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ARTICLES

AN ANALYSIS OF PEOPLE, FOR MICHIGAN
REPUBLIC, EXREL V. STATE OF

MICHIGAN

PHILLIP A. HENDGES*

INTRODUCTION

About a year ago, a friend of mine was with her husband at a
law book auction looking for books to add to his law office's library.
They found themselves bidding against a non-lawyer-a farmer, in
fact. In talking to this farmer, my friend discovered that the books
the farmer was bidding on were merely additions to a larger col-
lection of law books the farmer maintained in his barn which he
browsed through from time to time. When asked why he collected
law books, the farmer told my friends that every county should
have at least one lay person knowledgeable in the law.

Nationally, there are other lay individuals similarly inter-
ested in judicial prose. These individuals are, for various reasons,
deeply dissatisfied with the American legal and political status
quo. They reject this status quo as illegitimate and are turning to
the law for relief. This law they are turning to, however, is not the
law as most Americans understand it. These individuals are part
of a movement having its own conception of the law, and its mem-
bers are applying this law in their own manner through their own
courts.

Judging by his purchases and reported statements, the well-
read farmer may very well have been one of these individuals who
is a part of what is generally known as the "common law courts
movement." This article examines the practices and beliefs of this
movement through the People, for Michigan Republic, ex rel v.

* J.D., Thomas M. Cooley Law School, 1997; B.A., Albion College, 1987.
Mr. Hendges would like to extend his appreciation to Professor Stephen
Sheppard, Jtlrgen Skoppek and Joy Witte for their guidance and comments
during the preparation of this article.
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State of Michigan.1 This petition is the product of a group of com-
mon law movement believers who identify themselves as the
"Michigan People's Assembly and Grand Jury.' According to the
caption on its first page, this petition is a "Petition de Droit and
Command to Show Cause' and was delivered to the listed
"Respondents, Defendants" in late December, 1995. This particu-
lar copy was delivered to Michigan's governor, John Engler. Other
Michigan defendants listed in the petition are the attorney gen-
eral, all members of the legislature, all judges, all county commis-
sioners, all state agencies and all elected or appointed officials.'
Presumably, these individuals were also served.

On first impression, this document5 appears to be an ordinary
legal pleading. It begins with a caption listing the court, parties,
and subject matter followed by a summons, or "praecipe,"8 with

1. Petition de Droit and Command to Show Cause, People, for Mich. Re-
public, ex rel v. State of Michigan, (Our One S. Ct., Country of Mich. 1995)
(No. Mich. 95-1) [hereinafter Petition]. The petition is attached as Appendix
A. See infra Appendix A.

2. Id. at 1. In the praecipe, the authors are identified as the "Michigan
People's Assembly and Common Law Jury." Id. They are identified in the
body of the petition as the "Michigan People's Assembly and Grand Jury." Id.
at 3-32.

3. Id. Common law practitioners use many antique terms. A "petition de
droit," for instance, is:

In old English practice, a petition of right; a form of proceeding to ob-
tain restitution from the crown of either real or personal property, being
of use where the crown is in possession of any hereditaments or chat-
tels, and the petitioner suggests such a right as controverts the title of
the crown, grounded on facts disclosed in the petition itself.

BLACK'S LAW DICTIONARY 1146 (6th ed. 1990).
"Command to show cause" is self-explanatory and may be considered the re-
publican form of the petition discussed above as it is not limited by tradition
to acts by the crown, and it can accommodate requests for return of meta-
physical property such as political rights.

4. Petition, supra note 1, at 3.
5. Id. at 1-32. All quotations from the petition and other sources will re-

flect not only emphasis (underlining, for example) placed on the text in the
original but also the original capitalization, punctuation, grammar, etc. Also,
authorities cited in the petition will be identified in the same manner in this
article as they are in the original, except where more formal identification
may be required.

6. A "praecipe" is defined as, "[iun practice, an original writ drawn up in
the alternative, commanding the defendant to do the thing required, or show
the reason why he had not done it. It includes an order to the clerk of court to
issue an execution on a judgment already rendered." BLACK'S LAw DIC-
TIONARY 1172-73 (6th ed. 1990).
This praecipe was issued by the "Special Appointed Clerk" and directs the
named "respondents, defendants" to mail within 60 days the required
"affidavits of response" to an address in a small town near Michigan's capitol,
Lansing. Petition, supra note 1, at 1. The praecipe also states, "If no Lawful
evidence to the contrary is received, these facts stated as Truth and this As-
sembly of the Sovereign People shall continue "in Law" to remove this bond-
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service of process. A seal even appears on some of the pages.
However, you need not go beyond the second line of the caption to
know that this is, at the very least not an ordinary pleading. The
court identified in the caption is "Our One Supreme Court" located
in the "Country of Michigan. It is further identified as the
"Common Law Venue" having "Original and Exclusive Jurisdic-
tion" and that it is "Outside the District of Columbia In Ingham
county," Michigan Republic."" The approximately thirty pages of
argument, authority, analysis, and conclusions that follow the
cover page have a similar, "not of this world" quality.

PURPOSE AND OVERVIEW OF THIS ARTICLE

Despite its ostensibly otherworldly character, there is mean-
ing and relevance in People, for Michigan Republic, ex rel v. State
of Michigan. Neither, however, are detectable if the document is
viewed as being legal in character. This petition is, as will be dis-
cussed later, a political document and has both meaning and rele-
vance as such.

The petition, as an expression of the beliefs prevalent in the
common law courts movement, is the focus of this article. The first
section of this article provides a basic overview of the common law
courts movement. The second section summarizes the People, for
Michigan Republic, ex rel v. State of Michigan, relying largely on
excerpts from the petition. This approach gives the reader an
overview of the issues discussed with the flavor of the discussion.
The third section discusses the ultimate question presented by the
petition, the nature of individual and governmental sovereignty in
the American system of government. This section addresses the
question of why, under the political question doctrine, the individ-
ual versus governmental sovereignty question is not a proper
question for the courts. The final section discusses the petition as
a political statement that is relevant under the petition clause of
the First Amendment of the Constitution.

NOTE ON METHODOLOGY

The overview in section one relies largely on information re-
ported regarding the common law courts movement in Ohio.

age from us." Id. In other words, a default judgment shall issue.
7. Petition, supra note 1, at 33-38.
8. Id. at 1.
9. The use of a lower case "cin "county" is not a typographical error but

a statement in and of itself. According to Michael Janofsky, writing in the
New York Times, "Members of common law courts routinely use lower case
letters in their documents to emphasize that they do not acknowledge an es-
tablished jurisdiction." Michael Janofsky, Home-Grown Courts Spring Up as
Judicial Arm of the Far Right, N.Y. TIMEs, April 17, 1996, at Al.

10. Petition, supra note 1, at 1.
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There is relatively little information available on the movement
nationally. To date, there has been no in-depth academic study of
this movement. Most of the available information consists of
newspaper articles reporting on the activities of common law
courts operating in various communities across the nation. There
is, however, sufficient reporting on the movement's activities in
Ohio to give a good overview of its membership, motivation, ex-
tent, and practices. While there is little information available on
the movement in Michigan, both Ohio and Michigan are Midwest-
ern states in close proximity to each other. Therefore, Ohio will
serve as a reasonable surrogate for Michigan in the context of this
overview. Information on the beliefs prevalent in the movement,
however, is readily available on-line in websites created by move-
ment believers. The overview of the common law on which the pe-
tition rests is based on these common law sources.

I. THE COMMON LAW COURTS MOVEMENT: AN OVERVIEW

As indicated in the Introduction, the petition itself is the focus
of this article. The common law courts movement is only discussed
to the extent required to understand the petition. This section is
not designed to present a detailed history and analysis of the
movement itself.' Instead, this section is intended to provide the
reader with the information required to see through the petition to
its underlying philosophical question.

A The Membership of the Movement and Some Common
Motivations

People, for Michigan Republic, ex rel v. State of Michigan in-
cludes the signatures of 115 individuals' who, presumably, consti-
tute the "Michigan People's Assembly and Grand Jury." Nothing
else is revealed about these people other than that they subscribe
to the beliefs reflected in the petition, as evidenced by their signa-
tures affixed to it. However, in the caption of the petition, the
court is identified as "Our One Supreme Court."3

11. Although the common law and militia movements are often connected,
any attempt to discuss both in a paper of this length would fail. Both move-
ments are part of what is generally referred to as the "patriot movement"
Common Law Movement Called Threat, DAYTON DAILY NEWS, April 15, 1996,
at 2B. The patriot movement is a general term for the diverse but generally
anti-governmental collection of organizations that have appeared over the last
several years. Id. The Patriot movement includes everyone from citizen mi-
litia groups to shadowy racist organizations implicated in acts of domestic ter-
rorism. Janofsky, supra note 9, at Al.
Similarly, a general survey of the common law courts movement would also be
impractical and of limited utility in understanding the petition and will only
be addressed as necessary to understand the petition.

12. Petition, supra note 1, at 33-38.
13. Id. at 1.
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In Columbus, Ohio, there is another group that identifies it-
self as "Our One Supreme Court." Not only do the two groups
share the same name but also the same basic beliefs. This is clear
when the reported beliefs of the Ohio group are considered in light
of the contents of the Michigan petition. Knowing this, certain
generalizations may be drawn regarding the individuals involved
in the common law courts movement. The membership of Colum-
bus, Ohio's "Our One Supreme Court" appears to be typical, and
the characterizations of its members in press reports are consis-
tent with those characteristics of similar courts around the coun-
try. Therefore, while nothing is known of the 115 individuals who
signed the petition, the motivations and beliefs of others involved
in the movement can be insightful in attempting to understand the
petition's meaning and relevance.

1. "f[We all got burned...."

"We sat around one night and talked about how we all got
burned [by the courts]. Then we decided maybe we should start
our own."" Members of common law courts often report that they
have been "burned" by an encounter with the courts; "burned"
means a verdict was rendered against them.' The individual
quoted above was identified as one of the founders of Our One Su-
preme Court. 6 He lost a dispute with the Internal Revenue Serv-
ice and was reportedly fighting a traffic citation, claiming that it
constituted an infringement of "his 'natural' -right to travel
freely."17

Another individual who has attempted to use the common law
courts movement theories as a defense to a traffic citation is James
Nichols.'8 James Nichols is the brother of Terry Nichols who,

14. Stephen Braun, Their Own Kind of Justice, L.A. TIMEs, Sept. 5, 1995,
at Al.

15. 20/20: Rebel Justice - Refusing to Abide by American Law (ABC televi-
sion broadcast, Jan. 5, 1996). 20/20, after attending a session of Our One Su-
preme Court, reported that "[mlost [of the attendees] have had run-ins with
the law." Id. The report went on to identify one attendee who turned to Our
One Supreme Court after having been found guilty of "sexual abuse," incur-
ring $31,000 in legal fees in the process, and another individual who lost in
traffic court. Id. At a session of the "Common Law Court of Necessity" in
York, Nebraska, one individual was there after losing his farm in a dispute
with the Internal Revenue Service while another had lost his home in a bank
foreclosure action. Henry J. Cordes, Common-Law Backers Eye New Justice,
OMAHA WORLD HERALD, Nov. 5, 1995, at Bi. Although the facts of these en-
counters are unknown, it is contextually clear that the individuals feel not
only that justice was denied them but also that they were victims of the legal
system rather than losers on the merits.

16. Braun, supra note 14, at Al.
17. Id.
18. Paul Glastris, Patriot Games, Legal Philosophy of Militia Movements,

WASH. MONTHLY, June 1995, at 23.
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along with Timothy McVeigh, was accused of bombing the Alfred
P. Murrah Federal Building in Oklahoma City, Oklahoma on April
19, 1995.' James Nichols was cited in 1992 for speeding and
driving without a license by a sheriff near his hometown of Decker,
Michigan.' He similarly claimed that the citations were a viola-
tion of his "right to free travel."2'

Terry Nichols also attempted to use the common law courts
theories as a defense for his use of a worthless check to pay
$31,000 in defaulted credit card debt.' His defense was summa-
rized as follows: "He didn't really owe that $31,000 in bank credit
card debt, he announced to the court, because the banks had lent
him 'credit,' not 'legal tender.' He offered to pay with what he
called a 'certified fractional reserve check' -- a worthless piece of
paper.-O

2. I want them out of[my life]"

Other movement believers are more generally disaffected.
These "embittered castaways from American justice" see the com-
mon law courts as a means of expressing this disaffection because
the courts allow them the "chance to play judge and jury for a
night.' There is a broad spectrum of general disaffection evident
in the national movement. On one end of the spectrum are state-
ments such as, "I think the government's gotten too involved in our
daily lives, and I want them out of mine.' Those on the other end
of the spectrum claim that the federal government is not just in-
trusive, but illegitimate."

Some members of the movement are not just disaffected but
seemingly totally divorced from reality. One individual quoted in
the press claims that "he's seen secret documents that indicate the
government is planning to put microchips in everyone's forehead
with an 18-digit code. And he suspects the code will be the Biblical
mark of the beast mentioned in the Book of Revelation.' Other
members claim that this microchip implantation project has al-
ready moved from the planning stages to implementation and that

19. Bartholomew Sullivan, Vigilante Justice, Man's Defense is Common
Law, COM. APPEAL, Nov. 23, 1995, at Al. Timothy McVeigh has subsequently
been convicted of the bombing and has been sentenced to death. Ed Godfrey,
Bombing Grand Jury Inspects Area Jails, DAILY OKLAHOMAN, July 2, 1997, at
12.

20. Glastris, supra note 18, at 23.
21. Id.
22. Id. See also Sullivan, supra note 19, at Al.
23. Glastris, supra note 18, at 44.
24. Braun, supra note 14, at Al.
25. Nightline (ABC television broadcast, May 22, 1995).
26. See, e.g., Sullivan, supra note 19, at Al.
27. Id.
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they have already encountered the "mark of the beast.' Amy
Honaker, a member of a citizen's militia and Patriot group, be-
lieves she saw the mark of the beast while working as a cashier in
the local Wal-Mart store.' As Ms. Honaker was checking out a
customer's purchases, the customer requested that Ms. Honaker
scan her hand containing a microchip with her credit informa-
tion.3 Ms. Honaker believes that this is a sign of the New World
Order." Individuals with beliefs similar to Ms. Honaker's are un-
doubtedly present wherever common law courts movement believ-
ers gather. As is the case with any spectrum, however, most indi-
viduals fall between the extremes. These individuals are
motivated by beliefs that reflect concern with or even fear of the
government without departing completely from reality.

3. "[Retirees and machinists, janitors and electricians, farmers
and carpenters"

This natural tendency toward the middle is confirmed in de-
scriptions of individuals attending a session of Our One Supreme
Court. Members of a "jury," convened at a session of Our One Su-

28. Susan Ladd & Stan Swofford, The Law of the Land, Group Seeks
County Rule, NEWS & REc., June 25, 1995, at A9 [hereinafter The Law of the
Land]. One account of an encounter with the "mark of the beast" so aptly ex-
presses the paranoid beliefs of those on the far end of the spectrum that it is
included in its entirety.

Amy Honaker, 18, of Waynesville [North Carolina] is a member of a
citizens' militia and Patriot group. She believes the New World Order
will begin soon. Amy Honaker believes she saw the "mark of the
beast"-and the beginning of the New World Order-and it nearly made
her sick.
Honaker, 18, is a cashier at Wal-Mart in Waynesville. She's also a
member of a local citizens' militia and Patriot group that fears the fed-
eral government is helping establish a one-world government that
would strip Americans of their liberties.
That's why she gasped and turned pale a few months ago when a
woman in Honaker's Wal-Mart line plopped her purchases down and
held out her right hand. Instead of a credit card, the woman wanted
Honaker to scan her hand. The woman said that a microchip implanted
in the back of her right hand would provide Honaker with the necessary
credit information.
Honaker, who says she was brought up in a "very Christian" environ-
ment, was so shaken she had to take a break.
"I was disgusted. I thought I was going to throw up,' Honaker said.
"This is another indication to me that a New World Order is coming
unless we all wake up."

Honaker says she also sees signs of a New World Order in the black
helicopters that fly over her house at all hours of the day and night.

Id.
29. Id
30. Id.
3L Id.
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preme Court, included "retirees and machinists, janitors and elec-
tricians, farmers and carpenters bound together by their disgust
with the nation's courts and a willful insistence that they can dis-
patch their own justice.' Others attending that session were de-
scribed as "people with no apparent extremist affiliation -- senior
citizens angry about taxes, couples embittered by their lack of job
security, [and] a Cincinnati chemist disillusioned after he vainly
fought a speeding charge in local court.' Whether motivated by
spite and revenge or general disenchantment, this estrangement
from or unease with the courts and the American status quo brings
these people together in "clubs for the disaffected' such as Our
One Supreme Court.

An important distinction, however, may be drawn between
those who lead and those who follow in the common law courts
movement. Morris Dees, director of the Southern Poverty Law
Center, described the leaders as "wackos and kooks" who are seen
as a threat by those outside the movement." He described the fol-
lowers as "desperate, frustrated and often well-meaning" indi-
viduals who see the common law courts as a legitimate means to
redress the grievances they have with the American status quo."

The class of "wackos and kooks" Dees refers to undoubtedly
includes the individuals who recently barricaded themselves in on
a ranch in "Justus Township, Montana state."87  The self-

32. Braun, supra note 14, at Al.
3 Id.
34 Id.
35. 20/20, supra note 15.
36. Id. People active in the movement also distinguish the "good" believers

from the "bad." Id. According to a leader of the "Constitutional Study Group
of Canton" in Ohio, a common law group that claims to be seeking change
through recognized channels, the authorities should not worry about them be-
cause "[w]e're not a radical group. We're not a militia group. We're not a court.
The 'one supreme court' and the militia is who these people should be afraid
of." T.C. Brown, Justice for the Common Man?, CLEV. PLAIN DEALER, Dec. 11,
1995, at Al.

