proceedings? Why was so important to overturn Olaf Dietrich’s 
conviction simply due to the fact that he was denied the assistance of legal counsel through no fault of his own? 
Dietrich had in fact made an application to the Legal Services Commission (Legal Aid in Victoria) for assistance of 
counsel but was denied such, the exact reason for which is unclear at this time, other than the fact that it was not 
through any of Olaf Dietrich’s dishonour or wrongdoing in the process of requesting/making application for 
assistance of legal counsel.

Could the reason that assistance of legal counsel is actually a condition precedent that is absolutely necessary in 
order for a matter whereby one is accused is to be heard in a proper court set or forum?  We at Keeper’s Watch 
Ministry believe that this is in fact the case for one cannot submit their exculpatory evidence into any proceedings in 
the proper manner, that is, into the judge’s real evidence folder which exists on the private side of any matter 
without actually being ‘buffered’ by a legal counsel. The reason for this is that some person must be representing the 
state-created legal fiction debtor entity in any given court matter, also known as the ‘defendant’ otherwise, the judge 
or magistrate has no choice but to assume and presume that the living man or woman is not ignorant of the law and 
knowingly and willingly elected to proceed on the public side of any given matter as the state-created legal fiction 
debtor entity also known to the public persons as ‘the defendant’. So although in ‘An Act To Constitute The 
Commonwealth Of Australia’ it is not in fact clearly specified that an accused has the right to effective assistance of 
counsel as is the case with the Constitution for the united states of America, a clue to this missing piece of wording 
in the Australian Constitution lies in what does in fact constitute a fair trial or hearing at any given moment in 
history which is necessarily dependent upon the form of monetary system in common circulation (for the payment of 
debts private and public) which of course is inextricably tied to and affects the form of law that exists ‘in the public 
domain’ at any given time in history.
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When a country is using gold and silver coin/substance money as a means of exchange and as expressed in both the 
American and Australian Constitutions, the form of law that exists in the public is the common and Constitutional 
law. In such a forum one is able to merely go into court and simple ‘argue’ the truth and present/file their evidence 
into the proceedings and receive their remedy in the normal manner. However, in the present times, due to the fact 
that the people are using debt/liability instruments as a form a currency rather than lawful substance-backed money 
to discharge their legal obligations to pay any debts rather than actually paying their debts in law, the current form of 
law in the public is for all practical terms, ‘Admiralty’ which is also referred to as ‘Statutory Law’ by magistrates 
and judges alike in the courts of today. This essentially created by way of natural operation of law, a duality of 
jurisdictions which did in fact preserve the original common law jurisdiction (now referred to as the ‘private venue 
and jurisdiction’) while also creating a secondary ‘overlay’ jurisdiction which is in fact ‘foreign’ to the ‘private 
venue and jurisdiction where the living men and women live, if any do indeed exist today (in both a practical and 
legal sense) in the private venue and jurisdiction.  It does not take a genius therefore to realize that the true law 
(common law of the land and scriptural and natural law) really only exists in this private venue and jurisdiction with 
absolutely no law existing in what the people/persons today refer to as ‘the public’. There exists today no substance-
backed ‘lawful money’ in which to pay our debts in law in common circulation essentially rendering our original de-
jure Constitutional offices to be vacant however nevertheless, still in existence in a legal sense of the word. 
Naturally all public officers of today including police, lawyers and all other government agents presume that all 
people are public persons who have accepted state ‘benefits and privileges’ and such an assumption and presumption 
is the default position taken by any and all public officers when dealing with people and persons, an assumption and 
presumption which can only be broken and ‘rebgutted’ by way of drafting and redrafting and with the use of 
negative averments, and even then, it must be done in an honourable manner and not by arguing or entering into and/
or creating any controversies.

