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Matters
Howard Freeman’s The UCC Connection circulated widely in the
late 20th century because it addressed something most people
could feel but not explain: that the modern legal system does
not  operate  on  natural  law,  common  sense,  or  moral
accountability — but on procedure, status, and presumption.

Freeman did not invent resistance.
He did something more important: he exposed the machinery.

However, exposure alone is not exit.
And fighting the machinery using its own symbols often keeps one
trapped inside it.

This article does not dismiss Freeman’s work.
It completes it.

� What Howard Freeman Got Right
1. Jurisdiction Is Not What People Think It Is
Freeman correctly observed that modern courts are not Common Law
forums in the classical sense.

They function primarily through statutory, administrative, and
commercial presumptions, where procedure outweighs substance.

Most people believe:

law is about right and wrong
courts exist to find what is true



In practice:

law is about capacity
courts exist to process persons and records

Freeman was absolutely right to emphasize jurisdiction as the
central issue.

2. Status Determines How the System Treats You
Freeman understood that the system does not interact with living
men and women directly, but with legal constructs — persons,
citizens, registrants, account-holders.

He also correctly sensed that:

most people never knowingly consented
yet still find themselves bound

This contradiction bothered him — rightly so.

The problem was never ignorance alone;
it was misidentification.

3. Remedy and Recourse Must Exist — Or the System
Is Tyranny
One of Freeman’s strongest insights was that any legitimate
system of law must contain an exit.

A system without remedy:



is not law
it is administration by force

Freeman was right to search for remedy.
Where he erred was where he believed it resided.

⚠️ What Freeman Missed — or Could Not
Yet See
Freeman’s work emerged during a period when:

digital systems were immature
administrative governance was still opaque
“status correction” language had not yet crystallized

Because of that, he made several critical missteps.

1. The 1938 “Break” Was Misunderstood
Freeman centered much of his theory on Erie Railroad v. Tompkins
(1938), believing it marked the death of Common Law.

In fact:

Erie ended federal general common law
It did not abolish Common Law itself
Common Law remained at the state level



Freeman  sensed  a  shift,  but  attributed  it  to  the  wrong
mechanism.

The  real  change  was  not  abolition  —  it  was  administrative
absorption.

2. UCC as an Escape Hatch Was a Category
Error
Freeman treated the Uniform Commercial Code as a universal lever
capable of overriding courts, statutes, and police power.

This was a mistake — why?

The UCC:

governs commercial transactions
preserves certain rights within commerce
does not dissolve statutory authority

Writing “Without Prejudice UCC 1-308”:

does not remove jurisdiction
does not negate statutes
does not convert public law into private contract

Freeman mistook contract defense for status correction.



3.  Conflating  Statutes,  Admiralty,  and
Contracts
Freeman collapsed multiple legal domains into one:

Admiralty
statutory jurisdiction
commercial agreements

This blending created confusion.

Not all statutes operate by contract.
Not all enforcement relies on consent.
Not all jurisdiction is maritime or commercial.

The  system  does  not  need  a  contract  when  it  already  has
registration  and  status.

4. Fighting the System Still Feeds It
Freeman’s courtroom strategies assumed that:

enough logic
enough questions
enough procedural pressure

would force the system to admit its own illegitimacy.

But systems do not confess.
They route, deflect, and reclassify.

Engagement itself often reinforces jurisdiction.



� The Missing Piece — Correction, Not
Combat
This is where the modern understanding diverges.

The solution is not:

debating judges
invoking UCC incantations
demanding  constitutional  recognition  inside  statutory
forums

The solution is status correction.

Not rebellion.
Not resistance.
Not argument.

Correction.

Once status is corrected:

the system no longer addresses the living
it addresses only its own records
interaction becomes administrative, not adversarial

At that point, struggle ends.

Let the dead bury the dead.

The system manages its own constructs.



You no longer animate them.

⚖️  Conclusion  —  Freeman  as  a
Waypoint, Not a Destination
Howard Freeman deserves respect.

He:

exposed mechanisms others ignored
encouraged people to question authority
refused blind obedience

But his work was never meant to be final.

He opened a door.
Others walked through.

The mature position is not an endless battle —it is an exit
through status correction.

⚠️ Important Clarification
Why  “Without  Prejudice  UCC  1-308”  Has  No  Power
Without Status Correct Correction
One  critical  misunderstanding  must  be  addressed  clearly  and
without ambiguity.

The phrase:



“All Rights Reserved — Without Prejudice UCC 1-308”

Has no standing in law when used by a Legal Person who has not
corrected  their  status,  standing,  and  capacity  as  Lawful
Person/Natural man/woman.

Here is why.
The Uniform Commercial Code applies only within commerce and
only  to  those  who  are  recognized  participants  within  that
framework. A phrase alone does nothing.

Law does not operate by incantation.

For any reservation of rights to be acknowledged, three elements
must already exist:

Lawful Status
Lawful Standing
Lawful Capacity

A U.S. Citizen, by definition, operates as:

a statutory person
a federally-regulated political status
a subject within public jurisdiction

From that position, “Without Prejudice UCC 1-308”:

does not reserve natural rights
does not override statutes
does not convert public law into private agreement

At  best,  it  preserves  limited  contractual  defenses  within

https://www.law.cornell.edu/wex/legal_person


commerce.
It does not restore sovereignty, remove jurisdiction, or compel
courts to recognize inherent rights.

✔️  When  Reservation  of  Rights  Can
Operate Meaningfully
For “All Rights Reserved — Without Prejudice” to have lawful
meaning beyond commerce:

One  must  first  correct  their  political  and  legal  status,
standing as:

Private American National
With Lawful Status, Standing, and Capacity by Law

Only from that posture can:

rights be asserted rather than presumed waived
interactions be voluntary rather than coerced
commerce be entered by choice, not default

In other words:

Status precedes rights.
Standing precedes remedy.
Capacity precedes enforcement.

Without correction, the phrase is symbolic.
With correction, it becomes procedural hygiene, not a magic
shield.



✍️ Editor’s Preface / Disclaimer
On UCC Mythology and Misuse
This article is not legal advice.

The Uniform Commercial Code does not:

erase statutory obligations
nullify criminal jurisdiction
override courts by phrase or signature

Much harm has been done by treating the UCC as a magical escape
mechanism.
It is not.

The UCC is a commercial framework, not a sovereignty switch.

Those seeking remedy should focus not on slogans, but on status,
record correction, and non-participation, conducted lawfully and
deliberately.

Understanding the system is necessary.
Remaining entangled in it is not.

� Final Word of Caution
Many have been harmed by the myth that writing certain words:



overrides jurisdiction
disables courts
or nullifies statutes

This is untrue.

The system does not respond to slogans.
It responds to status and record.

Understanding the machinery is useful.
Correcting one’s posture is decisive.

Once corrected, there is no need to argue, invoke, or perform.

Let the dead bury the dead.

With Lawful Status, Standing, and Capacity — All Rights Reserved
— Without Prejudice