37. From mid-March to late June 1996, approximately 20 individuals barri-
caded themselves in a 960-acre ranch near Jordan, Montana. Watching Mon-
tana, ECONOMIST, April 6, 1996, at 24. Thirteen of the 20 were facing out-
standing arrest warrants for a variety of criminal offenses including passing
$1.8 million in worthless checks. Id. Their activities prior to the stand-off
were described as follows:

The Freemen have been a local nuisance for more than two years. They
have threatened judges, refused to recognize state law, refused to pay
taxes, and declined to get driving licenses. They have their own courts,
where they hold mock trials of local officials. And they have taught
their methods (including using computers to commit fraud) to groups
elsewhere.

Id.
The name the Freemen chose for their township, "Justus," is apparently a pun
and can be read as "Just us." Id. See Janofsky, supra note 9, at Al
(discussing the significance of the use of the lower case Vs as used in
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proclaimed "Freemen of Montana" claimed justification under the
common law courts system for passing worthless checks.M

Similarly cynical individuals can be found on the Internet at
the Sovereign Citizen Resource Center (SCRC) website.' If you
believe that social security is a national socialist scheme, reducing
the sovereignty of the states, then for "$75 cash or postal money
order," the SCRC will provide you with a kit on disk to revoke your
social security number and throw off the yoke of the federal gov-
ernment.' In a similar manner, you can free yourself of burden-
some state motor vehicle regulations by getting rid of your license
plates and asserting your "right to travel" with a set of "right to
travel conveyance identification plates" available for "$30 each,
cash or postal money order."

Others provide in-person consulting services. Our One Su-
preme Court itself was reportedly assisted by a traveling "expert"

"Montana state").
38. Watching Montana, supra note 37, at 24.
39. Sovereign Citizen Resource Center (visited July 14, 1996)

<http'//www.caprica.com/-scrc>. According to the statement of purpose on its
homepage, the SCRC is described as a:

1st Amendment association of people who research law and report our
findings by sharing them with others for the cost of the research and
production of the materials. We are patriotic private common-law re-
searchers & reporters with a deep desire to spread the Truth to those it
has been hidden from and to help others help themselves. WE ARE NOT
A COMMERCIAL BUSINESS AND ARE NOT ENGAGED IN COMMERCE "IN THIS
STATE" OR "IN THE STATE" OF CALIFORNIA, NOR INVOLVED IN INTERSTATE
COMMERCE OR INTRASTATE COMMERCE IN ANY OF THE 50 SEVERAL
STATES OF THE UNION. Our work is educational in nature, is for the
good of "We the People" undertaken with the full protection of the Bill
of Rights, and is not to be confused with the "practice of law" as pur-
veyed by the various Bar organizations. All our available information is
listed here. But what do we really think?

Id.
40. SCRC, Social Security Revocation Procedure (visited July 14, 1996)

<http'//www.caprica.com/-scrc/page2.htm>. The specified methods of pay-
ment are included in the text of this paragraph and placed in quotation marks
because the requirement that payment be made in United States currency is
curious in light of other statements made by the SCRC. According to the
SCRC, the only constitutional currency is "hard money in the form of gold or
silver coin." Howard Fisher & Dale Pond, Our American Common Law
(visited July 14, 1996) <http'/www.caprica.com/-scrc/page21.htm>. The
SCRC goes on to describe the Federal Reserve, which issues our present ap-
parently unconstitutional paper currency (Federal Reserve notes), as "private
credit monopolies" which "were deceitfully and disloyally foisted upon this
country by bankers who came here from Europe and who repaid us for our
hospitality by undermining our American institutions." Scott Eric Rosensteil,
The Federal Reserve, a Private Corporation, (visited July 14, 1996)
<http//www.caprica.com/-scrcl page20.htm>. The alleged unconstitutionality
of our present monetary system is one of the central grievances expressed in
the petition. See generally infra Appendix A.

41. SCRC, Right to Travel Conveyance Identification Plates (visited July
14, 1996) <http: //www.caprica.com/-scrc/page93.htm>.
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who, for a fee of $1,500, taught the founders the common law.4
These "miracle cures," whether offered on the Internet or through
what amount to "traveling medicine shows," are aimed directly at
the "desperate, frustrated and often well meaning" individuals re-
ferred to above. They seem to be saying that "people who say
there are no easy answers just aren't looking hard enough.'

The membership of Our One Supreme Court undoubtedly in-
cludes some "wackos and kooks." But it is more likely composed
primarily of ordinary people seeking, for good reasons and bad, re-
dress of grievances both real and imagined. The membership of
the Michigan People's Assembly and Grand Jury is probably very
similar to that of Our One Supreme Court.

B. Probable Origins and Extent of the Movement

Our One Supreme Court was formed sometime in March,
1995." Nationally, most sources trace the origins of the common
law courts movement to the Posse Comitatus.' The Posse Comita-
tus has been described as "a radical anti-federal-government
movement founded in Oregon in 1969 and popular in the rural
Midwest during the eighties' farm crisis."' Prevalent among the
Posse Comitatus beliefs was the view "that the township was the
highest form of American government and that Common Law
reigns supreme over the nation's 200-year codification of state and
federal case law." The Posse Comitatus also believed that "the
Federal Reserve is in the pockets of a cabal of Jewish international
bankers and that all constitutional amendments other than the
first 10 - the ones written by and for white Christians - are sus-
pect.""

By the mid-eighties, however, the Posse Comitatus was hob-
bled by the arrests of many of its leaders and the deaths of other
members resulting from armed confrontations with law enforce-

42. Braun, supra note 14, at Al.
43. Susan Ladd & Stan Swofford, Discontent Feeds Movement, Observers

Say, NEWS & REC., June 27, 1995, at Al [hereinafter Discontent Feeds Move-
ment]. Chip Berlet, of Political Research Associates, echoes this analysis. See
id. In respect to the common law courts movement, Berlet concludes, "These
people are not lunatics and they are not stupid. What they are is so stressed
out for so long that the only explanation that makes sense to them any more
is to look for the simple solution that a scapegoat provides." Id. The scape-
goat in this case is the government.

44. Braun, supra note 14, at Al.
45. Glastris, supra note 18, at 23.
46. Id.
47. Braun, supra note 14, at Al.
48. Glastris, supra note 18, at 23. Similar beliefs regarding the Federal

Reserve are expressed by the SCRC. See Rosensteil, supra note 40 (giving a
discussion on the Federal Reserve system.)
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ment agencies.' Although the Posse Comitatus itself is no longer a
significant force, the basic tenets of the "Christian Common Law,"
in which they believed, live on in the common law courts move-
ment.Wo These beliefs are "[iun large part... what these courts are
still about today."1

In Ohio, common law court activity is present in anywhere
from forty-one' to sixty of the state's eighty-eight counties.
There is no estimate of the total number of individuals active in
these courts, but between 350 and 1,000 persons were active in
Our One Supreme Court in 1995." Nationally, common law court
activity is reportedly present in anywhere from twelve' to forty'
states. An unidentified movement "leader" claimed a presence in
thirty states with up to 100 courts. 7

C. The Process and the Law of the Movement

1. Process

The following description of the opening of a session of Our
One Supreme Court is typical of other common law courts.

The jury of 15 men and women raised their right hands, swearing
an oath on the Constitution as a video camera recorded the proceed-
ings in a former car dealership turned bingo hall.

49. Glastris, supra note 18, at 23.
50. Braun, supra note 14, at Al.
51 Id. Levitas is identified as the former director of the Center for Demo-

cratic Renewal and was reportedly working on a book about the Posse Comita-
tus.

52. Common Law Movement Called Threat, supra note 11, at B2.
53. Brown, supra note 36 at Al. The police were cited as the source of this

number. Id.
54. Common Law Movement Called Threat, supra note 11, at B2. The Day-

ton Daily News reported that the Columbus Police Department believes the
court to have a membership of "about 350" individuals. Id. The second figure
is an assumption based on the reported number of individuals (1,000) seeking
its services between the common law courts establishment in March 1995 and
the date of the article in the Cleveland Plain Dealer. Brown, supra note 36 at
Al.

55. 20/20, supra note 15. See also All Things Considered: Common Law
Court Movement Worries Law Enforcement (National Public Radio broadcast,
Jan. 12, 1996) (reporting common law courts activity in at least 12 states).

56. Janofsky, supra note 9, at Al. The source of this estimate is the South-
ern Poverty Law Center. Id.

57. Braun, supra note 14, at Al Possibly included in this number is 'The
Common Law Court of the United States of America." Id. Although this court
does not seem to be a common law court in the same sense as Our One Su-
preme Court, its stated goal is "[t]o re-establish the common law jurisdic-
tions." The Common Law Court of the United States of America, (visited July
16, 1996) <http'/www.nidlink.com/-bobhard/commnlaw.html>. They also
claim to have become signatories to the "[ilnternational treaty on the service
of civil documents to member states." Id.
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Attorneys were not welcome in the makeshift courtroom on the east
side of Columbus, as about a half-dozen people from around Ohio
presented their "legal" requests.

The volunteer jury did more than just take testimony. It also ques-
tioned witnesses, passed judgment and could have set sentences, if
necessary. No judge ever issues rulings in this courtroom, and the
jury's verdict is final; there is no appeal to another authority or
court.'

All common law courts have at their center a jury made up of
movement believers. There does not seem to be, however, a re-
quirement that the jury consist of a minimum or maximum num-
ber of jurors. Our One Supreme Court had fifteen jurors at the
session described above and twelve" at another, while the Iowa
Common Law Court had twelve jurors serving at one of its ses-
sions.' The Michigan People's Assembly and Grand Jury, while
not a "court" in the sense the others are, has 115 listed jurors or
"jurats."6 Our One Supreme Court's jurors swear an oath to the
Constitution, with some concluding not with the traditional "so
help me God" but with "so help me Yahweh.' The determination
made by the common law. jury is final; there is no appeal to a
higher court because the common law court, Our One Supreme
Court, is the supreme court.' The petition's caption states that
Our One Supreme Court for the "Country of Michigan" is the
"Common Law Venue" having "Original and Exclusive Jurisdic-

58. Brown, supra note 36, at Al. While Our One Supreme Court meets in
a bingo hall, other common law courts meet in such places as hotel banquet
rooms. All Things Considered, supra note 55.

59. Braun, supra note 14, at Al.
60. Brown, supra note 36, at Al; All Things Considered, supra note 55.
61. Presumably, this is a variation of "jurata." "Jurata" means "[i]n old

English law, a jury of twelve men sworn. Especially a jury of the common law
... " BLACK'S LAw DICTIONARY 852 (6th ed. 1990). The Michigan People's

Assembly and Grand Jury is larger possibly because it was not convened to
"resolve" disputes but to indict, in the form of this petition, the legal and po-
litical systems.

62. Brown, supra note 36, at Al. "Yahweh" is an Old Testament Hebraic
reference to God favored by, among others, members of the Posse Comitatus.

63 Id. The judgments rendered, however, are fantasy judgments and
without force outside of the hall rented for the occasion by the "court." To en-
force its judgments, Our One Supreme Court plans to first seek the assistance
of the county sheriff, then the U.S. Marshal Service, followed by the National
Guard, and finally the local citizen militia. Id. Other movement believers
have resorted to threats of violence against government officials and the filing
of bogus liens. See, e.g., Martha A. Bethel, Terror in Montana, N.Y. TIMES,
July 20, 1995, at A23; Bruce Schultz, "Patriots' Use Lien Tactic as Weapon,
SUNDAY ADvoc., June 18, 1995, at B5. With respect to criminal offenses, the
common law courts promise swift and severe judgments. "In common law,
murder, robbery, rape, we would like to see that person get the severest pen-
alty possible, and that's death, and it should be done the next day." 20/20,
supra note 15.
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tion;" in other words, it is the supreme court in Michigan.
Absent from these sessions are three fixtures of normal courts

of law: attorneys, judges, and defendants. According to one mem-
ber of Our One Supreme Court, "A lawyer or judge is not allowed
in our court in his official capacity."' Lawyers are, in fact, reviled
in the Patriot Movement, the umbrella movement of which Our
One Supreme Court is a part.' Another "patriot" is quoted as
saying, "Lawyers are what is destroying the country. They are not
taught the truth or the Bible. They are taught to lie and play
games in court."' An investigator from the Southern Poverty Law
Center further explains this hatred as follows: "[t]hey perceive
lawyers as one of the tools used by the tyrannical government to
oppress them .... And lawyers are the ones who get criminals off,
who represent the banks in foreclosures, and who go to work in
legislatures to draft the statutes that take away their guns."'
Lawyers, along with judges, are part of what makes our current
judicial system "just no good." At the Iowa Common Law Court,
defendants are always invited but never show up." Without the
benefit of counsel or the protection of a neutral judge, it is not sur-
prising that the common law plaintiff always stands unopposed be-
fore the common law jury. Predictably, the plaintiff always pre-
vails; they are never "burned" by this court.

Much of Our One Supreme Court's docket is taken up with
"motions to quiet title.""0 A motion to quiet title is a common law
"right of passage."" In the common law courts movement, this
process ends the believer's "14th Amendment slavery" and trans-
forms the believer into a "sovereign citizen" answerable to no one
outside of the common law courts." This desire to change the re-
lationship between the believer and the governmental authority is,
along with cynical self-interest, the driving force behind both the
common law advocated in the movement and the petition authored
by the Michigan People's Assembly and Grand Jury.

2. Law

It is difficult to discuss the law of the common law courts

64. 20/20, supra note 15.
65. Some "patriots" even believe that the Constitution originally included a

13th amendment outlawing lawyers as a class. Braun, supra note 14, at Al.
66. Mike France, Patriot Movement Has Lawyers in Its Sights, NAT'L L.J.,

May 8, 1995, at 1.
67. Id.
68. Cordes, supra note 15, at B1.
69. All Things Considered, supra note 55; Braun, supra note 14, at Al.
70. Braun, supra note 14, at Al. An "action to quiet title" is normally used

in connection with real property where ownership is disputed. See BLACK'S
LAw DICTIONARY 31 (6th ed. 1990) (defining action to quiet title).

7L 20/20, supra note 15.
72. Braun, supra note 14, at Al.
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movement because it is superficially similar to what most Ameri-
cans recognize as law. The common law courts reference recogniz-
able documents and doctrines, quote cases decided by conventional
courts, and sound very legitimate. This usage of standard ele-
ments and the court's outward appearances give the movement a
deceptive patina of normalcy. Discussing the common law courts
law is even more difficult because the beliefs prevalent in the
movement do not coincide to form a coherent doctrine.

The common law courts law is a combination of fear, justified
and unjustified, and self-interest, proper and improper, incorporat-
ing snippets of American political thought, history, and conven-
tional law. Together, these elements make for a confusing body of
beliefs that defies comprehensive explication. This mass of beliefs
is best likened to a knotted fish net, consisting of tangles and
holes, apparently of little use but still a hazard to the unwary. The
only practical approach to understanding the common law courts
law is to grab a promising looking "string" and pull.

The most promising looking string consists of the statements
regarding the movement's collective idea of individual autonomy,
and the discussion below follows this string. In addition to dis-
cussing the issue of individual autonomy, the next section also il-
lustrates the penchant for selective literal interpretation of docu-
ments in the common law courts movement." It almost goes
without saying that common law sources are critical to this dis-
cussion.74

a. Basic Beliefs

It is easiest to understand the common law espoused by
movement believers if you first know the politico-legal "pecking
order" in their world. Although it is not a movement document per
se, 75 a pamphlet, entitled Citizens Rule Book, provides a clear

73. See, e.g., Glastris, supra note 18, at 23.
74. Because of the great volume of quoted material from common law

sources in this subsection, it is useful to restate the policy expressed in an
earlier note. All quotations from the petition and other sources will reflect the
emphasis (underlining, for example) placed on the text in the original and the
original capitalization, punctuation, grammar, etc. Also, authorities cited in
the petition will be identified in the same manner in this article as they are in
the original, except where more formal identification may be required. A copy
of the petition is included as Appendix A. See infra Appendix A.

75. CITIZENs RULE BOOK at 3. This pamphlet promotes the concept of "jury
nullification." The pamphlet lays out a common law-style analysis of the Con-
stitution and history in support of the nullification of unconstitutional laws
and official acts by jurors. See id. It is, however, not a movement document
per se because a common law courts movement believer does not recognize the
legitimacy of the legal status quo. Therefore, a movement believer would not
serve on a conventional jury in a conventional court. It may be best to charac-
terize this presentation of common law theories as an "out reach" project of
sorts. Id. at 1.
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statement of the basic common law hierarchy.

To be a good master you must always remember the true "pecking
order" or chain of command in this nation:

1. GOD created man...

2. Man (that's you) created the Constitution...

3. Constitution created government...

4. Government created corporations...

etc.

The base of power was to remain in WE THE PEOPLE but unfortu-
nately, it was lost to those leaders acting in the name of govern-
ment, such as politicians, bureaucrats, judges, lawyers, etc.7

Therefore, while man is subordinate to God, all else is subor-
dinate to man.

Keeping this hierarchy in mind, the petition cites as its
"FIRST AUTHORITY AND BASIS" the Declaration of Independ-
ence. 7 It quotes the statement that all men "are endowed by their
Creator with certain unalienable rights; that among these are life,
liberty, and the pursuit of happiness."78 This statement, analyzed
with the selective literalism prevalent among believers, together
with the hierarchy quoted above provide a springboard for the ba-
sic understanding of the beliefs underlying the common law courts
movement.

The Declaration of Independence identifies individuals as
possessing God-given original rights.7" It explicitly identifies three
rights - life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness - and, more im-
portantly, the identified rights are preceded by the qualifying
phrase "among these are.' ° Clearly, this list is not exhaustive, nor
was it likely intended to be. Consequently, common law courts
movement believers see individuals as possessing an unlimited
and undefined catalog of precedential "natural rights" and cite the
Declaration of Independence as authority for this claim.

Following this approach, the Citizens Rule Book supplements
the three listed natural rights with "FREEDOM of RELIGION,

76. CITIzENS RULE BOOK at 3. The Citizens Rule Book is described on the
cover as a "jury handbook," but it is not identified as being the product of any
person or organization. It does, however, direct those desiring more copies to
Whitten Printers, 1001 S. 5th St., Phoenix, AZ 85004.

