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Everything I state in this letter/email is to the very best of my recollection as to what transpired in this hearing today. (I ordered the transcripts but have not received them as yet – Arthur Cristian 17th January 2007). I wonder if they will be altered considering the seriousness of a judge offering inducements, which I considered is blackmail. This I stated on various occasions through this 2.5 hour hearing. If the transcripts have been altered to protect the court, well then, they are in for a very big shocking surprise. Again, everything I state in this document is the truth and nothing else but the truth, so help me God. Arthur Cristian.

As power of attorney for wife Fiona Caroline Cristian, I went before the Vacation Judge of the Court of Appeal, Justice Beasley at 2.15pm today. Barrister Golledge appeared for the plaintiff, accompanied by Gerard Thomas Breen and Gary Koning, solicitors of Dibbs Abbott Stillman Lawyers (Note: This firm/company does not exist in NSW & the ABN number provided is not for this company but for another firm/company Dibbs Abbott Stillman). 

 

Below is a brief explanation of the recent merry-go-round we have been on before I went before Justice Beasley, just to find out how to proceed with our case 

 

On 29th Nov 2006, Fiona Cristian filed two Notices of Motion (for a stay on the Writ of Possession and to revoke the Writ), which were intentionally ignored on 5.12.06 by Registrar Howe, who told Fiona that the matter must now go before the Court of Appeal. Fiona said to Registrar Howe on a few occasions in this hearing that Justice Hidden had erred in his judgment. As power of Attorney, I then went before Registrar Howe on the 14th December 2006 and this time he dismissed these two Notices of Motion & gave all costs to the plaintiff. This action stunned me. I said over and over again to Registrar Howe that I have in my keeping the evidence, which proves that the plaintiff has conducted fraud and that Justice Hidden had erred in his judgment when he issued a writ of possession. I said over and over again that I wanted to go before a judge that day to submit and argue this evidence & prove Justice Hidden erred in his terrible/despicable judgment for the writ of possession. With Barrister Golledge insisting, Registrar Howe ignored my determination. 
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I asked him who benefited from this dismissal, a multi-billion Dollar Banking Corporation/Monolith or a Suburban Housewife? He would not answer this. 

Of notice:

ONE

There are no reasons given by Justice Hidden for his judgment (refer to copy provided in our website www.loveforlife.com.au under Supreme Court Case), only his orders are stated in the judgment. I consider this is a very serious problem, which the Supreme Court will have to deal with shortly. 

TWO

The cross claim filed by Fiona Cristian with her defence was not even determined in court before Justice Hidden made Judgment which I consider is a very serious breach in his duty of care as a judicial officer of the Supreme Court of NSW. This matter was also brought up by Justice Beasley which you will see below and Barrister Golledge states to Justice Beasley that he did not know that the cross claim even existed (even though copies were filed in court with Justice Hidden by Fiona Cristian and a copy was given by hand to Barrister Golledge by Fiona Cristian). Justice Beasley confirmed she had a copy in her hands that was filed in court. Barrister Golledge could not answer. This disgraceful act alone, as backed up by Justice Beasley, confirms that Justice Hidden erred in his judgment to issue a writ of possession for the plaintiff.  

 

After the shock of Registrar How dismissing the two notices of motion, and speaking with the duty registrar on a few occasions during that day, I was assured that Registrar Howe had the authority to dismiss the two notices of motion. 

Later that day, I tried to file a holding summons, affidavit and notice of motion in the court of appeal and, after an hour or so of waiting around, I received back all the documents I tried to file and a hand written letter from the Court Of Appeal Duty Registrar saying that this was not the appropriate remedy and to continue in the common law court (refer to this letter in our website under court of appeal). The letter says that this filing was not the correct procedure and to file an ordinary summons as the case was incomplete in the common Law Court, i.e. interlocutory.

I then found and spoke with Duty Judge James well after 5.00pm that day and he read this letter from the court of appeal duty registrar and said to come to his court tomorrow with the plaintiff. Arthur saw Justice James the following day without the plaintiff but he was unable to do anything without the other party present. He did say that the case was controversial and was unable to give any advice.