In fact until such time that a ‘controversy’ or ‘conflict’ exists no public court gains jurisdiction to hear any matter. It 
should not therefore surprise anyone that lawyers of today cannot make a quick and easy dollar until there exists a 
controversy between two or more parties, in fact, without the existence of a controversy between two or more 
parties, a lawyer cannot get a court room to hear a matter.  It naturally also follows then that with such courts as the 
Family Court Of Australia there really cannot be any such thing in the first instance as an amicable and friendly 
‘divorce case’ because if such were the case, the Family Court Of Australia itself would not have jurisdiction over 
the matter in the first place no matter how much the agents of the Family Court Of Australia would like to dig their 
teeth into any such ‘amicably settled matter’. It should also be no surprise to anyone therefore that at times, when no 
controversy exists whatsoever in any divorce matter, that extreme actions are taken to deliberately but subtly 
create/encourage such a controversy with the use of nasty tactics such as allegations of child abuse in varying 
degrees and disgusting-ness factors.  In fact the more outrageous the allegation, the more likely that an enduring 
controversy will ensure making everyone fat, rich and happy except the accused party who often ends up suiciding 
or removing themselves out of general society due to the unfortunate fact that they are both ignorant of the law and 
too ashamed to even talk about such horrible experiences due to the ‘communistic thought and snitch on a 
neighbour’ principle that is now beginning to take a strong hold over modern society and communities, a fact that is 
perhaps best highlighted when one neighbour is dobbed in by another for using a hose to wash their car or watering 
their lawns now that the man-made and manufactured crisis of water shortages and restrictions has also successfully 
fooled ‘the masses of the asses’, and if they are not fooled by the propaganda, they are somehow caught up in ‘the 
divide and conquer game’ whereby they are reliant upon public funds in a job/employment whereby their form and 
means of existence is predicated upon the ‘working against their neighbours’ in some manner or another. And of 
course, they are in fact ‘only doing their job’. Perhaps when we reach a situation whereby too many people are ‘only 
doing their job’ there may be some positive action towards positive change when the negatives begin to outweigh 
the positive as it is indeed everyone’s responsibility in the beginning and in the end, to bring about some positive 
changes for the betterment of our posterity.
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The Lawyers, Barristers and Solicitors in these present times who are ‘practising legal industry professionals’ must 
necessarily be able to operate in both the private and public jurisdictions and therefore must necessarily be admitted 
to the ‘BAR’, which can usefully be though of as the centre bar that separates and sits between the private and public 
jurisdictions, rather than thinking of the BAR as some kind of conspiratory Masonic evil wicked awful and terrible 
creation. It is indeed true that lawyers in the present time are not necessarily out to ‘get you’, however they cannot 
really be blamed for wanting to make a quick buck and such is only possible if and when a controversy exists and 
the juicer the controversy the more the bucks that are made by such lawyers.  It is also true however, that the manner 
in which a lawyer proceeds on your behalf or for your benefit depends upon the acts and actions and instructions 
given to that lawyer by a living man or woman in the first instance. If you are conned by your friends and family 
into hiring/retaining a lawyer to ‘argue’ a matter for you, especially when you are the accused or the defendant in 
any matter, rest assured that the final outcome will not necessarily be too pretty even though you may be one 
hundred per cent innocent of any wrongdoing and have exculpatory evidence in your possession or that you have 
submitted to your hired/retained lawyer. Why this occurs leaves most people who are ignorant of the law somewhat 
baffled as they have little to no understanding of how and in what venue to submit their exculpatory evidence in 
order to receive their deserved remedy. Simple put, one cannot merely argue their position in the current admiralty 
law environment but rather must proceed to settle and close any alleged  controversy on the private side of any 
matter and stay in that private venue and jurisdiction at all costs. A lawyer in the present times will not only NOT 
inform you of the correct manner in which to proceed to your remedy, as he/she will make little to no usury fiats 
(dollars) by doing so, but they are in fact prohibited from discussing anything to do with the private venue and 
jurisdiction including but not limited to the acknowledgement of and talking about the private 
exemption/prepaid/asset fund account due to the provisions/prohibitions contained within the Privacy Act 
enactments. 