77. Petition, supra note 1, at 4.
78. THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE para. 2 (U.S. 1776).
79. Id.
80. Id.
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SPEECH, LEARNING, TRAVEL, SELF-DEFENSE, ETC.""
Again, the list of "natural rights" is qualified by "etc.," making it
clear that this list is, likewise, not exhaustive. The Citizens Rule
Book continues, "Hence laws and statutes which violate
NATURAL RIGHTS, though they have the color of law, are not
law but impostors! The U.S. Constitution was written to protect
these NATURAL RIGHTS from being tampered with by legisla-
tors."' Therefore, in the common law courts movement, the indi-
vidual is endowed with complete autonomy of action, subject only
to the commands of God."

The Citizens Rule Book states that the framers wrote the
Constitution of the United States to protect "natural" or common
law rights." The petition claims the Constitution and the Bill of
Rights" as its "SECOND AUTHORITY AND BASIS."7 Both are
specifically identified as being in their "organic" forms.' In the
common law courts movement, the organic Constitution and Bill of
Rights guarantee the absolute autonomy of the individual vis-&-vis
the government.

The organic Constitution itself is viewed as "[t]he Constitu-
tion for the States.' To common law courts movement believers,
the rationale for and operation of the document is as follows:

The individual states made a pact between themselves where the
states remained sovereign but a certain minimal government was
created as a sort of referee to handle nasty inter-country problems
as well as those pesky "stomping on your neighbors feet" squabbles.

Note: The states RETAINED their sovereignty except in specific
LIMITED jurisdictions.'o

81. CITIZENS RULE BOOK at 10.
82. Id.
83. Id. at 8. The Citizens Rule Book includes the Ten Commandments.

The petition references the violation of "God's Laws." Petition, supra note 1,
at 21. Presumably, the authors are referring to the Ten Commandments.

84. CITIZENS RULE BOOK at 10.
85. U.S. CONST. art. I-VII.
86. U.S. CONST. amend. I-X
87. Petition, supra note 1, at 4.
88. Only the first 10 amendments to the Constitution form the common law

Bill of Rights. CITIZENS RULE BOOK at 25. The subsequent 16 amendments
are considered, at a minimum, suspect if not totally illegitimate. The Citizens
Rule Book explains this exclusion as follows: "there is a great deal of suspicion
as to the nature of these amendments (common law v. equity), also whether
these last 16 amendments are legal, how many were ratified correctly, do they
create a federal constitution in opposition to the original, etc." Id

89. Paul Campbell, The Steps to Sovereignty, (visited July 16, 1996)
<http"/newciv.org/worldtrans/sov/stepssovereign.txt>.

90. Id.
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Consequently, the federal government is merely a creature of
the "states united." It is remote from and powerless over the citi-
zens of the individual states.

The organic Bill of Rights in the common law courts move-
ment takes this hierarchy one step further by enshrining the con-
cept of individual autonomy from the federal government and the
state governments. To believers, the organic Bill of Rights has
only:

to do with matters that the Governments, both of the United States
and of the State .... and its agents and agencies, have no authority
over at all to enact statutes, or to issue rules and regulations,
binding on the individual, dealing with such Rights as are included
in the Bill of Rights. It should be emphasized that the Ninth
Amendment includes all of the Common Law Rights which are not
listed, or enumerated, anywhere else. In other words, the Bill of
Rights are prohibitions against government at any level over the
individual!

Therefore, the individual remains autonomous under both the
organic Constitution and the organic Bill of Rights. Like the
states, the individual is sovereign. The individual's sovereignty,
however, is absolute where the state's sovereignty vis-&z-vis the
federal government is not absolute.'

Individual sovereignty, therefore, is the central belief under-
lying the common law courts movement. It is usually expressed as
"sovereign citizenship" and, as with most movement beliefs, it is
best to allow movement sources to provide the definition.

A "Sovereign" is [a] state Citizen of the California Republic, or a
state Citizen of another one of the several 50 common-law states of
the Union. A Sovereign is not a Federal citizen or U.S. citizen,
however, because of state Citizenship, a Sovereign is a Citizen of
the united States of America. There is a legal difference between
the two.

A Sovereign has revoked power of attorney from any government
agency they may have unknowingly contracted with in their life-

91. Fisher & Pond, supra note 40. This document can also be found at the
website <http'/www.flaslhnet/-robertk/comlaw.htm>.

92. This, of course, begs the question of the individual state's sovereignty.
Although the common law courts movement believes the individual or
"compact" states to be sovereign entities, the movement sees them as sover-
eign but leaves them without power. The individual, after all, is absolutely
autonomous. A key aspect of the believers' system of government is the
"[prohibition] of government at any level over the individual." The movement
believers' focus on minimizing the role of the federal government seems to
have distracted them from focusing on the question of federal versus state
sovereignty.

93. See Janofsky, supra note 9, at Al (discussing the significance of the us-
age of the lower case "u" in "united States of America").
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time.

A Sovereign is a Citizen that has revoked and surrendered their
Social Security Number. They have also sworn an oath to protect
and defend the people and Constitution of the California Republic
(1849) or their own common-law state, against all enemies, foreign
and domestic.

A sovereign is "Sui Juris" which is defined in Black's Law Diction-
ary as: "Of his own right; possessing full social and civil rights; not
under any legal disability, or the power of another, or guardianship.
Having the capacity to manage one's own affairs; not under legal
disability to act for one's self."

A Sovereign adheres to the Common Law. What it really means is,
as long as one is responsible for their actions and maintains the Sui
Juris status, one can do whatever one pleases as long as two condi-
tions are met:

1) Do not infringe on the Rights of others, or damage their property
or person, and

2) Keep all agreements entered into knowingly, willingly, and vol-
untarily.9

Sovereign citizens are only governed by the common law un-
less they consent to other rules "knowingly, willingly, and volun-
tarily." The "other rules" in this context are the federal, state, and
local laws that we live under in the American legal and political
systems.

Sovereign citizens see consent, or more appropriately,
"submission" to unnatural authority around every corner. An in-
dividual's possession of a social security number, for example, con-
stitutes submission by that individual to the power of the federal
government, an entity that otherwise has no power over "a state
Citizen of... one of the several 50 common-law states of the Un-
ion."9 Likewise, having a state-issued driver's license and license
plates constitute submission to the power of the government of the
issuing state." The individual under the common law is endowed
by God with the natural right to travel and, therefore, does not
need a license or license plates to do so.' Furthermore, the states
do not have the "police powers" that they claim as authority for
such licensing.'

94. SCRC, What is a Sovereign Citizen? (visited July 16, 1996)
<http'//www.caprica.com /-scrc/page94.htm>.

95. Id.
96. See SCRC, Right to Travel Conveyance Identification Plates, supra note

41 and accompanying text for a discussion of the right to travel.
97. SCRC, Right to Travel Conveyance Identifcation Plates, supra note 41.
98. The petition, in Finding of Fact 12, states, "The Michigan Legislature
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Submission to federal authority is even found in the use of a
ZIP code when mailing a letter. Use of a ZIP code is seen as:

PRIMA FACIA EVIDENCE that you are a subject of Congress and a
"citizen of the District of Columbia,"" who is "resident" in one of the
50 several states. U.S. "residency" was, along with U.S.
"citizenship," established by the 14th Amendment. The definition of
the words "resident" and "inhabitant" mean the same thing (27 Fed.
Cas.#16,024 US. v. Penelope (1508)). Since nearly all exercise of
jurisdiction by federal government is "Commerce Clause" based, ac-
tion by the feds may only be taken upon U.S. residents. A resident
is one who opens a store or takes any step preparatory to business.
A resident engages in buying and selling, a commercial activity.
The "step preparatory" was the "birth certificate" (another subject,
for another time).100

In the movement, if an individual renounces their social se-
curity number, driver's license and license plates, and stops using
ZIP codes, then the individual has withdrawn consent and
"revoked power of attorney from any government agency they may
have unknowingly contracted with in their lifetime.""' Some be-
lievers accomplish this revocation through a motion to quiet title
before a common law jury." Other more piecemeal common law
methods of revoking consent are the procedures available through
the SCRC.m Upon withdrawal of consent and revocation of power
of attorney, however accomplished, the believer is returned to
status quo ante and is again a sovereign citizen subject only to God
and the common law."

passed numerous acts providing for Motor Vehicle licensing, driver licensing,
marriage licensing, alcohol administration and control, etc." and did so in er-
ror because "[p]olice power is not now and has never been delegated to the
Michigan legislature in any of the Michigan Constitutions now in existence
.... " Petition, supra note 1 at 21. Again, these statements beg the question
of just what the state government can do.

99. To believers, individuals living in the District of Columbia are the only
"citizens" of the United States and the only Americans automatically subject
to the federal government and federal law. See, e.g., Campbell, supra note 89.
100. SCRC, Understanding and Eliminating the "Adhesion Contract" of the
ZIP Code-, (visited July 16, 1996) <http'//www.caprica.com/~scrc/pagel3.

htm>.
10l What is a Sovereign Citizen?, supra note 94.
102. See supra notes 70-72 and accompanying text for a discussion of the

motion to quiet title.
103. See supra notes 39-41 and accompanying text for a discussion of the

SCRC methods of revoking consent.
104. Campbell, supra note 89. Americans enjoyed sovereign citizenship to

the greatest degree in the period between the American Revolution and the
Civil War. Id. Campbell asserts that sovereign citizenship was the state that
individuals were in as a result of the Revolution and cites the following from
Chisholm v. Georgia in support of this assertion: "at the Revolution, the sov-
ereignty devolved on the people; and they are truly the sovereigns of the coun-
try, but they are sovereigns without subjects.., with none to govern but
themselves; the citizens of America are equal as fellow citizens, and as joint
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b. The "Common Law"

While sovereign citizenship is difficult to adequately explain,
explaining the common law relied on by the common law courts
movement is nearly impossible. In attempting to explain the
common law, movement sources are critical. By quoting directly
from these sources, the explanations are not filtered or interpreted
unduly by a non-believer." What follows are lightly annotated ex-
cerpts from Our American Common Law."° The reported motiva-
tions of common law courts movement believers, the descriptions
of how the common law courts work, and the basic belief in abso-
lute individual autonomy are reflected in Our American Common
Law.

Common Law is a real thing. It is a real system of laws derived
from centuries of work, study and sacrifice of millions of people. It
is not trivial and inconsequential as some would have you think.

Common Law was designed through the centuries to secure the
rights of individuals (you and me) to property and to make it diffi-
cult for property to be taken away from us by a government or gov-
ernmental structure (bureaucracy) without due process of law. The
Common Law was expounded over the years in hundreds of thou-
sands of case decisions as a result of trials in which the Common
Law jury acted as the Judges, and in which they exercised the
authority to hear and decide questions of both Law and fact.

The Judge in a Court of Common Law is an impartial referee of the
dispute .... It is the Jury who decides whether or not the Facts of
the case are valid and they also decide the Law .... Only judges
acting under equity law can decide law.'o7

tenants in the sovereignty." Id. (citing Chisholm v. Georgia, 7 Dall 419, 454
(1793)).
After the Civil War, sovereign citizenship was progressively eroded by an un-
lawful "de facto government" through such devices as the 14th Amendment.
Therefore, becoming a sovereign citizen, however it is accomplished, marks
the return of the individual to their natural post-Revolution pre-Civil War
state, hence status quo ante. Campbell, supra note 89.
105. See supra note 74 for a discussion regarding emphasis.
106. Fisher & Pond, supra note 40. The entire document is available on-

line. See note 91 for the website URL.
107. The common law court believers look at equity as follows:

In Equity there are no jury trials. The powers of the Common Law jury
to hear and decide questions of both Law and Fact are exercised exclu-
sively by the Chancellor .... Today this all powerful person is not
called a Chancellor. She/He is called a judge and she/he operates at all
levels of 'courts' throughout Our Land.

Fisher & Pond, supra note 40. Our American Common Law provides the fol-
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The Common Law recognizes the Power of Government lies in the
common people and not in an elite group of power brokers. It is the
terrible Equity,'o Maritime or Admiralty Laws (laws of contract)
that steals this power from the people and centralizes it into the
hands of a few power oriented men. The Common Law deals in real
property whereas the Equity Laws deal in written abstractions of
performance (agreements or contracts). In other words, Masters
own their own property, work and destiny. We are all Masters
when we truly own our own property. Slaves do not own property,
they usually rent property of another and are compelled to perform
upon or with that rented (tenured) property according to some
agreement or contract.

TE COMMON LAW OF THE STATES OF THE UNITED STATES IS THE
COMMON LAW OF ENGLAND ADOPTED BY TE ORIGINAL'09 CONSTITUTION
OF TE UNITED STATES....

[T]he Common Law of the States may not be modified, limited nor
abrogated either by an act of the legislature (Congress or State
Legislature) or by a ruling of some judge or by any county board of
commissioners or any other servant to the people. Federal and
state bureaucracies are constantly writing and presenting code,

lowing example of Equity in action: "This is the so-called 'law' we see applied
by 'Judge' Wapner in the well known fake TV court program." Id.
108. "Equity is a jurisdiction in which the individual does not have any

Rights, and one to which the individual can be subjected only if he volunteers
or gives his informed consent." Fisher & Pond, supra note 40. The require-
ment that consent be "informed" is a qualifier consistent with the notion of
sovereign citizenship discussed earlier. It allows an individual to opt out of
any situation where they are not getting what they expected or believe they
deserve (i.e., when they know they will lose on the merits). Equity is further
described in Our American Common Law as:

That evil and alien jurisdiction... [that] allows judges to enforce the
unlawful summonses of IRS agents, Highway Patrol Officers, city po-
licemen, building inspectors, OSHA agents, FDA agents, and the agents
of all other equally unlawful regulatory bodies of so-called government,
who attempt to impose a jurisdiction in which the Rights of freeborn,
Sovereign American individuals are unrecognized and violated.

Id.
Our American Common Law provides a simple method to determine if the
court you are in is an "evil and alien" Equity court: OYOU MNOW You ARE IN AN
EQUITY/ADMIRALTY COURT WHEN AN AMERICAN FLAG IS DISPLAYED THAT HAS
A GOLD TRIM. THE GOLD TRIM DENOTES MILITARY JURISDICTION AND NOT
COMMON LAW OR CONSTmrTONAL JURISDICTION. WHEREVER THS FLAG IS
FLOWN THE CONSTTUIONiS NOT." Id.
109. Believers distinguish between the amended Constitution we live under

today and the document in its original or "organic" form. See supra notes 89-
90 and accompanying text for a discussion of the organic versus the amended
constitution.
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rules or statutes in an attempt to circumvent the original Common
Law foundation of Our Constitution. A major part of the problem
that we are in is a result of these unlawful attempts by legislatures,
judges and bureaucracies to modify or abrogate Common Law and
thus Our Constitution.

[After the American Revolution] All Rights of property in land in the
United States became ALLODIAL TITLES in Allodial Freehold,
existing under no lord or overlord whatsoever, including the
authority of the Colony or State.n1

As a result of all this, the Common Law of the States is founded and
grounded upon substantive titles in real property. No mere legisla-
tive enactment by Congress or State Legislature nor judicial ruling
by Federal or State courts can operate to deprive People of their
Rights at Law. This includes their Rights inherent in their Allodial
Land Titles and to be Merchants and/or Traders at Law on the cash
basis,' and their Rights to access to Courts of Law and to a juris-
diction where their Rights are protected.

Under the Common Law (our Constitution), no bureaucrat can dic-
tate what happens to Our Liberty or Our Property. The only entity
that can determine punishment (pass sentence) upon a freeborn,
Sovereign American individual is a lawfully constituted Common
Law Jury.

Compelling a free born, Sovereign American individual to do any-
thing, except upon the verdict of a Common Law Jury, constitutes
an enforcement of the alien and evil Roman Civil Law and is in fact
fascist totalitarianism.

In Common Law Courts our Rights are protected. The Rules and
Procedures of the Common Law Courts were established to protect
our Property Rights-to make it difficult for Property to be taken
from someone without Due Process of Law. The Rights to require

110. "Allodial" means "free from the tenurial rights of a feudal overlord."
The definition of "allodium" may better express the meaning as it is used in
this context as it states that the land ("allodium") is "owned absolutely."
AMEIcAN COLLEGE DIcIoNARY 35 (1959).
111. "Cash" means gold or silver coin only. "Gold and silver Coin are the

only Things recognized at Law (within our Constitution) to be real and lawful
money." Fisher & Pond, supra note 40. See supra note 91 for the website
URL.
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That an injured party swear under oath as to damage or injury that
he claims that you caused him; the Right to a CoRPus DELICTI: The
body of the offense: "the essence of the crime." Under the Common
Law, the Courts do not have an AUTOMATIC JURISDICTION. The
Common Law Rules and Procedures specify certain steps, or proce-
dures, which must be done, and certain things which must not be
done-all as protection to the Rights of the Accused. And, as we
have pointed out previously, Rights are inherent in Property, and
Property is inherent in Rights. We have the Right to have our con-
troversy, once the Common Law Court has acquired jurisdiction,
tried before a Common Law Jury of our Peers, wherein the Jury has
the authority to HEAR AND DECIDE questions of both Law and Fact."

c. A Suggested "Common Law" Library

Paul Campbell, in The Steps to Sovereignty, recommends the
following references for anyone interested in the individual sover-
eignty advocated in the common law courts movement:

*A Geneva (or Breeches) Bible because "[it doesn't have
all the government biased crap in it like the King James ver-
sion." As an alternative, he suggests 'The Life of Jesus of
Nazareth, a.k.a. the Jeffersonian Bible" which is, likewise,
"minus the endless Church and government biased taints."

oBlackstone's Commentaries on English Law.
eThe Federalist Papers and The Anti-Federalist Papers.
*Black's Law Dictionary ("a recent copy").
*Bouvier's Law Dictionary ("1914 edition or earlier").
*Anderson's UCC and "other copies of legal texts when

you can. West publishing is the master of obfuscation and
ambivalence."