 

On the 21st December 2006 I then filed two more Notices of Motion and dragged the other side in before Duty Judge Justice Simpson of the Common Law Court who also dismissed the Notices of Motion on the same day, 21.12.06, saying it was a matter for the Court of Appeal. She awarded all costs to the plaintiff. 
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On the same day, we re-lodged the same court of appeal documents we had tried to file on the 14th December 2006, seeking a stay on the writ of possession and an extension of time to lodge an appeal. This time they were accepted. When I served the documents to the Plaintiff (same day) and rang Justice Simpson to get another hearing, we were first told that she was too busy (I sat just outside her empty court room for some time) and wouldn't do anything without the other party present. I then told her to give a time for me to inform the plaintiff when they had to come in. I went to the office of the plaintiff’s lawyers and saw Gary Koning and he told me he would not go, but that he would ring Belinda, Justice Simpson's Associate. Belinda then again rang me and told me that Justice Simpson would not hear an Application from me. This was at 4.15pm. I asked Belinda to confirm that Justice Simpson was refusing to see me and she agreed.

 

I went to the Duty Registrar (for about the fourth time that day) who could not explain why Justice Simpson would not see me. She said she had never heard of a Duty Judge refusing to see someone before. Arthur kept pushing to see someone and the Registrar gave me the number of the Judicial Commission. I spoke to Ernie Schmatt who said he couldn't do anything until 2007, but that I could fill in a form and he would look at it then. 

 

I sat outside Justice Simpson's courtroom for about an hour - it was still empty. A few doors up was an equity court with Justice Bereton. I gave my details to the bailiff and was told to come and sit down. At nearly 7.00pm, I was able to explain what had happened that day and was told for the first time that there was a Vacation Duty Judge for the Court of Appeal, although he was unable to find out who it was. He told me to ring at 9.00am the following morning to speak to the Registrar of the Court of Appeal.

 

I did so and spoke to Peter Shell, who made an appointment to go before Justice Beasley at 2.15pm that day. I notified the plaintiffs and the hearing before Justice Beasley began.

 

The hearing lasted a bit over two and a half hours, with me insisting and pointing out the evidence & circumstances etc that proved the contract invalid & void, over and over again. Justice Beasley acknowledged that there was a problem with the discrepancy between the Loan Approval Documents and the contract. This was the first time a Judge had acknowledged the fact that there was an issue over the contract since the dispute had begun. She also pointed out that the Cross-claim had not been determined either. The barrister claimed to know nothing about it, even though they had been given a copy. I pointed out, on a few occasions, that this alone proved that Justice Hidden had erred in his judgment. 
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I pointed out that the property was not an investment property as Fiona was not liable for Capital Gains tax or Land tax and had lived in the home for almost two years. I said that it was not the Plaintiff's business whether she chose to rent out her home, as many thousands of Australians rent out rooms in their homes to help make ends meet. Just because Fiona chooses to live elsewhere due to schooling reasons, does not make it an investment property - this is the only home she owns or has any interest in, commercial or private. The Judge and plaintiff said nothing.

 

I said that none of the people who had written and signed the Plaintiff's Affidavits, Notices of Motion and Statement of Claim (including the legal mercenaries) had their names anywhere on the contract in dispute and they were therefore third parties to the fraudulent contract and were interlopers. The only REAL party to the contract, outside Fiona and I, is the one whose name appears on the contract, James Angus, who we plan to subpoena. I pointed out that James Angus was a man with two hats (refer to attachment-7th affidavit in website under court case – defendant documents) who created and signed both the approval documents for a line of credit and the fraudulent contract. Justice Beasley couldn't really answer this point, as will be shown on the transcripts.

 

Barrister Golledge went on about things relating to the contract and interest rates and outstanding charges/default in payments, etc for around 20 minutes or so with the Judge interjecting here and there. I then said that all this information was being determined on the basis of a contract that was still in dispute and had not yet been determined and yet the plaintiff and the judge were acting as if it was proven to be valid. Justice Beasley was now contradicting herself. I said that all financial conversations emanating from this disputed contract were invalid and a waste of time until the issue of the contract was determined. Until the matter of the validity of the contract is settled, there must be no conversation based on it as evidence of defaults in payments etc, and nothing can be determined from it. I reminded Justice Beasley that she had already admitted that there was a problem with the contract. I mentioned that these actions were condoning fraud. 

 

I started to read out the 7th affidavit I had earlier submitted to her, reading out some of the Legal Adages and Classical Tenets. She said that she had already read it (at the start of the hearing), and I said that, by continuing to proceed with the hearing in this manner, she was condoning fraud. Anytime the plaintiff brought up issues about the charges etc due to default, I kept bringing them back to the validity of the contract. I asked the Judge, "Is this court for equity, justice and fairness or is it for legal abuse through privileges?” 

No comments were given.
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Justice Beasley then said that money had been provided, to which I replied, "What Money." I proceeded to point out that Australia was bankrupted and the gold standard had been abandoned around 1933 and that there is no longer any gold or silver as consideration because most, if not all, of the nations of the Western World, had by this stage been bankrupted and all the gold and silver was removed from the nations coffers. I said that any bank suggesting or implying etc that they had loaned "money" have been conducting fraud because there is no money to lend. I asked if this was what the Plaintiff had done. 