Therefore a lawyer will always talk to you as if you are the public person legal fiction debtor entity regardless of 
what you say to that lawyer which brings me to the next point being that the living man or woman, because they 
only exist in the private venue and jurisdiction can only therefore appear by way of their documentation which also 
means that if one wishes for a lawyer/assistance of counsel to perform any particular act, that documented evidence 
of such a request must not only be forwarded to that lawyer, but also to the judge or magistrate presiding over the 
matter, which creates the essential legal ‘lock-in’ mechanism that ensures that the lawyer performs in the manner 
that you have asked them to. In that regard, it can be said in a sick sort of way, that learning how to use the private 
administrative processes is both an exciting challenge and very invigorating especially when you start to achieve the 
required results and depending upon your own personality and character to go the distance so to speak. So getting 
back to the question of what constitutes a ‘fair trial or hearing’ in Australia (dejure land mass)? In the current 
environment of admiralty jurisdiction which is referred to as being a ‘Diversity’ jurisdiction whereby the common 
law venue and jurisdiction is still preserved on the private side of any matter, a living man or woman does not have 
the standing or capacity to ‘represent’ any legal fiction debtor entity on the public side of any matter. To do so 
constitutes what is referred to as a ‘traverse’ over into the public/foreign side of any matter which also constitutes a 
dishonour. Naturally therefore, a living man or woman does not wish to be licensed, or a lawyer or represent 
anything on the foreign public side of any legal proceedings. Hence the requirement of a legal buffer to shield the 
living man or woman from the foreign fiction public side of any legal proceedings. It is the lawful and scriptural 
duty and obligation of the living man or woman, who are assumed to be creditors not debtors, to honourably settle 
and close all controversies alleged or otherwise on the private side of any matter and then merely have the legal 
buffer/assistance of counsel mirror that private settlement and closure over into the foreign public side for 
ratification by a judge or magistrate and to draw up and have signed any necessary orders sought on the basis of the 
existence of a private ‘claim upon which relief can be granted – eg, Certificate Of Protest) that the living man or 
woman obtains through exhausting their private administrative remedies.
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“Filing any documents into the public side of any court registry or arguing or testifying in any open public court 
hearing constitutes either a traverse or dishonour and immediately destroys the living man or woman’s private 
administrative remedy and grants the public side of the court what is known as ‘In Personam Jurisdiction’ and one is 
then deemed and assumed and presumed to be the legal fiction debtor/defendant by ‘choice’ as the judge or 
magistrate assumes and presumes that one is not ignorant of the law and that they have made such a choice to go 
public knowingly and willingly. Any accidental or otherwise ‘mixing’ of private and public acts and actions will 
quickly earn one a recommendation for a psychiatric assessment (used without hesitation or delay in the Family 
Court Of Australia against fathers accused of child abuse who are accidentally mixing processes or believe that they 
still have rights when their acts and actions show that they are acting as a legal fiction person debtor entity that has 
no (unalienable) rights. Therefore the name of the game is to stay completely and entirely on the private side of any 
legal or commercial proceedings – settle the matter with your adversary as quickly as possible then have a legal 
counsel not argue the matter for you, but rather merely bring in your evidence that the matter has now been 
honourably and privately settled and closed and have that legal buffer draw up the orders sought and have them 
signed by the judge or magistrate based upon the outcome of the review of the private administrative records which 
you have submitted privately to the court (via registered mail) through your appointed legal counsel. There is in fact 
a remedy for every situation which is contrary to the typical patriot beliefs and misgivings that the judges and 
magistrates are all corrupt and we gotta fight ‘em. 

IMPORTANT SIDE NOTE : - It is not possible for any judge or magistrate to grant any party a Constitutional 
Trial By Jury in the present times as a country must be operating within the common law which means that there 
must exist gold and silver coin or at least ‘lawful’ substance-backed ‘money’ in common circulation which of course 
we only have debt/liability instruments in common circulation at this time. Therefore it is not only impossible but it 
would be very wrong for any judge or magistrate to grant any party a true Constitutional Trial By Jury in the present 
times – if a judge did so he would be taken aside and probably struck off the register as he/she would be 
demonstrating an incredible and unacceptable ignorance of the law and double-mindedness. Therefore in order for 
one to reinstate Constitutional Trial By Jury one must first look in their own back yard and in the mirror and then 
attack the real issue of bringing to an end the voluntary joys, laughter and frollicks that people voluntarily and 
willingly enjoy each Christmas through profits made through the use of usury notes and voluntary participation in a 
system of usury which only ends up charging one party or another somewhere down the line. The likelihood of 
anyone truly undertaking this level of scriptural introspection at this particular time is about as likely as the 
communist United Nations deciding that we should all do away with Socialism and Communism and return to a 
lawful system of government – just my humble but sincere and unadulterated opinion.   