*Legal Research by Elias
*The Magna Carta.
eThe Constitution.
eYour state's constitution.113

Campbell's list ends with a brief discussion of how to conduct
legal research and the recommendation that the reader also locate
a law library in their area."" According to Campbell, "You'll be

112. Fisher & Pond, supra note 40.
113. Campbell, supra note 89.
114. As a segue between the list of references and legal research tips,

Campbell makes the following digression:
Oh.. while you're at it, buy firearms and gold and silver. Don't sign
any paperwork EVER (when things get nasty, the government will just
take out their list and come after you), but buy both. Gold has the
magic property of not suffering devaluation or collapse of specie cur-
rency. Firearms are a "must have" and a "hopefully unnecessary" item.
If you've gotten this far along, and have the wherewithall [sic] to com-
prehend the non-canned (network "news") version, then these items are
self-explanatory.
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able to recognize the place by the number of hatchet-faced men in
sharp cut grey suits cruising around like its feeding time at the
aquarium."

1 15

II. THE PEOPLE, FOR MICHIGAN REPUBLIC, EX REL V. STATE OF
MICHIGAN: A SUMMARY

The People, for Michigan Republic, ex rel v. State of Michigan
is a lengthy, dense, and complex document." It expresses all of
the beliefs discussed in the first section of this article and more.
This discussion will not reiterate the previous section, nor will it
detail the specific grievances of the Michigan People's Assembly
and Grand Jury. In lieu of a detailed analysis of the petition is the
following summary. Using excerpts from the petition, this sum-
mary covers the elements of the petition and finishes laying the
foundation for the conclusions of this article.1"'

A Title and Statement of Intent

The title and statement of intent make it clear that this peti-
tion is grounded in the proprietary common law of the common law
courts movement. The authors state that they have "absolute and
inherent authority" to make the findings of fact and conclusions of
law contained in the petition."8 Although their stated intent is
just to re-establish Michigan's sovereignty vis-?-vis the federal
government, these findings and conclusions in turn reflect move-
ment beliefs about the nature of governmental and individual
sovereignty. The petition's list of grievances and demands, how-
ever, are much broader than the first page of the petition indi-
cates.

Petition de Droit

and

Command To Show Cause

Why the Emergency Statutes of the State should not be terminated,
along with the War and Emergency Powers of the United States.

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS

AND RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE MICHIGAN PEOPLES
ASSEMBLY AND GRAND JURY

Id.
115. Id.
116. The petition is attached to the Article as Appendix A. See infra Ap-

pendix A.
117. See supra note 74 for an explanation regarding emphasis.
118. Petition, supra note 1 at 3.
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ACTING UNDER THE LAW OF NECESSITY

The Michigan People's Assembly and Grand Jury hereby gives
"judicial Notice" of their absolute and inherent authority, and basis
for making a Finding of Facts and Conclusion of Law.

It is the intent of the Michigan People's Assembly and Grand Jury
to:

re-establish Michigan as a Sovereign, de jure State of the Freely
Associated Compact States for the United States of America
(entering the Union on the same footing as the original 13
States), as set forth within the Constitution of 1787 and the Pre-
amble of the Enabling Act for the State of Michigan in 1837."0

B. Authorities and Bases

In the eyes of the common law believers who authored the
petition, the documents which comprise the authorities and bases
of the petition compel the creation of this petition and the conclu-
sions at which the petitioners arrived. The selection of authorities
illustrates the selective literalism prevalent among believers, the
"God-Man-Constitution-government" hierarchy, and the magical
almost talismanic nature of the words "common law" to the believ-
ers.

FIRST AUTHORITY AND BASIS

The Declaration of Independence of July 4, 1776 .... =

SECOND AUTHORITY AND BASIS

The organic Constitution and the Bill of Rights.2'

AMENDMENT I

Congress shall make no law respecting ... the right of the people

peaceably to assemble, and to petition the Government for redress
of grievances.

AMENDMENT X

119. Id.
120. Id. at 4 (quoting THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE para. 2 (U.S.

1776)).
121. Also cited is the Michigan Constitution (1909), particularly article II,

section 1. According to the petition, this section states, "All political power is
inherent in the people. Government is instituted for their equal benefit, se-
curity and protection." The 1909 version is used presumably because it pre-
dates the amendment of § 5(b) of the Trading with the Enemy Act on March 9,
1933. The petition claims that the amended section conferred upon our state
and federal governments unconstitutional powers. Petition, supra note 1, at
4.
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The powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution,
nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved to the States respec-
tively, or to the people.'

THIRD AUTHORITY AND BASIS

The Kentucky Resolution which states:

"Resolved that the several States composing the United States of
America are not united on the principles of unlimited submission to
their general government; but that by Compact under the style and
title of a Constitution for the United States... they constituted a
general government for special purposes, delegated to that govern-
ment certain definite powers, reserving to each State to itself the
residuary mass of right to their own self-government.... "'

FOURTH AUTHORITY AND BASIS

Complaint filed and served upon President Bill Clinton, and Janet
Reno, and published in the Washington Times.'

COMPLAINT

People in and for the United States of America ex rel., hereby de-
clare that there has been a gross usurpation of Our National Con-
stitution and Bill of Rights, under pretense of a continuing crisis of
War and Emergency conditions that have existed since the Civil
War and continues to exist in times of peace to the present time.

Senate report 93-549 says, "Since March 9, 1933, the United States
has been in a declared state of National Emergency." Title 12
U.S.C. 95(b) says that every order issued by the President since
March 4, 1933, or any order issued in the future is automatically
approved and confirmed. These powers being conferred under the
Authority of the Act of October 6, 1917, as amended March 9, 1933
are strictly a War Power. (See Stoehr v. Wallace)

The vast range of powers, taken together, confers enough authority
to rule the country without reference to normal constitutional proc-
ess.

Wherefore, the People in and for the United States of America,
hereby demand that the President (Bill Clinton) and the Attorney
General (Janet Reno), show cause within 60 days, why these unlaw-
ful powers being perpetrated against the American People should
not be terminated, and if they fail to show cause, then Our court
with Original Jurisdiction is to issue a Declaratory Judgment in fa-
vor of the American People, and any and all further remedy it finds
proper, against the above named defendant(s).

122. Petition, supra note 1, at 4 (quoting U.S. CONSTITUTION amend. I, X).
123. Petition, supra note 1, at 4.
124. Id. The text of the complaint provides what amounts to a pricis of the

petition itself.
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Dated this 28 day of March 1995.m

FIFTH AUTHORITY AND BASIS

The Ordinance of July 13, 1787, ordained by the United States in
Congress Assembled. . ..

C. Testimony and Exhibits

The Michigan People's Assembly and Grand Jury having convened
on December 16th and 17'b, 1995, at Lansing, Michigan, and having
heard testimony from Dr. Eugene Schroder," Senator Charles
Dukeo and Kevin Tebedo,n and having made an examination of
United State's Government's and Michigan's own certified docu-
ments, as evidenced by Exhibits "1" through "3" and "A" through "E-
2" finds as follows.'

The exhibits were listed in the affidavit attached to the peti-
tion and are purportedly in the hands of the "special appointed
Clerk of the Court... for safe-keeping, but open to the public for
review."" They are as follows:

1. War and Emergency Powers Special Report.'

125. Id. at 4-5.
126. Id. at 5. The "Ordinance of July 13, 1787," also known as the North-

west Ordinance, set down the criteria for the expansion of the United States
into the Northwest Territory. The territory eventually became the states of
Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, Wisconsin, and part of Minnesota. High-
lighted in the portion excerpted in the petition are several requirements for
new states. The most significant of these requirements, for the petition and
this article, are the requirements that the common law shall apply in the
courts and that the governments will be republican in form.
127. Dr. Eugene Schroder is a "Colorado farmer, veterinarian, political phi-

losopher and activist" and the author of Constitution: Fact or Fiction. His
book is described on a website promoting it as "[tihe Story of our Nation's De-
scent from a Constitutional Republic through a Constitutional Dictatorship to
an Unconstitutional Dictatorship" and is listed as an exhibit in the affidavit
attached to the petition. He is a proponent of the War Powers theory of gov-
ernment illegitimacy on which the petition is based. Eugene Schroder, Consti-
tution: Fact or Fiction, (visited July 16, 1996) <http//www.afcomm.com/fact_
fiction/factfict.html>.
128. Senator Charles Duke is a Colorado state senator and states' rights ac-

tivist. See Dirk Johnson, Mild-Mannered Engineer Fans Fires of a Movement,
N.Y. TIMES, July 6, 1995, at B9.
129. Kevin Tebedo is the head of "Colorado for Family Values" and was in-

volved in the effort to pass an anti-gay rights ballot initiative in Colorado
(Amendment 2). David Tuller, Gays Win Some, Lose Some / More Homosexu-
als Elected, but Colorado Restricts Rights Laws, S.F. CHRON., Nov. 5, 1992, at
A12.
130. Petition, supra note 1, at 5.
13L Id. at 2.
132. The authors of the petition borrowed heavily from this document. The

entire report is available at <http:J/www.nidlink.com/-bobhard/reportwp.
html>. Eugene Schroder, is listed as one of the authors of this report, and,
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2. Constitution: Fact or Fiction.'

3. Working Paper 9405."M

A. Federal Legislative Acts.

B. Kevin Tebedo Testimony. s

C. Michigan Legislative Acts.

D. Jury List.

E-1. Michigan Constitution.

E-2. Williamsburg Resolve.'

D. "Findings of Fact"

The petition includes nineteen "Findings of Fact" detailing the
allegedly unconstitutional acts of both the Federal and Michigan
governments since March 9, 1933.187 Finding of Fact 19 is dis-
cussed in detail in the next section of this article. The other eight-
een are best described by classifying them by the general theme
evident in each individual finding.

Findings of Fact 1 through 3 discuss the Congressional pas-
sage of the Trading with the Enemy Act in 1917 (the Act).'8 This
Act, particularly § 5(b), is seen to be the "root of all the evils" de-
tailed in the subsequent Findings of Fact. The unamended § 5(b)
states:

That the President may investigate, regulate, or prohibit, under

like Schroder's book, the report argues the War Powers theory of governmen-
tal illegitimacy. See Schroder, supra note 127 for a discussion of Schroder's
book.
13& See Schroder, supra note 127 for a discussion of Dr. Schroder's book,

Constitution: Fact or Fiction.
134. This document is identified as being the product of "Walker F. Todd,

writing for the Federal Reserve Bank of Cleveland." Petition, supra note 1, at
26. It is also available on the web at the following URL: (visited July 16,
1996) <http'//www.alaska.net/-winter/federa- res-paper9405.html>.
135. See supra note 129 for a discussion of Kevin Tebedo.
136. Petition, supra note 1, at 2.
137. Id. at 5-30.
138. The Trading with the Enemy Act was part of a series of laws passed in

response to the First World War before, during, and after the entry of the
United States into the conflict. Among the other laws passed were the Army
Appropriations Act (October 19, 1916), the Selective Service Act (May 18,
1917), the Lever Food Control Act (August 10, 1917), the Overman Act (May
20, 1918), the joint resolution of Congress giving the president power to seize
and operate telephone and telegraph lines (June 16, 1918), and the War Pro-
hibition Act (November 21, 1918). All of these laws greatly expanded the
power of the federal government over the states and the American people.
See A.H. KELLY ET AL., THE AMERICAN CONSTITUTION 448-53 (6th ed. 1983).
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such rules and regulations as he may prescribe, by means of li-
censes or otherwise, any transactions in foreign exchange, export or
earmarkings of gold or silver coin or bullion or currency, transfers of
credit in any form (other than credits relating solely to transactions
to be executed wholly within the United States) ....

The Act gave the President these powers only over enemy ali-
ens during time of war, hence, the petitioners characterization of
these powers as constitutional war powers.' The petition then
correctly states that "'citizens of the United States and their trans-
actions' were exempted from this Act."''

This exemption was eliminated on March 9, 1933, by Con-
gress in an act retroactively approving President Franklin D. Roo-
sevelt's declaration of a "bank holiday" by a proclamation dated
March 6, 1933.'d The amended § 5(b) read:

During time of war or during any other period of national emer-
gency declared by the President, the President may, through any
agency he may designate, or otherwise, investigate, regulate, or
prohibit, under such rules and regulations as he may prescribe, by
means of licenses or otherwise, any transactions in foreign ex-
change, transfers of credit between or payments by banking insti-
tutions as defined by the President, and export, hoarding, melting,
or earmarking of gold or silver coin or bullion or currency, by any
person within the United States or any place subject to the jurisdic-
tion thereof.. 1

According to the petition, this amendment was "obtained [by
President Roosevelt] without Congress and the Senate knowing
the full intent of the President and the Federal Reserve Board.'"
The intent was to place the American people and their transac-
tions in the same category as the 'enemies'."' Now, not only were
the American people subject to § 5(b), these powers were now also
available to the President in times of peace merely by declaring a
"national emergency;" hence, the subsequent description of these
powers in the petition as unconstitutional War and Emergency
Powers.' 6 On March 9, 1934, the petition notes that "the United
States was not being invaded by a foreign foe nor was the country
in a state of rebellion.""7 However, there was the Great Depres-
sion, the genuine national emergency that the authors view as a
mere pretext for the invocation of unconstitutional war and emer-

139. Petition, supra note 1, at 6.
140. Id. at 5.
141 Id. at 6.
142. Id. at 8-9.
143. Id. at 9.
144 Id.
145. Petition, supra note 1, at 9.
146. Id. at 30.
147. Id. at 6.
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gency powers by President Roosevelt.
Findings of Fact 4, 5, 6 and 9 cover changes made by Presi-

dent Roosevelt to the monetary system under the amended § 5(b).
The petition focuses particularly on the withdrawal of gold dollars
and the introduction of Federal Reserve notes in their place.' In
the eyes of the movement believers, money was replaced with debt.
Under the movement's common law, the only constitutional money
is gold or silver coins.'" The statements regarding the Federal Re-
serve in the petition also reflect the hatred and fear of the Federal
Reserve prevalent in the common law courts movement.'W

Findings of Fact 7 and 8, respectively, describe the Agricul-
tural Adjustment and Industrial Recovery Acts enacted in 1933,
based on the power granted under the amended § 5(b). Both
Findings of Fact primarily reflect the movement's beliefs regarding
individual sovereignty. The petition characterizes the Agricultural
Adjustment Act as the nationalization of agriculture by "seizure by
licensing authority" to support the new paper currency."" In
Finding of Fact 6, the necessity for this seizure is explained in that
"[t]he new money or credit became available only after the people
became the chattel. This was needed to back our monetary sys-
tem. Our debts, our obligations, our homes, our jobs - we then be-
came chattel property for the system.""

Findings of Fact 10, 11, 13, and 18 describe changes made in
the Federal law under President Roosevelt effecting both common
law and sovereignty. Finding of Fact 10 deals with the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure which, the petition claims, abolished the
common law at both the federal and state levels by merging law
and equity." Finding of Fact 11 discusses the federalization of the
criminal law under the "Compact for the Prevention of Crime With
and Among the Several States" enacted by Congress in 1934. The
result of this compact, according to the petition, was that the
states became "nothing more than Federal regions of the United
States, or a corporation of the United States with special exemp-
tions (tax free status)."'" Finding of Fact 13 asserts that, under
"Erie Railroad vs. Thompkins,"' [sic] the Federal District Courts
"may only uphold administrative decisions of the state.""M The

148. Id. at 10-11.
149. See Fisher & Pond, supra note 40 and accompanying test for a discus-

sion of gold and silver as the only forms of constitutional money.
150. See Rosensteil, supra note 40 and accompanying test for a discussion of

the fear of the Federal Reserve bank.
151. Petition, supra note 1, at 12.
152. Id. at 11.
153. Id. at 17.
154. Id. at 18.
155. The petitioners undoubtedly mean Erie Railroad Co. v. Tompkins, 304

U.S. 64 (1938).
156. Petition, supra note 1, at 21.
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authors came to this conclusion because they read the opinion in
Erie as holding "the law to be applied is the law of the state
(meaning the Executive/Administrative Law of the State)."157 Fi-
nally, Finding of Fact 18 invokes the Kentucky Resolution as
authority for the claim that the federal government may only con-
cern itself with crimes involving treason, counterfeiting, piracy,
and international law, as these are the only areas explicitly dele-
gated to the federal government by the Constitution."

Finding of Fact 12 alleges that the expansion of governmental
authority during the 1930s was not limited to the federal govern-
ment but took place in Michigan as well. According to the petition,
just as President Roosevelt misused power that was constitution-
ally limited to times of war, Governors Wilber Brucker and Wil-
liam Comstock exercised what the petitioners characterize as
similar war and emergency powers.'" The petition claims that
Governor Brucker, like President Roosevelt, used the Great De-
pression as a "pretext" for the invocation of these powers." After
listing fourteen pieces of regulatory legislation enacted in Michi-
gan from 1933 to 1935, the petition declares all such regulations
illegitimate because they were all based on war and police powers
the state did not have."6' The petition further states that these
acts have destroyed the sovereignty of the citizens of Michigan. In
particular, it states:

1) Police power' is not now and never has been delegated to the
Michigan legislature in any of the Michigan Constitutions now in
existence, and,

2) It directly violates Article V, Sec. 30 of the Constitution for the
State of Michigan, 1909,.

The War and Emergency Powers Act has given the executive the
power to promote and excuse the immoral behavior, contrary to
God's Laws and the Common Law.

The laws of necessity have rendered the family unit a subdivision of
the state. Children become wards of the state, with parental rights

157. Id.
158. Id. at 29.
159. Id. at 19-21.
160. Id. at 21.
161 Id.
162. While it makes perfect sense that the meaning of "police power" as the

petitioners use it is the standard one used in this context (the power to legis-
late for the common good), there is no guarantee that this is the case. The
literalist tendencies evidenced in the movement raise the possibility that the
authors see "police powers," when claimed by a legislature, as an assertion of
law enforcement powers.

1997]



The John Marshall Law Review

replaced as privileges at the discretion of the state. 10

These statements are consistent with the "God-Man-
Constitution-government" hierarchy that lies at the base of the
common law courts movement and the believer's view of sover-
eignty of the individual vis-&-vis the state government.

