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As sovereigns…do you find the following to meet your acceptable criteria?

Any who subscribe to the concept of a universal Creator, and accept that they 
were created the same as everyone else, would also recognize, there never 
were any legitimately created people with a higher authority created on Planet 
Earth.  That would included all people of the globe…

Then does it follow…that all of the details alluded to below are all figments of 
man-made imaginations?  And anyone, as the sovereign they were created, is 
welcome to accept or reject what ever pleases them in any regard?  

As the free sovereigns is it not also true that what ever you decide to accept 
becomes your truth.  Each sovereign determines their own truth.  As a 
consequence there are no right or wrong beliefs or truths…only individual 
truths...

So as you review the materials as presented by Ron Vrooman…as a sovereign, 
you are free to question, accept or reject any part or all as being acceptable 
to your own version of your truth. 

Please feel welcome to express your own point of view.

arnie, an American
arnie@arnierosner.com
714-964-4056

On Sun, Aug 20, 2017 at 1:43 PM, Ron Vrooman <ronvrooman38@gmail.com> 
wrote:

Jenn

Charles Weisman, Life Liberty and Property, Chapter 2. The Law of the Land. Nature of 
the Law of the Land. The basis and substance for our security or legal protection of Life, 
Liberty and Property against arbitrary actions and abuses of government lies in the 
concept known as the “Law of the Land.” It is in fact the heart of a nation’s 
jurisprudence and provides for the stability of its society. The concept of the Law of the 
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Land is ancient, going back to biblical times, and has developed in the West under the 
Anglo-Saxon common law. The great efforts and advancements in securing the rights of 
Life, Liberty and Property in the past were based upon the idea of “the Law of the Land.” 
It thus is important to understand what the Law of the Land is and how it came about. 
The Law of the Land is basically the law, legal principles and rights which were 
originally established in a land, or which were first practiced there, by a certain race of 
people. These legal precepts become the foundational law for that race of people, as long 
as they remain in the land. It thus is a concept based on the maxim of precedents - a 
precedent which future generations inherit and are bound to follow. The law that 
originally existed in the land has always been used as a guide in determining what is to 
be regarded as lawful or unlawful. Its concept is revealed in the Bible. When God 
brought the Israelites into the Promise Land, He had directed them to bring the Ark of 
the Covenant into the land which contained the Ten Commandments on stone along 
with he books of the law. He also specifically told the people that these laws were to be 
followed in the land: Now these are the commandments, the statutes, and the 
judgments, which the LORD your God commanded to teach you, that you might do 
them in the land where you are going over to possess it. (Deuteronomy 6:1; 5:31, 11:8, 
30:16). So when the Isreal people crossed the Jordan River, the law that was brought 
with them was the Law of God. It was this law which was first practiced by this race of 
people in Palestine and thus became the Law of the Land. As a result, the people and 
rulers that had lived two hundred years after the founding of the Promise Land, were 
still obliged to follow the law even though neither home nor their parents had agreed to 
it at Mt. Sinai. They were bound to the law their ancestors followed by way of their racial 
heritage, and lalso to the law their ancestors had, through Divine Providence, originally 
established in the land in which they lived. For the Israelites, the law of the land became 
an historical issue. The law of the land principle is similar to the legal concept that 
dictates the right of discovery of new lands. The right of discovery is given to the race or 
nation that first steps upon the land. When John Cabot first set foot on American soil, 
that gave the right to the land to England, since Cabot was sailing under authority of the 
British Crown.
The fact that the French or Spanish also landed on the same shores of America did not 
give title of the land to this nations. Where there is uncertain claims to land distant from 
the shore (as with the Oregon or Louisiana territory) title is secured by the first to 
explore it or have settlement sin the land. This is the fundamental law of precedence, 
which has been recognized for thousands of years. There is a law which is connected to 
the land, and there are many maxims and legal principle which recognize this concept. 
AMERICAN LAW OF THE LAND. The basics of law and government in America were 
primarily derived from the English system. But the English Common Law had, over the 
course of several centuries, deviated from many fundamental principles and original 
precepts of the law. In the founding of America, certain concepts of English law were not 
established, and new ones were added. All of these events for the American Common 
Law or Fundamental Law. This principle was recognized by Chief Justice Tilghman of 
Pennsylvania; Every country has its common law. Ours is composed partly of the 
common law of England, and partly of our own usages. When our ancestors emigrated 