Of course it is one’s acts and actions that ultimately determine what manner of ‘person’ they are – be it a debtor 
(person) or creditor (living man/secured party) and this is no exception when it comes to requesting assistance of 
legal counsel through any Legal Services Commission and/or Legal Aid Offices in Australia. The first thing that the 
Director of Legal Services Commission will look at is your perceived or actual ‘financial’ situation – if you believe 
that there is money in common circulation today then this will be used as a black mark against your petition for 
assistance of  legal counsel. Such as position or belief and perception that there exists ‘money’ in common 
circulation today or that you have any ‘assets’ lawfully permits the agents of the Legal Services Commission and 
Legal Aid to construe you as being one and the same entity as the legal fiction debtor named on the Birth Certificate 
and other state-issued documents. One must be sure to separate themselves form the legal fiction debtor entity 
named in any and all presentments and resultant legal proceedings through various means such as informing the 
agents of the Legal Services Commission that you do not wish to ARGUE the matter but have or are in the process 
of settling and closing a matter privately/administratively – this is what a creditor does – he/she assists all parties in 
interest in any given matter to settle and close same without creating or entering into any controversy – in fact the 
living man or woman creditor is the only party that has the ability to do this and it is expected of them – even though 
this fact is not made abundantly clear by your lawyer or any judge or magistrate. On the other side of the coin you 
can rest assured however that your dishonour created by any arguments that you enter into, or that you have 
instructed your own lawyer to enter into, both of which are dishonours, will indeed be used against you without even 
a one second delay – and if you mistakenly believe that you have rights after that, a psychiatric assessment will 
ensue also.
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So in consideration of the information discussed thus far, common sense should now prevail and inform you that if 
any of the following 20 conditions are present you will definitely NOT be successful and/or you will reduce your 
chances of success with your initial/first request for assistance of counsel from any Legal Services Commission or 
Legal Aid Office in Australia;

1. You are seen to be arguing the matter which is a dishonour ;
2. You create even the slightest presumption that you wish to obtain assistance of counsel for the purpose of 

having that legal counsel argue on your behalf which is a dishonour ; 
3. You have created the presumption that you believe that there exists ‘money’ and that you have ‘assets’ on 

any official application form ; 
4. You have not reserved your rights on any filled in official application form by restricting your signature ; 
5. You lack even the remotest private administrative evidence that you have either already started your private 

administrative process (a copy of which should go to Legal Services Commission) or have already 
finished/exhausted your private administrative process ; 

6. You create or maintain even the slightest presumption that you and the accused/charged legal fiction debtor 
entity are one and the same ;

7. You fail to raise the ‘diversity issue’ altogether ; 
8. You get angry and blow your top at the first rejection letter (if any) rather than continuing in an honourable 

by redrafting Legal Services Commission and correcting any real or perceived misgivings ;
9. You fail to raise the issue of your intent compensating any appointed legal counsel by way of your private 

prepaid exemption asset fund account ; 
10. You fail to answer a redraft/response letter within 21 days or any time specified by the agents of Legal 

Services Commission ; 
11. You fail to send a courtesy copy of your request for assistance of legal counsel to the judge or magistrate 

presiding over your matter which clearly demonstrates that you are not acting dishonourably and not about 
to be denied assistance of legal counsel through any fault of your own ; 

12. You are in any way slothful and sluggish and fail to act and respond promptly to any other request that the 
Legal Services Commission or Legal Aid office makes of you ; 

13. You fail to place your documents in a registered mail or other envelope (if attending personally) marked 
‘Strictly Private and Confidential’ ; 

14. You fail to break the presumption that there is any ‘case’ to answer – the word ‘case’ implies that there 
exists a controversy – this is a word that may be raised in a first rejection letter from Legal Services 
Commission if there is something not quite right or missing with your request for assistance of legal counsel 
documentation ;

15. You fail to send a courtesy copy of your request for assistance of legal counsel to other important and 
interested parties in your matter to show that you are not in any way wasting any of the court’s time ; 

16. You fail to attach any documents requested from you by Legal Services Commission even if such 
documents are not really applicable in the scheme of things ; 

17. You fail to recognize that it is the job of Legal Services Commission to place and keep you on the public 
side of matters which grants them the discretion as to whether or not to provide you with assistance of legal 
counsel which then depends upon the status of the public purse rather than your exempt from fees status as a 
living man on the land ; 

18. You get tricked into discussing and testifying about your request for assistance of legal counsel over the 
telephone and accidentally admit to being one and the same entity as the accused/charged legal fiction 
debtor entity named in any and all presentments (eg. Giving a date of Birth/Berth);