Finding of Fact 14 links the amended § 5(b) of the Act to the
United States' membership in the United Nations and extends the
authors' beliefs regarding sovereignty to international bodies.1 '
According to the petition, just as the federal government wrongly
infringes upon the sovereignty of the individual states, the United
Nations wrongly infringes on the sovereignty of the nation
states.' 6 The petition states, "The Michigan People's Assembly
and Grand Jury further finds that in order to abolish the United
Nations' authority over the constitutional government of the
United States of America, one must first abolish the War and
Emergency Powers."'"

Findings of Fact 15 through 17 are largely boilerplate. Find-
ing of Fact 15 quotes at length from Senate Report 93-549 regard-
ing the continuing validity of § 5(b) and other declared
"emergencies" as of 1973 when the report was completed. 7 Find-
ing of Fact 16 asserts that § 5(b) of the Trading with the Enemy
Act, as amended, is still in effect today.' Finally, Finding of Fact
17 states that Working Paper 9405'" supports the'War Powers
theory of governmental illegitimacy advocated by Dr. Eugene
Schroder, D.V.M., in his book Constitution: Fact or Fiction, the un-
derlying premise of this petition.70

Finding of Fact 19 focuses completely on the issue of sover-
eignty as it is possessed by the federal and state governments and
how that governmental sovereignty relates to individual sover-
eignty. This Finding of Fact is discussed in the third section of
this article.

E. "Conclusions"

The eleven conclusions that end the petition essentially re-
state the grievances detailed in the preceding nineteen Findings of
Fact.

1) The Michigan people's Assembly and Grand Jury concludes that

163. Petition, supra note 1, at 21.
164. Id. at 22.
165. See infra note 174 for a discussion of the common law courts believers

fear of the United Nations.
166. Petition, supra note 1, at 22.
167. Id. at 22-24.
168. Id. at 26. See supra notes 138-39 and accompanying text for a discus-

sion of the Trading with the Enemy Act.
169. See supra note 134 for a discussion of the Working Paper 9405.
170. Petition, supra note 1, at 26.
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the original Trading with the Enemy Act of October 6, 1917, passed
by Congress during World War I, was valid and constitutional.
Congress was within it's constitutional authority.

2) The Michigan people's Assembly and Grand Jury further con-
cludes that Executive Order 2039, of March 6, 1933 and Executive
Order 2040 of May 9, 1933 are invalid and unconstitutional; and
further all Executive Orders, Proclamations, statutes, judgments,
etc. made thereunder, and made thereafter, are likewise invalid and
unconstitutional, for the following reasons:

a. Pursuant to Stoehr v. Wallace decided Feb. 28, 1921, which
stated:

"The Trading With the Enemy Act, original and as amended, is
strictly a war measure and finds its sanctions in the provision em-
powering Congress 'to declare War, grant Letters of Marque and
Reprisal, and make Rules concerning Captures on Land and Water

3) The Michigan people's Assembly and Grand Jury concludes that
in his inaugural address of March 4, 1933, President Roosevelt ac-
knowledged that no invasion or rebellion had taken place.

4) The Executive Order 2039 of March 6, 1933 was amended and in
its final form included the American people and their transactions
the same as "enemy" and made them subject to all the War-time
Executive Orders, Rules, Regulations, Licenses etc.

5) The Michigan people's Assembly and Grand Jury not only con-
cludes that there was an Act of "Fraud" perpetrated against the
American people, but also an Act of Treason, under Article II, Sec-
tion 3 of the United States Constitution.

6) The Michigan people's Assembly and Grand Jury conclusion is
further supported by SenateReport 93-549, which states in part:

A majority of the people of the United States have lived all of their
lives under emergency rule. For 40 years, freedoms and govern-
mental procedures guaranteed by the Constitution have, in varying
degrees, been abridged by laws brought into force by states of na-
tional emergency.

7) The Michigan people's Assembly and Grand Jury's conclusions
are further supported by Working Paper 9405 by Walker F. Todd,
writing for the Federal Reserve Bank of Cleveland. Coming
"straight from the horse's mouth"-Todd describes it as a "large-
scale peacetime intervention, ....

8) The Michigan people's Assembly and Grand Jury makes the con-
clusion that the overwhelming evidence is: that the War and Emer-
gency Power Act was enacted at a time when the country was at
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peace and was not under threat of invasion and not in a state of re-
bellion, which is the controlling factor in this case.

9) The Michigan people's Assembly and Grand Jury further con-
cludes that pursuant to the Kentucky Resolution, which spelled out
the criminal jurisdiction of the United States to four specifics, i.e.:
"1.) to punish treason; 2.) counterfeiting the securities and current
coin of the United states; 3.) felonies committed on the high sea,
and; 4.) offenses against the law of nations."

and further; that Congress had no other criminal jurisdiction, other
than what was delegated to them by the Constitution,

and further, The Michigan people's Assembly and Grand Jury con-
cludes that the War and Emergency Power is synonymous with the
Alien and Sedition Acts described in the Kentucky Resolutions of
1798; and further it is a matter of Res judicata. Wheretofore, Ex-
ecutive Order 2039 of March 6, 1933, and Executive Order 2040,
and all statutes, orders, judgments, etc., passed thereunder are all
void and having no authority, whatsoever.

10) In Michigan the "emergency clause" found on most legislation
is a fraudulent usurpation of the people's right.

11) The Michigan people's Assembly and Grand Jury concludes
that since March 9, 1933 the United States of America has been im-
poverished; during the past 45 years we have slipped from the
wealthiest, most powerful nation on earth, to the world's greatest
debtor nation, in imminent danger of catastrophic economic col-
lapse, and further concludes that the exercise of War and Emer-
gency Powers has impoverished the American and deprived Ameri-
cans of unalienable rights, and have worked contrary to the safety,
health, liberty and general welfare of the American people.

The Michigan people's Assembly and Grand Jury on behalf of the
people, in and for Michigan Republic, hereby Command the defen-
dants to Show Cause why the Emergency Statutes passed within
this state should not be terminated, along with the War and Emer-
gency Powers of the United States. If the defendants should fail in
any way to Show Cause, then this Finding of Fact and Conclusions
by Our Court of First and Last Resort shall become a Superseding
Judgment, and upon failure of the public to properly protest said
judgment, it shall become, Case Res judicata.

The Court is instructed to issue all necessary documents.

I / we the Jurats of the Michigan People's Assembly and Grand Jury
hereby attest and acknowledge that the above Finding of Facts and
Conclusions are true, correct, certain, reliant and necessary to the
well-being of the people of our Michigan Republic.

Our Finding of Facts and Conclusions of Law by our Michigan Peo-
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pie's Assembly and Grand Jury is not reviewable by any other Court
of the United States than in accordance to the rules of Common
Law, per the seventh amendment to our National Constitution, nor
subject to trespass by the judicial power of the United States as per
the eleventh amendment to our National Constitution.171

So agreed to and done this 16th day of December, 1995.'

Attached as Appendix B is another petition expressing similar
grievances to those in the Michigan petition and likewise demand-
ing their redress.'78 This petition, a product of the "Constitution
Society," is more restrained, policy-oriented, and orderly. It is a
very different document in tone, focus, and presentation. The
Michigan petition, while reflecting similar beliefs, is a very emo-
tional, fear-driven document and is obvious in its estrangement
from the American status quo. While most of the beliefs expressed
in the Constitution Society petition can be categorized as extreme,
the petition on the whole falls within the rather wide bounds of
contemporary political discourse.

III. FINDING OF FACT 19 AND JUSTICIABILITY: WHY THE ONLY
GOOD ARGUMENT IS MOOT

A Finding of Fact 19

The Michigan People's Assembly and Grand Jury finds that out of
the Republican Governors Conference of 1994, there came THE
WILLIAMSBURG RESOLVE, which document contains serious er-
rors, as follows:

Page 1, paragraph 5 reads:

Chief among these checks were to be the State governments whose
co-equal role was expressly acknowledged in the Tenth Amendment
to the Constitution, and whose sweeping jurisdiction and popular

171. It is interesting that the authors invoke the protection of the Eleventh
Amendment. While they claim in the praecipe to be "the 'state' in fact" and at
least theoretically protected by the Eleventh Amendment against interference
by the federal government, their invocation of this amendment is inconsistent.
The petition references the "organic" Constitution and Bill of Rights. As is
explained in note 88, only the first 10 amendments to the Constitution are
generally recognized in the common law courts movement as being legitimate.
These 10 constitute the "organic" or original Bill of Rights. The movement
believes that the other 16, including the Eleventh Amendment, are illegiti-
mate and without force or consequence. It is, therefore, odd that they should
invoke it. See supra note 88 for a discussion of the illegitimacy of the last 16
amendments.
172. Petition, supra note 1, at 30-32.
173. The Constitution Society petition at Appendix B can also be found on

the web. Grievances and Demands for Redress (visited July 16, 1996)
<http'//www.constitution.org/grievred.htm>.
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support were presumed sufficient to resist Federal encroachment.
The Federal government, by contrast, was given certain expressly
enumerated powers and denied all others. From this balanced fed-
eral-state relationship, predicated on dual-sovereignty, there was to
come a healthy tension that would serve as a bulwark against any
concentration of power that threatened the freedoms of the people.

The Governors are guilty of the same error which the federal gov-
ernment stands accused. State government does not have sweeping
jurisdiction. State government is also bound by a constitution
which delegates certain expressly enumerated and limited authori-
ties and denies all others. Their is no dual-sovereignty. State gov-
ernment is sovereign only to other State governments and the fed-
eral government. Federal government is sovereign only to other
national governments, which sovereignty it has ceded, without the
authority to do so, to the United Nations.74 The only true Sover-
eigns are the people.

Page 2, paragraph 1 says:

The people of the States seek to regain control of their own destiny,
and they have entrusted State leaders with the responsibility for
achieving this fundamental reform in our governmental system. We
are pledged to fulfill this promise by restoring to the States and the
people the prerogatives and freedoms guaranteed to them under the
Constitution.

174. The United Nations is one of the chief targets of the common law courts
movement's collective fear and loathing. It is an aspect of the "new world or-
der" that they see being imposed upon them. See The Law of the Land, supra
note 28, at A9; Discontent Feeds Movement, supra note 43, at Al. Two other
aspects are the incidents at Ruby Ridge, Idaho, in 1992 and Waco, Texas, in
1993 described in the petition as follows:

We, the Michigan People's Assembly and Grand Jury find that under
6(a) Statute requiring regulations of all machine-guns and sawed-off
shotguns and rifles, was the agenda for Ruby Ridge-which claimed
Weaver had sold a shotgun which was 1/4 inch too short. Which action
gave cause for Federal agents to come into Idaho and kill Weaver's wife
and their fourteen year old son.

The Michigan People's Assembly and Grand Jury finds that the same
federal statutes 6(a) were the grounds used by the Federal Government
in the Waco case, which resulted in the death of some 80 men, women
and children. All of these actions were taken under the War and Emer-
gency Power Act of March 9, 1933.

Petition, supra note 1, at 18.
The bombing of the Murrah Federal Building, in Oklahoma City, Oklahoma,
occurred on the second anniversary of the incident at Waco. Tom Kenworthy
& Lois Romano, What Moved Him? Mystery Unsolved, ARIZ. REPUBLIC, June
14, 1997, at Al. As discussed earlier, Terry Nichols, a common law courts
movement believer, was accused of the bombing. See supra notes 18-21 and
accompanying text for a discussion of Terry Nichols activities with the com-
mon law courts movement.
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This is error number two. The people have not entrusted State lead-
ers with the responsibility for achieving reform in our governmental
system. The people are demanding that state agents immediately
terminate their usurpation of undelegated authority; that they
cease and desist in their efforts to prevent our governmental system
from operating in proper and lawful fashion. The system needs no
reform or amending.

The Michigan People's Assembly and Grand Jury find that THE
WILLIAMSBURG RESOLVE contains allegations of certain ex-
cesses and abuses that have been attributed the federal govern-
ment. State government is also guilty of these same excesses and
abuses. If state government had operated within its own constitu-
tional limitations, the federal government could not have gone so
far in exceeding its authority. The appetite for power and control is
not confined to Washington. It has been blatantly apparent in
Lansing also."

Finding of Fact 19 is the clearest statement in the petition of
what this article has already identified as the basic issue underly-
ing the common law courts movement. It also illustrates the di-
lemma raised by the common law understanding of this issue in
the American legal and political status quo. As discussed in sec-
tion one of this article, the common law courts movement is prem-
ised on a concept movement believers call "sovereign citizen-
ship."7 6 A sovereign citizen is not subject to the power of any
government unless they "knowingly, willingly, and voluntarily"
consent to the particular authority of that entity. If the sovereign
citizen feels deceived or does not want to do what the conventional
law or court compels them to do, this consent may be withdrawn.
Once this consent is withdrawn, a sovereign citizen is only gov-
erned by the movement's proprietary common law, subject to the
commands of God.

Where, then, does the federal government, established by the
Constitution that the movement believers profess to worship and
defend, fit in? What is the federal government's role? Where do
the state governments, established by equally sacred state consti-
tutions, fit in? What are the state governments' roles? These
questions are left unanswered by both the movement believers'
common law and the petition. Ultimately, the only actors in the
American political system that actually have a right to do anything
under their common law are the sovereign citizens, and they may
largely do as they please.

Setting aside this conundrum, clearly the Michigan People's
Assembly and Grand Jury have been dissatisfied with the conduct
of both the federal government and the government of the State of

175. Petition, supra note 1, at 30.
176. See discussion supra Part I.C.2.a.
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Michigan since at least March 9, 1933." As both governments
have become more involved in the day-to-day lives of the American
people, they have had more opportunities to offend the sensibilities
of some citizens. The Michigan People's Assembly and Grand
Jury, for example, presented in its petition thirty-two pages of
governmental acts believed to be improperly enacted since March
of 1933. The 115 jurats of this body are not alone. Similar issues
have motivated individuals throughout the country to affiliate
with the various courts that make up the common law courts
movement. These individuals feel that the "government"",8 no
longer represents them as the respective constitutions require.

To give this feeling meaning in the American legal and politi-
cal systems, these affiliations with the common law courts should
be considered demands for the "Republican Form of Government"
required under Article IV of the Constitution."' Constitutional re-
publicanism, however, does not refer to a specific form of govern-
ment but, instead, refers to a general philosophy of government.
In a nutshell, a "republic" is "a self-governing community where
representatives of the people [make] laws for the good of the na-
tion as a whole."' What particular form this government takes is
necessarily the choice of the people who select these representa-
tives. The degree of power that government wields is likewise
limited. In this respect, the people are sovereign but in a more
limited, yet still significant, sense than the sovereign citizens of
the common law courts movement. If, as common law believers
feel, the federal and state governments are no longer sufficiently
republican, how can they challenge what the majority of Ameri-
cans have created over the last sixty-four years either directly,
through elections, or indirectly, through their elected representa-
tives?"

B. "Finding of Fact 19" and the Political Question Doctrine

The Michigan People's Assembly and Grand Jury's petition
has all the outward appearances of being an ordinary legal plead-
ing. These appearances, combined with the highly legalistic style
of advocacy it contains, give the impression that the authors are

177. Petition, supra note 1, at 30. According to petitioners, the federal and
state governments became illegitimate in 1933 when § 5(b) of the Trading
with the Enemy Act was amended.

178. "Government," when placed in quotation marks in this section, means
the American legal and political status quo.

179. U.S. CONST. art. lV, § 4.
180. RALPH KETCHAM, FRAMED FOR POSTERITY: THE ENDURING PHILOSOPHY

OF THE CONSTITUTION 27 (1993).
181. Petition, supra note 1, at 30. See supra note 177 and accompanying

text for a discussion of the petitioners beliefs regarding the illegitimacy of the
government.
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taking conventional legal action - suing - for the rights they claim
under their conception of the common law. It would, however, be a
mistake to view the petition in this manner.

The petition's central "legal" argument is that because the
"government" has infringed the sovereignty of the American peo-
ple, it is no longer republican as is required under the U.S. Consti-
tution." As "the only true sovereigns,"'8' the petitioners demand
that the "government" reform itself or they will formally reject it
as illegitimate and proceed as of right to establish their own politi-
cal and legal order.'8 They find this right in the same document
that established and defined the present "government," the Consti-
tution.

In 1841, a similarly disaffected group of citizens demanded re-
form of the government of the State of Rhode Island. This group
argued that the state government, still functioning under a charter
granted by the English King Charles II in 1663, was not republi-
can as required under Article IV of the Constitution. After de-
manding change and being rebuffed by the charter government,
they proceeded to establish a new republican state government.
By May of 1842 they had called a constitutional convention,
drafted a constitution for the state, and elected a new govern-
ment.' This new government, under "Governor" Thomas W. Dorr,
went to the charter government and demanded that it step aside.
It did not. The Dorr government, acting under the belief that it
was the duly elected republican government of the state, moved to
remove the existing government of Rhode Island by force.

In response to this insurrection, the charter government de-
clared martial law and began to suppress the rebellion. In the
process of suppressing the rebellion, authorities of the charter gov-
ernment arrested a Dorr supporter, Martin Luther, after forcibly
entering his home. Because Luther did not recognize the legiti-
macy of the charter government, he brought an action in the
United States Circuit Court for the District of Rhode Island
against the individuals, as individuals, who arrested him for tres-
pass. In deferring to the earlier determination of the Rhode Island
courts accepting the legitimacy of the charter government, the
Court found for the defendants. Luther then appealed to the
United States Supreme Court.