 

I said that there was a big difference between money and credit, and that I had another affidavit to file immediately in court, which was accepted by Justice Beasley and she read the document (see website 8th affidavit in common law). This affidavit contained a court precedent from 1968, the Credit River Case, in which a jury of 12 on a mortgage foreclosure case, found in favour of the defendant on the basis that the manager of the bank admitted that the money they had loaned was created out of thin air. 

 

Justice Beasley said that it was a long time ago and was irrelevant or frivolous (something like this), but I strongly insisted (over and over again) that it was an established precedent in law, determined by a jury of twelve and reinforced by a Justice Mahoney, where a bank is admitting creating money out of thin air. In the end, she could not dismiss what I said.

 

I insisted that, if the plaintiff was so worried about having made a loss, that they prove this loss to us by bringing out all their ledgers, journals & records, electronic or hand written or such as type written etc and prove to us that they had the money available to lend us at the time of the loan and that they show us the debit on their records for the amount they supposedly lent us on the day of the supposed transaction. Show us how $660k went from one account (debited) into another account (credited) for the defendant.

In my opinion Justice Beasley was seriously rattled and unsure of what to say - she kept 

having to restart her sentences and correct herself. Golledge had nothing to say, strange in one normally so eloquent!

 

I brought up the money/credit issue a few times during the hearing and the Judge also made mention of the gold standard herself later in the hearing.

 

Justice Beasley tactfully went back to the interest charges, etc, saying that she would not award a stay unless we pay the outstanding interest. I said that this was blatant blackmail, and that she had been got at. All she said was,"mmm". I pointed out both these things a few times and she never once said that I was in contempt of court. I also mentioned to her that she was offering inducements. 
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I wondered to myself how a judge could offer inducements that could only benefit a multi-billion Dollar Banking Corporation/Monolith. I thought that judges were supposed to be impartial and judge the evidence at hand and yet here we have a judge offering blackmail-inducements. 

 

I said to her that this situation was like hiring a laborer to haul dirt in a wheelbarrow up and down a big hill, first having had their legs chopped off. The defendant came to the table to sign this disputed contract with a plan in mind, but because of the barbaric nature of this multi-billion-dollar banking corporation who can afford to employ thousands of staff in one area but cannot get a simple contract right or correct their errors quickly when made aware of them, she has been left with no income with which to pay them as the house has been vacant most of the time since the dispute began. On top of this the defendant has had the stress, pain, suffering, embarrassment, ridicule, loss of hours dealing with this case & loss of quality time as mum with children etc, as well as being seven months pregnant. 

 

I asked, “Where is the compensation for all the damages still to be determined? If you are seeking back pay on interest charges then you must also seek costs from the plaintiff for all the damages inflicted upon the defendant. Are you going to ignore all this, your honour?” 

She again could not answer. The Judge became even more rattled particularly when I again stated that she had been got at. There was silence for a while. 

 

I then again asked, "Who would benefit from your blackmail-inducement offer, a multi billion dollar banking corporation-monolith or a suburban housewife?” Again, I brought this questioning point of view up a few more times, pointing out that I would not accept her offer of blackmail because I would then be validating the fraudulent contract and establishing a precedent in this case that would only work against the defendant at the benefit of the plaintiff. The Judge was left in silence again.

 

I then said I would prefer to go back to the Common Law Court and deal with the Cross-claim that was not determined rather than have to accept her outrageous offer under such disgusting and despicable conditions.

During this hearing I asked whether a contract could come into existence without a reason and if it were possible for a contract to suddenly appear out of thin air. I asked if it were not true that a contract could only be formed as the result of an agreement and whether a contract without any agreement could still come into existence out of thin air to bind a real flesh and blood human being to a private corporation. 

Earlier, Justice Beasley had acknowledged that the agreement between the plaintiff and the defendant and the contract were two unrelated things and that this was a problem in our case, which leads me to wonder whether a private corporation piece of paper is more powerful than a real flesh and blood human being. 
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Could a piece of paper have the power to hypnotise the defendant until, zombie-like, she is drawn to sit at the table with no other reason (i.e. no agreement) for being there than to just sign the piece of paper that puts her under the standing of a private corporation? 

Is the plaintiff, a private corporation, assuming a status equal to or greater than God, and is the Supreme Court of NSW party to this? Is the plaintiff saying that it has the power to create anything of life out of absolutely nothing, leading to a piece of paper being more powerful than a flesh and blood human being?  If so the plaintiff and the judiciary of the Supreme Court are deluded. What came first, a piece of paper or a real flesh and blood human being? Can a piece of paper exist without the existence of man or women? Can a private corporation exist without the existence of men and women?