19. You fail to mention in any manner whatsoever that you have or intend to settle and close the matter 
privately/administratively (Legal Services Commission assume that everyone will be arguing a matter as 
their default position) ;

20. You decide to sit on your rump and procrastinate and wait for Claude or Colleen to get ‘round tuit’.   
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Remember: - The right to a fair trial/fair hearing is a fundamental unalienable right which would have existed even 
if such a right were not delineated in any Constitution. Fair is fair is fair and if one does not have a proper court 
set/proper forum in which to be heard, then even if there exists ample evidence showing that one is innocent, that 
evidence will not make it to or be removed from the correct (private chambers evidence file) if one is forced to 
‘represent’ any legal fiction debtor entity on the public side of any court matters. During the common law in the 
public days, one did not necessarily require the assistance of legal counsel in order to have a fair trial or hearing.
However, in the current admiralty jurisdiction, there exists a duality of jurisdictions – private common law and 
public foreign fiction statutory jurisdiction when there exists in fact no law – what becomes a fact in today’s public 
forum is that which has been stipulated/agreed to in the private prior to any public hearing taking place. Therefore irf 
one attempts to merely “file” their paperwork on the public side of any matter (court registry), it is in fact as if they 
are attempting to force their so called ‘facts’ down the throat of the court even if their paperwork is entirely true, 
correct, complete and not misleading. The public forum will not see your argued opinions or filed paperwork as facts 
until such facts have been stipulated/agreed to in the private administrative venue and jurisdictions between you and 
your accuser/adversary. If you attempt to shove your argued opinions or paperwork down the court’s throat by filing 
your paperwork into the public side of any court registry, your adversary/accuser then has the right to have your 
paperwork opinions ‘struck out’ (known as a ‘Motion in Limine’ in America) regardless of the fact that you 
documents may all be true, correct, complete and not misleading. 

There now exists a foreign jurisdictional overlay over the original common law venue and jurisdiction which means 
that the living man or woman necessarily requires that legal buffer aka assistance of legal counsel in order to shield 
themselves from that public foreign jurisdiction of which they have not intention to enter into/traverse. It is the job 
of the appointed assistance of counsel to have your private settlement agreement reviewed and then mirrored over 
into the public side for public ratification. What any living man or woman does in the private is automatically 
mirrored over into the public when one has a Birth Certificate Trust registered and created. So although you are not 
one and the same entity as that accused/charged legal fiction debtor entity, you still have a lawful duty and 
obligation to show that you have settled matters and controversies alleged or otherwise in the private venue and 
jurisdiction which is in accordance with Scriptural doctrine (see Matthew 5: 25) which demonstrates that you are one 
of the living creditors and a true child of the Creator. As long as that Birth Certificate trust continues to exist that 
lawful duty and obligation remains in all manner of legal and commercial proceedings. Remembering too that the 
public entites are dead things, legal fictions and they require the commercial energy of a living man or woman which 
intiaties them into any form of actions or investigations. In the current admiralty jurisdiction it is possible to have a 
neighbour that you do not like thrown into prison or penalized on a mere unsupport and unsubstantiated false 
allegation – all that is required is your neighbour’s ignorance of the law due to the fact that in the current admiralty 
jurisdiction public officers are required to investigate any mere alleged wrongdoings even if no affidavits that are 
sworn/affirmed as being true, correct, complete and not misleading exists or any other form of substantive evidence. 
As you can tell, it does not pay to remain ignorant of the law in the current/present times as everyone is essentially a 
sitting duck looking for an accusation to happen.

For any living man or woman to properly submit and maintain their exculpatory evidence in the correct evidence 
folder and to have that evidence properly reviewed, the requirement for assistance of counsel is critical in order for 
an innocent accused to obtain his/her remedy. If you have assistance of legal counsel present then the court/judge 
cannot misconstrue you as being one and the same entity as the accused/charged legal fiction debtor entity and it is 
your legal buffer who then is assumed and presumed to be ‘representing’ the ‘strawman’ on the public side of the 
matter and not you, while that legal counsel is also representing you the living man or woman only on the private 
side of the matter acting as a shield and legal buffer which also ensures that you exculpatory evidence/evidence 
showing that the matter has already been settled and closed on the private side is not thrown over into the public side 
which would then permit the court to ridicule it and/or have you psychiatrically assessed as being ‘confused’ and 
‘double-minded’. And remember, a double-minded man or woman are unstable in all of their ways.             
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