In Luther v. Borden,' the United States Supreme Court af-

182. U.S. CONST. art. IV, § 4.
183. Petition, supra note 1, at 30.
184. Id at 32.
185. By May of the following year, the charter government had similarly re-

formed itself by adopting a constitution to replace the 1663 royal charter un-
der which it had been operating. For convenience, however, it will be still be
identified in the text as the "charter government."
186. 7 Howard 1 (1849).
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firmed the decision of the Circuit Court. Although Luther's action
was still one for trespass, the real issue he placed before the court
was which government was the legitimate government of Rhode
Island. The Court declined to choose one or the other. Chief Jus-
tice Taney declared that, at both the federal and state level, the
legitimacy of the existing government was a political question and
beyond the authority of the judiciary to determine.18

At the state level, Chief Justice Taney explained, it is logically
impossible for the state court to come to any conclusion other than
the conclusion that the government that created the court is le-
gitimate." At the Federal level, under Article IV, § 4 of the Con-
stitution, only Congress can determine whether or not a state gov-
ernment is republican and, therefore, legitimate.' Consequently,
at both levels, the legitimacy of an existing government can only
be a political question. Therefore, the question of governmental
legitimacy raised by the Michigan People's Assembly and Grand
Jury in its petition, like the similar question raised by Martin Lu-
ther approximately 150 years ago, is not justiciable. The Michigan
People's Assembly and Grand Jury's only recourse in the status
quo is to the existing political institutions and political process.

IV. RECASTING THE PEOPLE, FOR MICHIGAN REPUBLIC, EX REL V.
STATE OF MICHIGAN AS A PETITION FOR REDRESS OF GRIEVANCE

UNDER THE PETITION CLAUSE OF THE FIRST AMENDMENT

As its "SECOND AUTHORITY AND BASIS," the petition
claims the First Amendment to the Constitution and quotes from it
as follows: "Congress shall make no law... abridging... the right
of the people peaceably to assemble, and to petition the Govern-
ment for redress of grievances."m It is under this Petition Clause
that The People, for Michigan Republic, ex rel v. State of Michigan
has meaning. It is a petition for redress of grievance; no more and
no less. It is not meaningful for what it contains. On the contrary,
it is meaningful as an exercise of an essential right. In any repub-
lic, the governed must be free to communicate with their govern-
ment, and the Constitution guarantees this.

CONCLUSION

The People, for Michigan Republic, ex rel v. State of Michigan,
as a petition for redress of grievance, is a very American docu-
ment. Despite the bizarre nature of the theories presented and the

187. Id. at 4.
188 Id. at 40. It is really a "chicken-or-the-egg" situation in that by merely

acting either way the court recognizes and affirms the legitimacy of the exist-
ing government.

189. Id. at 42.
190. Petition, supra note 1, at 4 (quoting U.S. CoNST. amend. I).
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rhetorical excesses of its authors, it should not be lightly dis-
missed. The central issue raised in the petition, the nature of in-
dividual and governmental sovereignty in the American system of
government, is the central issue of American history and politics.
The common law courts movement, of which the Michigan People's
Assembly and Grand Jury is a part, may possibly represent a sig-
nificant new force in the debate on the sovereignty issue. The
questions the movement raises regarding the relationships that
exist between the American people, the state governments, and
the federal government have been and continue to be very rele-
vant. The movement's contribution to this debate, however, is
problematic. The bizarre and absolutist nature of the common law
courts beliefs and the highly emotional rhetoric employed in the
presentation of these beliefs may work to de-legitimatize the his-
torically legitimate questions that prompted the movement. If this
de-legitimization occurs, the issue of sovereignty may be left to the
extremists in the common law courts movement. These extremists
accept as an article of faith the illegitimacy of and danger inherent
in the political and legal status quo. More importantly, they be-
lieve they are empowered by God to take whatever action is re-
quired to correct the situation.
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occuie bdi %be=I and mowl bra) Vase Seasv wit thme Linked Swan isaw, wr "ado sadti imed
Stas mud domV keum within madh mentor, and my copoimba .ecrporme sibm mat sessi oturyrmom mm
witich the United States ism at w or aacorpmncmi sithi un cary im thee t Llited Sweadi dahmg bus= hietni
eAch tcsynmr

'(6) The mcmrummau otaM aocs sith slich the United Sta it x war.c an y promia orueadclpa aiWim therec
Or saDOE offi darm55, or aecy Swboeat

'(c) Such osha bodiduals, or body or clam of izdivdui alsm may be salves. Smriue or udysti of on tio mb 5ItU
time limitmed State is a:tV wu r, uyfl chia Une mit Star. whatever feAms or wtaeavs doicS banes as the

Peiin de Drokmd Coummad To She. Cam nses o!(ll



1997] People v. State of Michigan 983

Pr'kms Vbe d i loft ndo U*W kym -ra 1mmow wpduomfim dw iha w 3 UM' by, P-
-i f euiMd D - tmmm

Sa 5. (b) "rI the P 11 my' !X r kLa or INtmtub umash ua md 1qnlms m h miyp.
bymbe. b mm fbarmahoaua, my "m m in *nip e*qAW pm or cfpM w dk i,.n or

iii.or amuacy. mdcook i ma mm

The Mtebp Pmepif Aaaft Ornid) haft 00d mdtAJ MW 21W- ewm W-

1rWD]D OF FACT

2) a as. h 4,1933 PtdiziRuoomn bb bmab g aundlndomlmn imd-
I -m pupusi ld may mJfi dasy .c d th mmm tm a a mI mm iam h do o'a mi
my rmavm Thu. mm in taiuiok~mamumlbsCcuuaam butud nlof o(ad uiadham.

m d n the evam tut e Cam Ade U w u ta am dmutw "o mm.s !d in the1c fniethe 0,6=W zaCy izs
sl uib. LLIshall m e he me oma of hey tmh, I t m m D -, I a Com farthe Cmm-

'mwmam to am the am - hm Exam R m to ma wam th amom. ma = as the Pu *a
w heffimt.. t mifas ueimk 4ae 'by& a g kw h

The Mcg PmyWaAmmd Qad JW udom Pffiimw Aomwt&wot ~r end xwn p~ to,
soup a soar epms tW ee; spn atgo pow thai umi be $ea ou=Vwvvm in &a' 4u bya hap

=farwUd

aid .f3lase D i

tkw the UcSu sos mnt WWI Ing bly &kp foe rwemiereey la a ofrexfu.

FDVOOOF FACT

3) That n March .1933 PoniAz DRomaseve aspedfora t ml morwry aic adCeewe.inPmiom

2036. He nffr the apeeawi asCorqm to min n the 9th a m

AP13DCLAh6ATO7
Wm pftcai ams ruqAma' tha a Com af the tWoo 5mW bhn e omva In am maicsa t qeue

o'dock. nomn an dsw Koh dldasIak 13I. tody' mch ammdmainiy he sf by Oneums.
) ow.Tbafomr: L 'r D.foonoewvh. IIte (* SidA.miwdo hmby I I and dchn d. w

mact ~cweOdwli asw funsfb asla tdock". In~mqr the takeam

In, wcou sohare I haet" nw my head ad maW tw be affmd tohe =am med uttmbdWm
Donte &I tk Coy of Washmam the Fib day ofMu'sh, in tin yewrofan Lard Ow iaamd Km. Haeatra md Yaki)

tim. ad ot f tdpmdsam af the tIm Sam the One Hwmd ad Fiywdco&

VLAAvKLN D ROOSEVIELT
by the PrF

Samnay O(smue

TM0DG OF FACT

4t) On March 6 the paddem mW for a aawo Iwe, b o~dufimmtdo gAnompuu a rueliepsksI

mappota for the pretd.. ra his ca ir uswcme wia power

?e2W"o de Dfth and Cammand To Sbeusam aiesPsgBW32
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UtM$UT4 PROPOSMDBY GOVRm' WE
Rtalud. 71i" we lek apprhgl apa. do Ih Od n pi blosw hand sa pinSm o ts U

aotn% a. a soame for So theariiiis oat Nahsi ward ms hbo ab a INS,. sop mmxI tIhe slk of
.oipioyn ams bewe Way pi e oumdvium - -= b a m e a , the "ab pV fetA fln
that =h e mae ralb for s a propim or ae. __.

RBSOLLmONMOPOSWBY OOVD JIS aDWS
T'' ,ts Coo .dumte- hau s iduume In h ImduMspd oderam u ha is desir that be be gpm iv-

medisdy iby the Cogps auch brod am a mim ,.y to wAlbte n e to he prf m 1ie
serlxcy mid w c a ovanr dohamva d imm . **wls bh ydp to u ue ,ow .. R mu dent Do-

opsoucem tad sippall i Ws £01510 to P alb sos i Nead aod. plu I an"e eissni.
RESOLUTION PROPOSED BY OOVNOKCOMSTOCK0

Tbas ttas Cantn adorn tdo aabovai af or4safor dia MWf eguditm a POoW*.
TMet the P5.5re Oa~un Alm Sat. wmrk4Sedprogum under Sta, e

RoasrSid Papal Val . p P "2

FIO NG OF FACT

5) Instatdy tlMowth Ie goear p~dg omppan e@aft -ai day Xmuc i6 1933 the priidessihasopcadmuso

Pbut Moday. March ", 1933, Iamtw3

pose "ItbWiZ"n ad
Wbasoaaaa" and Walys =me apumin Ontr abrad tb kp a gehas meabed Inasemvuflm

= the Nan'is socks of gadt and
Whereas thewm codiai bave a nima] mgrnto; mad
Whees r. ha m the ba imerws of a bak depoit ds a pend afpits he provM wib a *lw to prv hnbe

ooirdog of coM kwo or curancy or speaaowe u *p sege and pu fth apso rogisu muate
to provec the Satss ofr people; a

Whereas po dd is Sea 5(b) oftne Act orChe 6.1917. (4D0 S. L. 41).amuwed "T'h e de=v
ines eq, * pie. pbat t rat ndesdtupidum she myn' pis Warn o' mmc r e my
rarnacons in ap ext and .tb: export. hou f u of om ofgldw or XM Own or helim of mmmci-
...a nd

Where a it provided in Sectan 16 of the mid Am Iths whoowfl W Wiahm any dine provisions oft Act or
of am lIe, sit. or regubdonmlmuud thuima and whow shaD vsl iy sbe aghat, or ehaaewtcon* yst my
order of the Presides isd Nam complis wb the proosiwn of is Act.s hoL upon cmvicno, be fined n a t
$10000, *T. Ifs mai perim hepei for more than W ys or both -";

Now. t erfar I Froadsut D. blsoee'. Ps ofd th Unait States of Amca in view af such tnin 11 3 me
by vhtne ete nafmh vumiD N ysa admed iN oI oelrm prem s tem In"ate. or smguts odfp or Ova
cot or himo or canliary, do burab puoclaba, wrin, diu and dachnde tim am oemby. te sb day ChearS. um Thurs.
dim. Wh .ako oxy ofhiatch Niomeat andrd ad ThimyThrie. both darne bebltu Om s al be fleshmfed aid mebffned
by ab bido kbsWdm and d I ocs ogl a in t e Ush S S.Of e seiae. bhstiq the mrka lesad -hiar
poessos. a beak holida', ,nd t., dusg ad ptd a ll . ln msaet .d bemanidd. Doft auchloly, a-
copung ashuirnftar pruvide, tno math baaskighenionso brach esW pay ouL sgei. Imr or perfldth Sebdadqwil
o.- transfer in amy -- or by any dealtk whaasteva, of any pH or die oin or hfloc or oneuly or take amy adms a.-
don which ,dg. f6emlutahe sinndng thea nmr shAll any aick hianfa boSdmo or hInI pay ou depod a h
o. dowus dcarm fadg ac haneM fU asks am thrUitS S6u 1a0y f i. 4 U SUM W mm M anF bbak.
big busmes whMaen

Dungs such haliday. the Smuttyv of the Trmsu. with she apval old ei ust: and snde ja rpAsioa~s beha%
pmwhe ~aslhelnd admaowra <) mpaltiu y oral das ho baniud~o a cr any ad one mm

bankft Amt, (b) to ddirec, equi or perbe the hum= ofds beoun m1ata a- cwr eu4 auedas
s, .mus oth.Jmg usbu ad () to usa a d S te atnsm to sath bets irnuaoam at o cm

peuftion dO DUt ad Cummuid To Slow ame p7 tj3Z
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semmas forth vucrdp Wre OpetoS dbe M muowit.iu veded uII8 syint b CFm
ad"A be -Wsqw ipnd mab sera dqaA h in tl3swe3ob invti - b~ dda~pmrhesl~ Sa

MsedW in order11 thEr - oinw d m~w bad e am em war booon sso bmakiq acdm
mw w nis amp bwA -~f ad Is-mma.o a*d wjuaft ir s-an PU m-

-N or pii-, tnbamn * fworf ds &dpow, al aws Asoogbom wm
absfbat tfbaabq a

In Wonsa wbroC 1kbant q' - mamh dadcm these! the Cited E t be ffmd
Does inuie City ofWaftti ibb Oim dayoridmb- I amahn te ye ar wLord Ow Tbawad it.. lbded and

SA4NCAEND ROOSEVELT
By he pral

JNo. =09]
The Michgm Peop* s Aieuittanad Grzod lny fins o do SPoWin fsood Ww Order 2039 nuds MarS. 6.

19353 ianwlioty abudtos b sowdaesamee lb 3 and 4 bytdoitelueuard (SoN ldtX od 11)u thb

plied tw dw hinas Vfth United Seatn ad dbit awudom aid no be ced ..Ita wanid wr be ctdi e -

win ort. Uited Sasovs

Thle McPnhpesAntt-atd Sand isy iotte *0 bddst. eAnuetvhm d e2039v --m toedit
welt amneasc debesy Salad Cars and the Soo in wder teme *& swan fr te toare kbcab

fd - we Carpets and the Sem. waW w appora nti ty knew dip thepeism as'e b

effected wad the people we to be docled themsn a 6 sny

ThWDh OF PACT

6) Tha n March 9. 1933 PruidnlnRowdvhistaSd 2aacin order 2D40, . a nts

A PROC.AMATION
Wlterc. on March 6, 3933,1L PXAJ)aDCD. ROOSEVELT. Pn-id ofi. th ited Sws af mca, by- Pcaw

declared the inmence ofa ntioAl wlfipmry ed prodS.! aban holiday erIns bom Monday the ft 6* of Muicb v
Thnquy t 9th day JMnc.. 3933, beth dtl. ichaiw, in ore to pen t spatmndto a a t old or
ime con, or in ow am;.. .or Vpeelsin itip teop and

MWhrea.unde titw Act of- k 1.393. all ?acchtmathn heatite or treater ised by t Preddau pffn to the
aahcaitv co~nred bi. 5l (b) odo Am tOcser 6.1917,. a ijdn apgnivei d o~ and

mid doa ingnv ~mu. a itis ay t ta lue u-u ~ h~1Mat 9.
193,-; in oeder tw aeCenp~ e papomw:

Now.. therfor.L . t D. Rooseitti Raia dike Wadt Sums ofAherIa. t v aie f combin Gbie
emratyad %bymrssrb atoofeie toe toom ty~ bSe 5(b) odo Act df~toe6, t9t? (40 Swm L,, 43 I)=

a,,d by tde Am otMavdh .91933. do hby; pIda ards, &= zed doim that al the trand; mroWmom ofomd
ProeMre otMarcet 6,1933, ad da rnpgaam and ~~m ia Sestedsd are boesy awi~e min il ftum ad dbo
onE lafther puubni by &uelp.aid

ID vmne *t..f bit beamme msy had t ks-mwed to ood dde Uttsed Sims tobe al-1
Dowt tin DAs 6ict of CoA-, is 9&h dy ohiawS., hike Vu do Lord Out Thaute tudrd and Thnt)-

tine. and dae Indpdacedke Uswed Slams the One Ilidretwad VirsvntL
flANI.N Fl IOOSEV!ELT

By the Ps~
Cordat L

Socay ofSat.
R~& 2D40]

The Nfidagan Peols Assen~ty nod Staid Anuy in& do the real popeotlxgEwtiv Order 3041) ast 9,1 t.933

wu to w-t caseatth Eacmive Osic 2029 ou~at 6. 193 aSS. was rbahin wtthm Cuosm l dteSiss

Petion e Dreit and Cuo d To Show CseSt Pat 8 eo32
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toouf OMn S n de miSP.EnoWrDsa The wusint.maubapmilm uk.
cmad;om lathbe -u m - the..- .

We mow look m: Tie I a lme AeMms 9. 1933. nd.m 2 i U- td ed =@of . d Am

All ACT

To prorvide nmb the edwiag madr aue sk herlmq md bwad othrpoea

Cosws= bmy declms ,h- a ms minu roy amd that ka is ompe.ly nly ql topn botgica
dies oflmn actal app~aoc.m

Sadwm I. The atom rqulaion. nim Somams ode end; pcdsw binIt-'o mhotkm. Ps
made, o immnS bythe Presdent ulte tice SOM. or te $=smy eftbe TmnuY 9Me Much 4.1933.. PeMtod
malmaib) rAnt by aahdvda(b) of-~i-UI olde Anof~aobn4. 1917,a d-A mby epoe Aid

Sac. 2 .Shi m(I)of -uin ofdie Ac dOamobnr. 1917(40 Sa L. 41 1), ms&n e kbtmll .- ed t d
as Mom:

In) Dialg tee f srerd &nh; s ~odoy ar- a almm~decimad byda ihehud hePre my.

th..g "ap. . lbs Man ,d- wa ore, n. lo u p e, ripk, er iu5 d..mob u dr p

be may prsalbe. by avls fee. or atom ere, my nuwim.in forign a-uge A dad, Te . arp-
ma by b eimg. h m. amnoe bytbe ld dspoas cft wdith; or of.$*kg ofaal or t;
or bab , o A I hne arm tla ,ithin she Uhithe Sta"es oftn

From the amended vervn oflhle l a show S u vba fi b olao 1 m * 'p1 '

... b%- any poea widre the Linized San.r mV p ma bjec to the j teo S a . - )

To htb pane . r pu t Coqm s an deceied '*m Ioo thaea inma lb1 Pics ad the kinud VA

gav Howe. we quote f
&

o Congesomal Recod of Much 9,193 3, d Coopeu.. b. Htadier an

Mr. M~mn ThP& Spanks. I wq= hi the embnership oldie Rousre ba hid so appoeuaey to ordi em med
VabM iDeirm opponuasy I bad to know wh tskeleuIme is euwnt tru nod fimthem~uk'ik ismn-
pousot baddingbB bitusa disatmehip ow Sinl the United Swat'S .