Flesh and blood human beings are all dependent on life from the day we are born. We cannot exist without breathing the air, drinking the water and eating the food of nature. We cannot exist without life and cannot create life out of thin air; we can only work with what life has given us to create with. In this way we are all equal: there is no hierarchy in terms of us and nature, as we are all just part of the intricate interconnectedness of life. The supreme power is life itself, not any of us. Our problems begin when some human beings start to believe that they and their pieces of paper are greater than other forms of life, forgetting or ignoring the fact that we all exist by responding to life and that nothing of life can exist, without some form of life before it, to respond to. Without life, there is no life. A contract is the extension of life agreements. Without life, there is no contract.

Another question to consider is whether a virgin birth is possible; can a child be created without the exchange of male and female sperm and egg, through intercourse or through scientific/medical means? Usually, when people have sex to have a child, it is consensual and this is an agreement/ contract. In the same way, can a contract come into existence without an agreement?

I pointed out to Justice Beasley that the contract was formed without an agreement and, on this basis alone it is null, void and unarguably fraudulent. The mortgage document over which the plaintiff is seeking the writ of possession due to default of payment and which had Justice Beasley and Barrister Golledge busy talking for half an hour about defaults, interest, charges, fees, etc, could only come into existence because of the contract – it cannot otherwise exist. If the contract has no reason (i.e. no agreement) for being, then the mortgage, likewise, has no reason for being. This is why Justice Hidden has erred in giving the writ of possession under these circumstances. If he has not erred, then has he been compromised by a private corporation dictatorship, which the banks are heavily involved in. (Refer to Corporation Australia document attached).

Justice Beasley also offered a Court Appointed Referral to Legal Assistance (uniform civil procedure Acts/rule, Supreme Court Acts and Rules part 66a rule 1, sub 2, rule 4, rule 5 a, b, c, d), basically free legal help. I said that considering the experiences I had had thus far in my short time as Fiona's Power of Attorney, I now thought I could do better for the defendant than all the lawyers and barristers in this country. 
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She gave me a surprised look and appeared rattled again. I say that she was appearing rattled because I believe she was scripted in dealing with this case before she entered the courtroom. I now believe that there are superiors behind the curtains controlling the judges. In the end, we were granted an extension of time to leave to appeal until 02.03.07, so we can file a summons to leave to appeal. She would not grant a stay, as I did not accept her offer of inducement/blackmail. 

17th January 2007 11.15am

We have now been informed that the Writ was issued on the 8th January 2007. 

I rang John Stewart, the Nowra Sheriff, and he has not received it yet. Justice Hidden’s order was for the writ to stay in the sheriff’s office for 21 days before we were issued with it. John Stewart has our details, and says he will notify us when he receives it. John is the officer in charge Phone 02 4421 2135 Tue/Wed/Fri or mobile 0401 148811 

House Location - Fiona Caroline Cristian - 40 Warrain Crescent Currarong 2576.

 

In the meantime we plan to file our documents in the court of appeal later this week/early next week and, ASAP today, 17/01/2007, I will make contact with and visit a duty judge today/tomorrow to ask these questions amongst many others still to be formulated,

· Does the defendant have legal rights?

· If yes, then why has the writ been issued considering all the circumstances/evidence filed and stated in court thus far?

· If no, I will ask, “ Are citizens of this nation now under a private corporation dictatorship?”

· If yes, “When will all the citizens of this nation be officially informed?” 

· “When did this dictatorship commence?”

· “Who is or are the leader or leaders of this dictatorship?”

· If no, why have the defendant’s legal rights for seeking justice been arrogantly ignored by the Supreme Court of NSW?

· Does the Supreme Court of NSW condone fraudulent activity?

· If yes, why does it condone this fraud?

· If no, why has the writ been issued?

· Can a piece of paper be more powerful than a real flesh and blood human being?

If the writ of possession is not stopped by the Supreme Court and the Sheriff is sent in to take possession of the defendant’s home, we will consider this an act of war and confirmation that all the citizens of this nation (commoners) are under the power of a ruthless, indiscriminate, private corporation dictatorship. We will have no hesitation in going into battle to confront and defeat this dictatorship and we are determined to inform the citizens of Terra Australis that our nation has been invaded by a private corporation dictatorship and inspire them to rise up and reclaim their country. 

Arthur Cristian - Email: af@theelements.cc  - Phone: 0418 203204

Po Box 1320 Bowral NSW 2576 