from England, they took with them such of the English principles as were convenient for 
the situation in which they were about to place themselves. It required time and 
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experience to ascertain how much of th eENlish law would be suitable to this country. 
By degrees, as circumstances demanded, we adopted the English usages, or substituted 
others better suited to our wants, till at length, before the time of the revolution, we had 
formed a system of our own. (The Guardians of the Poor v. Green, 5 Binney (Pa.) 554, 
558 (1813).) The collection fo the common law, in colonial statute law and principles of 
government that were originally establishe dand followed in early America, became the 
Law of the Land in America. In other words, the events of our history had in effect 
formed the Law of the Land. So when inquiring two what wa the “Law of the Land,” the 
Supreme Court of Tennessee in 1829 stated: The clause “LAW OF THE LAND,” means a 
general and public law, equally binding upon every member of the community. Our 
colonial history will best teach its meaning. Our ancestors were taught it by being 
transported across the Atlantic for trial; by the Boston port-bill, and other British 
legislation. The right to life, liberty and property, of every individual must stand or fall 
by the same rule or law (Vanzant v. Waddel, 2 Yerger’s Rep. (10 Tenn.) 259, 270 (1829).) 
There is considerable evidence that the colonists considered “law of the land” as a 
reference to the common law. From the beginning the colonists in America claimed the 
right to the protection the great body of common law rights as their birthright as 
Englishmen. Their claims were supported by the various royal charters and patents 
granted by the British Crown throughout the colonial period. But to better protect 
liberty and exact justice, they did not adopt all measures of the English law, as Judge 
Cooly has said: From the first the colonists in America claimed the benefit nad 
protection fot he common law. IN some particulars, however, the common law as then 
existing in Englind was not suited to their condition and circumstances in the new 
country and those particulars they omitted as it was put in practice by them. (Thomas 
M. Cooley, Constitutional Limitations, 23.) Cooly then cited numerous cases in support 
of proposition, including the U.S. Supreme Court case of Ness v. Pacard which states: 
THe common law of England is not to be taken, in all respects, to be that of America. 
Our ancestors brought with them its general principles, and claimed it as their 
birthright; but they brought with them and adopted only that portion which was 
applicable to their condition. (Van Ness v. Pacard, 2 Peters (27 U.S.) 137, 144.) It is thus 
a mistake to say that some concept, law or principle is not part of the Common Law 
because it was not so in England. In this land we must look to the law which the early 
settlers adopted, that which they rejected, and that which they fought for in the 
Revolution. This is the “Law of the Land” in America! It is that law which is legally 
attached to the land by claim, adoption, usage and application by our ancestors. 
However, the basis of this law was clearly the English common law, as stated by Justice 
Story: We take it to be a clear prinicpal that the common law in force at the emigration 
of our ancestors is deemed the birthright of the colonies, unless so far as it is 
inapplicable to their situation, or repugnant to their other rights and privileges. (Town 
of Pawlet v. Clark, 9 Cranch (13 U.S.) 292, 333 (1815).) Although our Anglo-American 
legal tradition, which we term the common law, is primarily an English institution, the 
differences between the two legal systems are obvious. In England the common law was 
undergoing change, disuse and distortion by the crown and Parliament. But the genius 
of Lord Coke and other jurists, the truer aspects of the Common Law were revived and 
remolded into vital pulsating principles, and were passed on to the English Colonies in 
this country. Coke’s works were among the most prominently read liturature in early 
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America. It is clear that prior to the Revolutionary War the common law was in force in 
all the colonies. (Gatton v. Chicago, R.I.&P.RY.Co., 63 N.W. 589, 590, 95 Iowa 112 
(1895).) But while the colonists adopted the bulk of the revived English common law, 
they rejected that which was deemed “repugnant to their rights.” They aslo adopted 
other laws and principles which would foster free enterprise and private rights, and 
which were more pursuant to the law of God. At the Revolution many of the laws 
regarding the crown and feudal lords were abandoned. Thus the English common law 
was purified in America, plus it was fortified with other good and godly precepts. This is 
the American Common Law - The Law of the Land. Due to this historical development 
of our common law, it has been said: “We are therefore more essentially a common law 
country than England Herself.” (Quinn v. Phipps, 93 Fla. 805, 113 So. 419, 425 
(1927).)Thus that body of laws, customs, religion, rights, justice and legal principles 
sanctioned and followed in America up to its official independence, (This actually 
occurred with the Treaty of Paris - September 3, 1783- when Great Britain recognized 
the indepenedence of the United States.) is the common law in force generally 
throughout the United States.
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