The Mhitip Peo~s Mseetly ad Gnod hay finds t55h ActS afk 9, 1933, Liner Thte IV, pioeM uWorteUSm.

=Ne of ehe Om impinczme (See saf 37) utmi flu The IV. v/M -W b pin:
lipo she depos i th the Tramn- alike Vaned Sate (a) CStay Be. efpin lih W Sume or e(b) ay

noroz n.bibsoI aV ucre. r bunkuw ampepamses acqsdted une the proisaionsothis Act. my aeS rmown bafl

he afthe auury cisna tese in hlan, dy vgue. sad ommuvipt
Tm "p (emhaus am): Upon die depom wit the -Iamfx of** tikd Isue, (a) dwy h m of&&

tithed Swan ... (a) ise drc ohhigaman of she United Sine; it tsa treamy tawe. which is obgation upon We. O ePao.

Title I"Ves an- 'or (b) of any inn, drat, bills ofomxbap ar bnkW ept ances. When y o Wt the buand
a~p nosm an your bose, thmeea sm. A aft is pi obagedo upon We, the Peep. UVS Feds,] Rmw Blt ie-
pows eihe (') Publi adw M) pin aobuom of We, MePeople with the Tramy. th Camguelic of the &MIN

will mme t dimlng nose Ido n blat, al registeed and anaiFK inu y mq fled . toe (a)

psuhlu utor () pivte ohimbm of the people of the ted S$=.

In the Comoros lacad of Math 9, 1933 Obdf 35). wen eidtmaw rp dit beehdia

moje f te ilto ed 00w~ththe se S. ue AM mot ble t wspsdoomd lbs aWdiuate40 aW~

Caor"sM ~a m ad. the sans:de

lad elM2
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.Sptsoo, I rmdS h , d, 11,, h be W -o w oppoum considw or - ned te b& Th, irst
cppmno I bad to tA t l d is. was tbare sd fiarn the dukr dwt h i an b qua b. i.
his a daatosip the Sar ht in omdol asdksw= h Is osindusiSudea s... It
is diffxia -,,s -- , a ommnes j.-esbi shiL flu hm aof . is praqd k, is ua ambuewprmm
then ,tr Oven bc i 1917.*

C-- Mae ho ao

'I wod IMe to mk the ai= oemh e Vds. isa plan t hop do holing Vt miLya t. F ad na
iRsa mm due Treasy aft Llt Sem rmuhdm d seeda Rierve -. "

Paiorto 1933. tieFedeald Romk b hd argold sammyv. s ns for Pedal Kerl gld now c w c
Went masy mn wand, lw. heat. C1m MG-- h rtt p bpaa i a m plant chop

whs tg to bold the saw). from she Fedea Ran, to he Tra-y.

Oh~nam Sta~gs! a~p Watmt CoqrnuzankMdeddtai api ficam the Csqincise Roetd

-no pw'im asfo stse== offea VSUR..cW benk notes; ad w-th focd.cK P ~m fto ad the fmky hackof
b asS th wwasoco unteha Hzb is afeechaegs, book accmqns uifed to tSO soccl to whicl do goomshes

TAk em a"R en s Pape'. Vaume 3, pag 42

Aisohaq unds lun Inwssth udsflc by matsa, wtat. rash. goldini. Joain. in Vrth
ve Bk ths s a Vi Gocbwmh aae St I ptrm i ti Coa by qma v uu t on in So Unho

Scm Govertcm Sle d a l VAmrala.owmne m y mago d. with proai for bt p .ymam I rat in l
cmumei s Thes -oldef. w i be, as now semred a a dad fr dlalr by od in She Toury - - fr
each dol of such wa& and ---es--as may be s ftsn oe o mae.

Sm egislati plams the t e, " awbhp to at -m aearsint. Gosun --k- door k Goa.-
ermuosneift of any added doi vale fS. n mys stock Vood wich would rasu from any mar te gold
mas ofite doW which may be made thu puaf minm. h would also, ofoamme. with qps jsic case upo he Gav-

mmex . loss Grouch dor vahs Nt-pulic in fti S=. 5s shold rupaicRn in da am ofa eldu
mod as a dar.

The dw s il gold being inS Gaaesmef, tS. stk vi sL as a p a iad m aic a v ic wi
dman in, m .e ,!m fm uensav , frt. -4a-- VimurtaewJ h naor maybe tuqtdd by a iAnc agus-

Ow e was -d b the -m enn ilad Snow our nq would he ecured ame by gol hslby now ad dW

I==m on whnc the Peopl tn e mcysi"e I

AN ACT
To poeymO.he cmfry Oao . S mSo Po le frth. humr, s c. mO* aarm, -d sock Ve t
States, and fr purpose.

At kamdb Sm= EasesfltRo ejqmwaarmhr~ USIrdsJqPoASmou da Csqaars Thns
*au Slem Wa of* Am ! be Ow old KRsa Act V 1934.'

Sm. 2 (a) Upon, tba wool Vft Aca l r, titl, ad in ad a vay da.m ofthe Pde Re id, of
,vu% Fade. Knarve lank, and ofn sue Faden qen. meini s m any nsid ag old in ad " buRm tsag pass w
ad we hatbv vested i the Uited Sues; ad in payes t t meu inmvaet n della we hemby en-

dW f, ts Tfni y in ao Ado= unued und he .Sdedth - p Vr Io e 6ms1 VS.e Faderd Ruoe Ana
benrued by t s tAt (U.S.Cl We Z sec. 467). B m in s th oco ums be payablsin -gld mN

fr4 da in tse p fsmV Lmed Smuws. 00 be hod La mood fur t. United Stas and da m- d q= do oate off
slw Svctof Vhe Trmun .and Teseul BRem" Bount e deral Resave bwA3, wa111he PedWaulINW R wo sha!
-v aft mccor nS OaD Uke sach ma mybe aesosay o ass da gold S.!! be so bald sed doterd,

Sm .3 fleat SceasyoftheTmaty shallby ryis -In brihrwhS psuVSPidmpIn.
the coaditans tiner which -ai may be qtudrd and Wiosysdie or arca, impoce e 1ot, or naIk.
(a) for instaiL pFcianw, and aaa s- (b) by the lauo Rava mu fr do -pmroeesnfinsredoad ha?-&
Mand dC) hor suth caer pupssas inahis j ae am inconietwish t*5 purpomes Vhs. AcL Galdin myg ham
a be scqurad. oranaportad, mabd arusd Ime, Iupon.?. or marmuked crhld in moody4 far fcriu a doacm

(eaer e acat 0 bftb Vth ied Stat) nly so t. -as porrdS b). saud sAie t oaaiia %be ,n or

Peteir.. de leit Mnd Commud To Show Famale118d0 Od'.l
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p-i e b a vqdmia Sab IeIpI am haa fiv.d prA~sm as tmloohaae in p n.Pa FU du
med us the Pfinlipi Islands or she Plies heymealh saks OfthS eu liised a

Sem, 4,. An, goMi d aaqed,.theo usy'u m I m v d, iOemP m l; - or rd rdd in amacady,
iha' n i . An of Vmny ngq t 61 1s madu' o hms aid pWaN 111ma Sa be I Ia ot.
Uns Starts and maybe smad n adco iby pcee S onu po byhoribM e I'm minm d
qm-- atuecpwyiw mhstnte sa*58m uW!yslumi d~ l b w pmtWcaWyb
th prowas offn Act or ofm ret iom ir i mgetnw r spunky equl o atal W he v VZW
-ain targa ef jwh SA64" -iecre

(2) S* iof the tri's mno ttse mood uqmy " n opepmfrh -m" wrtsmo"n:" •
colaea towty Baao ,ere1 aIsW be aM a ft bib a(ava o ctopet aq uin der the powWmow lm
£3 of ti A&L. or bile of ete da by a mee bua n PyFeals! imuwdistic ud parneunder thes prow
ase aon 14 of this Am or bauka ame mei pirdwad ader the puva of sid 1cd 1, o ol onac :"
.s. 6. rmp t-oe p.ow n I in rqoudm tda may be kleasd beadebyte Seoau ,ry ohe Tmaiy MS

the fppve ofa-- P,~d, maum ySf. m UWtd Ssm A i drsumd in gait
Sec. £3. AD aca. frgubtia, rulm , @5....sad pods uuau baereof takeuk poatodSd r imd by tb

Paiesm of ta Unte Stnor. a Seoma , stlts Trua, "aier so Act afchS 9, 193J3,e mader now o utim
45 Oftit1lefl! VS Act GV M 11933. we booy appoect raifed ad AtI

Conpus Mcadden then qpacupoodt
"Tign the nm eirc.alau in to be Federal Regicerak apes msud tot Feder ese aw %S nm'

Mr. Secjal rqlrnd.

*iofd Weahe pravom of this sesa M coue, e'
We. The MrM:rnb Pels Assmbly ad rad b" hay e do people meumd ats Ad. The po n of

car unab ewe ipo VAe anspeed asong %t adhou as to ontn provisios ofthe csnui.uia We bec Swil

proWpsy. in the vie ft mpoime Soesrn ear t o 1ad oligaons bewam: eda Ef the hn ace m of

Federal Rearm bank nac

Coupeium Pam qsa tngm S. Ceerama ROWd (EXlI&V 40).

"The money ol be woi. ICcti0mu the dolar bea is backed by the coeda oftle Nsz. It vli qepts a ma-

pe o all the homes and other propery fal the people in the Nation

The w. m, -o edTit bcd am, available o= atr the people henato the cate. This was mnd t bad sw man-
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To ,dim the esig andoral emmauc mwpm by' I @ qr aJ pv pose. t rv ir

oumiimuy a msa2mutpd by a ah wM efito dwilp to apihnwa h dmal-
no to peornid A. ft sr=,t ,.,W-... .cro, k. la b-, god r -t b ptpamon,

ME I - AMLTL,, & AD USW S

T1h le; ir on ,uc m omI i i t m.qu: mdma M ai diorssy bomalbe
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fET OF SUIlTAL
SUPtCue Cam ofa Ih Maitd Sn

WWepce D.C, DDWb 21D,1937.
My} Dearb, AnMWWeyoenrn
By sreonoft.e Supreme CamnL I wetto yoa tn h sh Run of Cvi ProwS.m for daaDiict Casra ithe
tand Sm wicb hew ben adpe be Sepia Cant PsM sash ACcO 1sa9.1394, chapte fi5t (48 SM.
064).
baccordssm whit Semite 2 ofte hAm Me Cam has mied lb. Voa)i ns prmV~t by itfo ans iequty WM

hOse in swor mist. m o s tae aine am r ofv'! act and pooms "o boh The Caum rarses Yon. ,ss potid 6
tbs: tectior to repor these umus t the Cae m ste bgi - aftbe reular msnm Jimyan.

Swmeuo o mis t n Mr. Jad ran" dm ma approve ofdwx aopaom clibc Mo.
I er the bow to ra n.

Rft&.u -
(sKISd) Cbaa1 e. tS-bhe

Cb luiAde fOleUNI lu m
Homrmk Howe CUMI&.
A,,nMW Gaies oWat*h u. SMO.

Wulsswes D.C.
Th Mcoip PwWi Aptet md Gr-d Jary hatr hmb his pwns o Supase Comm a. Em I. IL Tmp

im. 1931 , wih naied hat tbhre ws no ms] Fenders Com= Law a the Padit bee.

The Madaig PeopWs Am-*i and Grnmd Jury Boud v" mniottheCon mLs* vi sa itS Shot P-

Vax sod State keds

PmM OFlFACT
11) The Mchipm People's Amenabl-, ad Grandsi finds ta on ueA 6,1934. Conp e. of se Ue Suas acteS Pabic

im No, 291 IL 7333,

Campas Fworuvsa ocusm
Wait xd Asi the Lever]ss.

Pan
COWMPCFOR MEVDEflON OF CDdE-ALfflORgZAflON

:4-- x Ccmps smpi adde ntdwa.a The *0m vthe Utstd.StM undcr ad pima tothe roi-
mans ofsam ofa taide I ofdscosesus ift e United Ltm haisg Pad bscerne byis aman act (Pubfi
Les No. 293. M.& 7333). appro d Jae 6, 1934, tosmy. m m of s toutm a Oirseom coas fo mop-
PWx Cbn sod m-saI warcc the preveon dant mad ho -s att drwa aing ,a bmsse
names and for tbe eab3m afxi gmdmjht or inhesfe stymay dume dadil. for s~shg effbmivey

Pttio n dt Droit sad Command To Sboew Cam ftPII sm
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fWm VAN Ouierewmb opuma tadaaiag - 1 a uuama tama@o Ma*e OW of
b~cbw adwe demadaltsfte ad medamy, orn MOMb aw me M*f and &oM -n
4ahN f be ofid am Nucp S doce" to Od

S tuba.IWMMPwnUO Mmtdthyba
In ~~dbepodw a faefan boesm a

Noaw mapc . Fib ta "wenSm Oan eds cf w r.0*dw afl bueadd amm Smu to w

4. MA.m paIde I IdnudmbeP~Inb myb c commerc -bes Puawt uybemm 3W

- ci am m a ws w sah.

A A cnt mp a Ifle q-= aW ua be beM gma wat myobs aW said IMan 6bty cW =a-
wi s or t xo.Sh~bad bu mmat abemainws weit bareS cadpm u a-tbw m.

7.s reta puouuiabw a e P aden daesumude deS nm om

4. An mopedd ibvma fmd ad aop dabpod har tand inmuie ewuae 3.0

10runa VIA- Seau for mbsf 0OwnrdWdcFd Wm oedmt h f i

oe ate cbu e Anoma da GmlmnSb Anduao Raew~ Byrne Smt"wepk tas.
-ba y - dea Dqiaalrm Warm Cbpad bW adc *tepolbqSe h nl

Afteb -a 14t io wL agdbmefln o mf olev top m tmmwa io n OWevf hi

9, nu Am aomre 0 yeofUd dSmaae edna akui

W.The ~cipa Pope Ambly ad Oat Jury sarOwtd As hada su 6& wadd.resn tqshe roauads tf by t
Fedshampas m t-do Wo am estMll ykW inte*mb ham I -m wom aed WeUbe AiD faw *aeom
were kam unde ath tw an Itw P~b Am pins r b 9de93 to!, h a.a M ae.u i

anid fnburh

Thc Wimm Pmplt Ascadaly ad Grend Jwyrfaadtu do LI&We Buea tamp aS th e realn eat i th

ie waf. Me mas o Onuu SFsdU reol cibwUOS a. aaor as Me Used San vokb

PaIdos a ins eJ Comuand To buw Caelt hi.IS 4it32
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F901HOOWIACT

12) The )4chim Peopes Ancffhly Gt mdhJvy lsibo t the M7t day d( D.A 1932WbM. 5id G0'-

-a dlth (cuigoim i jetiid. Prcus ,is e as ah mompkem odfe GmmIl A ONNY.

1OCLA0AT1ON OF TIE OVEWOR

TO ALL WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:
GRETING:

By bma fx1%f th -,eui~a io me toOcwereie Smnefddima I hty con the'0 atom Son to

ms -,, be mtzmined by spacial moaup

Given mader m) hand ad doe 0=u Seg of dn Simm doChC in L& i whhmao&dodDexmb. $n h'
ym o Lard. ca thoeum tem b a X*d 4ah1ke ma ofdto Cmowaf, tgo mboystima n

(SEAL)
(SOW) om I6%L

The Stat. dilh
Demzde of SUNt

TO ALL TO WHOM THESE 1ESE'1" SHAL OU

1, r ': D. F, nomid, Seorumy of Stat ofoe Sat of and Outo raftde Grad Sea tm (DO
NEEBY CEXTYY tha the osied *5py b s ist and tampare lmp of the PROCLAMATION OF THE GOVR-
NOR Wood the wvaacm doy of D=uber. 1932 1 js t o kbmiD audsmimy Damb Mw7h 1932.
sl ow 6odbatthe af8nm the u'aghu of umt is mn ai ft ana

lIn Tommony Whereo I hat' haremm my MW mad s~xd th Oem Sea fof h Sme a the Cq" o do hedy
of'Lasing, thi oemzomh dy of Deombe, 1932.

(tmd) Iai

wnd &nhebL. The M&hpn POOJW% Ananbht and rmd Jaty ink tha onl m aso was eod ftbe do aaeuy mos-

sitoethekp*dtmne
PUDBLC ACT (No i) ed x E saooI19fl

AN ACT to mhonuts mu aponatbon"s mw u uaticpetom .4th oleo fip. W to anus bolue
therefort. 6tacb aholumbon shad e tn ad* to tha moveias by lw t o su, for thapayem efnai
hoo&. aad ft "eof a tx thuftor wo ne f the "'' ofMti pIomem I i i td l-dt to
amim tk e amnm ch hods. at a ewtpo tia poyno of-. md~or qea3 ommnof
the uown wasat to pmoceibe te powers ad thnia of m officm and offWl bodina coamwas there

mod Aimber "ad Ame inay cha ofamnpuio .mn pi i plf i peevkoest & u Itrs buat 1,,

and Aimber

Tbe Nchio Popla Autadl ad OtadimY b ad amn Ife 14b dow atfabea.; 1933. VW~ A Commock Gom-

cn othfichim igaw adw he foll

PROCOAMAI7W7
%bmas is ido to Aundial asngwy mw aig i day ofdeuo and twulag toe m of lem

d I nc o. W dis pubi aud for th pvw ww ofithe publc pt '. aW wlkmo and for the equaft-
gu* vitlatu piuemac of the right of dqwmao t the bomb and u=t empomn aiti =u Lid ot the rp ofhe
Mlkpb Bakr Assoimc md the Doli Ow"is Hmms and afe aoAmmdi wab h thm mfotm both -
t=oui and umic, wuit sepmaem aof the Uben States Trmury Depatm. the Bmif Dpmumm artbe Swato

roploomPoti de Droi od Comoma To Shi m
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Mbgsoip, the Fee] R--v Bana, Se Imouommom - Cmsioeao. an aftte UIe Sam Secasy" orCe
a I b-sy ydI the by 0o T ,adq7 Pebry 14iba 1933 m Tusdy. Fdtwy 21, 193. bh 4M bflW

to be p boldahyhs &uisg sti%& mnai bsa. au mupas, and oeatb Arsi l ms s COD&ia bn limta or um--

md, a1 and Sd t am 0 t a mte e n . .w souab bat s Vas mm pmld aod oAw k as
09-i le0al buidayq~ a as ofk ON= don. pruvided ft shll W afmte s~torsmmema of speas r L--
uWmsin an tngor hewlet wit aadda

Datad this Md day of1das. 1933. 1:32 AK
(ine) EibMS Aaar

Gaunt ttn tu timp

By t bermor

LousY orse I f
and Airw nwt

GCoesu Cac me iaa onte 21m m u2. f etry. 193 .1W. a bm** and edlit meny .5ca

the ftb ofMard.I, 1M3 elIng for copoaumt wish tse fries)l peca in its cliii.ff War sod Eaesgmjc

The hfiagssi Peoptes Asaub4 modi Quad la inbds e w iMdga L&giussw did iopmm by uq ucqMnor-

otis Public Acts inchaiang. baa aot kweS to, lbs tloada

PUBLIC ACT rNo. 31] of 1933. AN ACT repeaiathe aomtooprovide fmrgrandfr ni Ina oadas

PUBILIC ACT lo. 321 of 1933, to wiaed cfr thn ottam .o i rsm mmad m piuio r Npidsootof
bats ad um ommi m iavb the pom aft .am d delaew ti m adamsm m waow ba cn.
mued to be edy under the rogstdve aft.r go'wsor.

PUB1IC ACT Hc. 41" of 93. 12,pm md t wmm to Cdai g boiday

PUBLIC ACT flio 53] of 1933, toaszhain the muimpaltin ad other polidrul mdii~ons off ek wne ofbo mici to
Pr' ord tme n npisimo -c u n e of pm s olibi Uafted Su af Aat to ea rsadhe mi of

PUBLICACT (No 70) of 1933. toaioiate baolaperwnofmiyaesmy.stebord ofamiyasdltoa m s
icon hirWs 4bund ofewmtY NAtof to bm PAWis flmra by casy traun raim bowig
satins ibie U ted Sum Gve=

PUBLIC ACT No. 133] of 19%3. to gaboete the aceepnog otbuds ad ledponadw MroblUio ofmoaspi

psube thel Cm whot a e opalm te ie, U ., se chai o c-*h cwd a s sha tm Sws

PUBLIC ACT( No. 167) or 1933. t pchvl, for*anit ing of pbic p -rmweby prescrbin c isa ci.m.
fink ad chnge wo be Paid to te sme for the privilege of cosgasag inoam stImbsammscnvides; o provide, isn
to the Fom 6crat for ate6 ol'hau eos to inda oammiom io pruvie forthe mads-
EMt -enc IPA eedontbwwt to q;propait the ; r-~ wh&at to esal a dte bond of dm im
ann to make an approprsbno cayrg caw that prnramoas, otbis act ndt to pesolbt pesliia foir wialations

PUBLIC ACT (No. 208] of 193, dub 0~ a pubat m es a in. eugto tao a d modd of bs mam-
pg. and bonds, to ammte am bood-baoneec ad to povide for tha pawnrs ad AdS Iwat to ft-
quin sme banks aid ft m pm tnaslo arm ever ftei m morgage hood w tis ca-, *,net: to Ae-a* e
the moun of aids basis to be chqagd ff'bythe use tnsb sod mim I amn at w sPoe68ils pay-
m aueied -sen clenhes ,~ n okaiad assunsktopreoi.fort oIse s od uss ga atso

psalm for wiolaio tLb -a and. - dp mll ; and pans oam bamme bmrwiuhL

Fe w de Dr mod Commamd 'ro Sbm Creme PVM or 32
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PWLIC ACT Io. 26514193 awsm.ofr opw belh or
Cam sare%, Iciq em at0"M Am to be PSit' 0 W f a&o*m Cao mosud the rinu .- a
lag the ps and duaod.. a avy dfun USSUml oroet Sg sot 1 pua for ss vieh-
tiu olr. pusiadhfiu am

PUBLC ACT No. 221 Vwkwnsef 19M, 4. , waubraiusuwe sod* *dreuarso afldido
to the swe ofldd~s ks depuesa kitmhabouts r co.0 do a fir6 dous a su e uaw
I0-auS hr abed 4..qeier sahe Mansard ladutial Roomy Am

P=B~C ACT [No. 25] Vatmemssi IM, soda - uaqSSS u s ea '
icw fort hisin dnseda ee mmohd sppaS Mt o tane do aqmarimnd o
uneas fr the raides dis stat.

P=BLC ACT [No.2] of I9NS. Ne NAee loomk n .o ad;p ~ e~~sp ~ t
w of Cea ~IJ qflelsd HouS Am, qyres layS. PSs ai uinyi8 nva ehked

PUBLIC ACT [No. 53] Vf 1105. wo -i ft on bur mfldapaad -9 naboin the opo.. a~mmtpruslde far

PtULC ACr rNo. sij of 1935. Wa -M *r O phbUcshty to bem ictgu M strutc pohm e tribef 1 0O r
pato thoA~ to wanshr tam the offices, duii ad powes l afte sIe oa . the de tatat 11r fs
Jacki= a m poli a hweactrensr~nd, nO ase Iqua of Pubic asr so man t O~E dofomr
mowo 1 fap -n polic, to podehfr =aam% -- eerk ad~eS qats apa um e Sfatead

maisofmad depurm.m to prescribe thei pess. duals, ad toi.,' potide tihe sonr offfing tar

amd
atheNfcbip. Lusa pasenmesous am provsdq hrf Mator Valie 3oaqt drive sonuinulg k.ssusa

alcohol Amindo S d a.
rihe m othe feaup.* and abs Ama., inarorcy Scus

1ba' by rum afolde ass A6 Ba aod seamsfido atich but rise ad eo% asamin doe -m of Mlipan-
UDWUIC eMs wheto~ mgahs 'as iaon andw So nalm. of do an&d t" tigais sae 'a Mu
such uwsa ad is Ismhy dhded to be bodiay usa rdo proosts. otihe pile pom. b=Uh ad sfy
xW d h e "iscay eoat
Luse ont Mac leiaise as lsht

1) Police pow a Mr ro and bane meoba dekpid so the MkWIe po Ieat in ay ort Q* bmp Cmaflamo

nowin emn, ant.

2) Iidireakv sa Ars. V. So. J0adwhe CadaaaehrSth Sntate o 1509lm O, to wit:
Set. 30. Th eltr Ai puts so loca or spclan b sy as -as a pasels as- be asd 'apiasl, and

rend hi. e unjarin Olde clses voda ihesa ta a t to be aed.
The Waramd ampuacy Posm An hus 9ien ie mflve th. pme proommmaod auxa f imoaiiderin-

uir' to Gos Leas S.dt Cmnre, Law.

mats] rits eupAe z ~r~ the diainsho tae

13) The hkahlpaPoapltsmb ssotld Grad hy his ft S. blapwbam oA 06uWembh Un 4 A"1eTh

Siam D-- Court n sta st may t uphold eadmiveo decisio oldie sa pusatato S ILaled vs, Tup-
ht. which Mao tdo the lawto he appbud isat law of ti mrs (rn . tip OcnA~idgnus Law QUM 2).

PI etit BeOi lad Commarsd To Sihen Cal h*133 GrS1
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AN ACT
To mmd ad, 24 t t)s" Coda. as ased, w, u b nm ajct a,-uneftUadj
Si,n -v-' aml to MOW o i' lms &d~u'w lbestsP,

pso. .' do or Uri. 0pW demr fw . m mat Embw S bau d vimim Ma Stm. or
m-y osy af b-dur m d mth sm *uns arm wVvK sqasi or aaelmbs mqumimm wbb my
ad' oft, ujaw~wi is bmm s& wpam te Viand u'&vuay ddhmm orS do W dada stain

Se~~~~~~~~ 11co d~~ldbrcu t~sn 3 byeplfbutMy, (2dcc e
vht imunms comx ad (3)SSbsCC sict SnT mim Ed hmhu. and sas phi. qaau. dy,&,
lamadmy belhad abIn-ruinuahiy inthe lsf mfl

Sw. 2. Tka. puviima tlns Aa "l as ads W = csms', Inh , ar,. micly or * b man'u.
Pokg pump; ad mmss a n m mfo ee. A Sa b. I pslIs naukm. mdSm musgr
read-m m -tm. ma andwh h ,he . ,. m stlis Act had- aob Iu paid.
Appbon, a 14, 19A,4.

FmVWo F FACT

14) TmbedM~ hPqis Aaambry a Grand Muy liabertdo S pan, OPfl eAw~l$ tApr 34l352.
JAL 423, allead fmh cou ,ome a'le t NwRms, soam wmklas:

JONrT RESOLT1ON
Tocm ant Cdvussa ofwuam memy puoio a ins I. 1552.,

VWm =s us ufwt si d Jm w tflhe dI= ged 1 Sw tos, 9SA doUd Sm.a a atysd Swn-
mnmtbamu ad dote sim unuaesdah id 2PM a"

Wtnras SGm of tbe. XMIRyW r -U W to e hma a9 =6v W St pwm oft. Uched Se to

hAx,.r em. tie ft& tomes SIll i s u 6 s w,4 k sh dlbuto mdts am-. ey Fh
nfldIk- wntl ha 1. 1952 to pot lro, ne of man. u, rn ated sian Now-, &bre, bel

Romid by &aW Saw ad W N- of piprmanz 'dm (Ebnd Sates Of A-mmnh- Ceyrnm aiubled, Tu mu-o
wiimnadag the fto~mi boust ofw ar th IV= dea f 5, 1! (55 SW. MI mad ofthe"mi.m.!
eMup-sd.-LM peoama bys hida 00 Sqawho 3, 1939 (bwC. 2352, 54n 3I 643)mAbd oo Msy 27.,1941 (Pow-
2437. 5f Stat. 1657), ad aomibbuadig =.yproclasdoa ofpurn wkb nw.o to swar -..

The Mictip PeOp* s AsaawhlY ad Gran Jm. lathbe' lds that inlri to sablhr tloUnied Nam&? achb am

the comunical #--of l~ thUud Sum o SAmawk am -is km aboi to War and Rmarpac Powes

FDONGOF FACT

15) The Mchps Ppit Andly aod Quaod iA" tods thatns Samt Uapon P3.549. o~Sby Chures

M' C* Mf k- Frmk oats, an 1111 WN aod Eaaewow Pow tobkm6 forim and ukes, a oftovati

39 I, 33 ui] il, fuswd h= JEW oMUk

,lwmn w .. An. 9, 9d Cal&)
A - AIBRS DSTORCAL IMCT OF THE OSUODE

Aasj-onrvtba people ofth V.usia Sumn b"w kst an s'u~s lie we agrqm mk. forc4 yin, tato- ad
goornaasl poous r~oa ky ti Caustics have. ima yq daeesbarSe byb m M mRk tre)b
Sum f eaml WaCI. Thepe9a Sfow la oovndmm teacauqen=WgSr Cam bowra, fu =malo.
the (imm Dufflsin. Assao~mi nao-, Uiss O sad'm be* to Sat eek S~ Wfem W 6M Puqe. Act,
in LacUmeed Slate. nrnkby.Gwummem is ofmeaimslm.am, at bute CA Wr-inqser-
snoAvnn slapSd the premmpauo ofa&pa" ,zus case Ssgtom ia"

Them cbisPai Amandy am Grad Jary Amwfl v prqpsI tow ft Sogbt

Petito de Droandc Cassid Tot..o Caueiql .3Pagan ofJ2
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FOWARL

Siom Mutt 9.1933. se Uted Urns km beeni, stse dofI , mad, mre bI/. tims iowl. a.
ftX P9idrtiy Iuad m of stMe Jm O h 2 tieW ma s NMtel mcy dedu by hId OD-
niAt io 19033, thm e d o the smsel mmNVOeY peais YPO I hu If== ftr cemer. 16,M, d do UPc-
re ca chats - astoiu, mupincy damed by P'Iids c m armu 23, IM0 sd Aumga 15, 1971.

Theu prodmuncm ps fbrt & 4" provimos otFedau bm. Ts haOWuds mise dSpte to tk pm . -
madswry p Ndm mSI. asse bY the C u. whic .af ' .ie ofAmn csies a h Ma&-aecaps ffgm N Tvm'm immp cipowa, n @-I. m o f liy a roet UemVy UImi-

amte etomal costulme pocs.
Uer the pwins dds ud by tua. mans the Psim .mia ppra. and ammt 1 orpd"-

cioa re n the op u p ioo e sI alarer usw am ind. a Pluto a prtimar my.. a Id DueiOdd

Wnkhiertaus alike oM wr- he, ieetpgiewihhoe Sowis u6a-i cam. the able Voce 3(W07em
dntlaon baw es North ad Sout Knrt sad the end ofU.S. olwmem. in th kw in bch -dm b W pms wd
forth. Unied State Genes -if- to sam mcsdo. loer fhumay mous

The Spai Cetmein o the Turimm oithe Naml Eamuaxy was amed i m b e co otmom i d-
nama; the ded" mum o-amfmial aip -tha- com- pmcL o reommend who sap t- Cows.. aim so mm-
oAR tbaiO the vahoe am be amplished uldice adves eect upeo th cmseamy taa toms." ad. to

wmmar oaa *Amd Ibe Vaud LSme = -o Onun rs y immda wih sd d emcaleme hi wut ms
Iiaqwiekc oWtumW ovuak and sooust

lin sardMe With this sudan. the SpWWa Cowmat - is CA*Waa withe Emineot bench, mips gocama
auhtm.f as wl as fomia bis offmids of the Geiroment - is cow p ml sa daei mmdv to d t strm .
ac bey to -- es sno. a to h o of our Ow t mn-
A Sn ad y upsr wit wkis,. ts r tSe~ body o aa.~ wit he b-u paund by Comprl e l e og.-

noruceat Po- upo- . eEx- wbud t Ono of shoed emgeemy, T the h. bea a toon difA =Lac mh b
is heGovruw.hi th te honieor qiuke bncetitbhus mus empe caaflogfall piy

3,12M. Many' si=tW t hearet has ddim atn amimas sou mi orn bemet, o wc Powies. sm
on hs'. rede to o/ r th S udmn. t Spe Comm afse su* wn fuetzo I* Wrk wa th Exam" re,
the ,brm of Como.., ad b owiledalep tel zdud' o wI a sat n m ethotsov huaof didm e ar muny psms

The Spu Cmmne m*. wmich m th aD ofpreoiaim. ofladel law. tut 1e most e rioL eoht' -
nodary powitine of macal esogany. ms.WOe by the =ff Iuor tw dice ofStstDkeww We~isto G.

frLrC, sad Nb Thomas A D=te 119W114 the hp othe Ovocrl Accauudaz Office. ah Aseiam Law Divikea ft aLi.
bra.. or Cokmptn. the Depnmmeuut oflui. the Depermem olDateme, ad the Office .ffcEsacy Pm5;

The $pe"a Canueiteea iscf fit. the sammoc proided by Jack Goclkleo *ft& OfOW Of LIO Cotad.N D"Wr
of Justetter S. Jaym, the diretofthe Copseal lawSr Servas VS LbtWy of Capuag; Joph L_ baa,
be"d o*'the Antara Law Dlvio of CMS. ad speahlv itssue Catais of the Aeican law Wfib od Us A mbe a-
uune, Chart., V. Dale uW Ojove S Wiaut. PaS AnmM of the GeMin AWaa I Ofie Loads Lee. Punt auoc
inla Moo, WMIlla Y. Samw.- Au"e' Nan', Mimf Mast, and [DdM . Kvte

Thme Sputa) Cocaine.m wO aho puahlkub a im odEzeati Ores, tepad paens to usm btra me tan by detsw
asof merc.,unaInterdate

Catks W.4C Mamhl, Jr.
Pimk Oamk.

Co-Chains
Thae ivMelp P'*s Asseibl and Citd Juy fiads and agres wih the Spade] Cassu me tnhd T mma miw

Kmadn Eromerp., m maid is psuaph tow
ihere is tQa~t awdncm far the Uited Late Ooveymest to combine 1m tanct cLe man mk

'1. the -i of thme 5a1W Crs,. ai arcy don. a w o Coopus, tMei do mS am lathe am kis.,
to ICedhste officsbk the sLate Of swoma! sapc cowli a.

A, tim man e . the Sputa? Cane is off 1k isw 6m u his eameuha to proslid the taems for ft Exeuosiw tom oc fec.
tively ina mp.-I smobttohe aer cc of hmt Uo.Wt h ridn xrodv ovr
To mat a tme of rMW asio inrry.TeWk oie wsnvtmg qan by knian Jalmon mt the Yomntgowa
St'-l cam sb repad to MOsgeme pewsM prM. AW ad poses pal6din ior the mee. o ama a body of

aarpy' law, kept in readime to be used in doen or ,m ama sia Jaskm set, Icv the aoiny oratie. ta
the ?resient's power mg stm either from a act of Coapea or fotm Sce Ceeelmulton haeMV wrut.

Pedic e Dret and Command To Sboc Cse rassuam
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-rh mWL bowtu. dm - decumtt -Iam afUUU 9 mua0t fl mini m en do
ah inyft 'od bmemas ahktbo i a S do a. I dm Ibe I h47Yawas euas b
theposat rw ;90idfor aswihfli moim ksw. wko hwtaqr ats arm* raw h innpram We my uo

sa .t am they mapa, ft numme pWsma waS ad to bu"e u A f&t. mam-1n Mt pivW

aAymritflybosacb I humS 3ymqys flwt a. r
vs mull I - mt cemeod hs waS be se toSr~a~p dodu ak -pe h m doSw
ad Bml ais amy topm tc noar b a.e t a. syd msbnty. T au WO, I mam'um po as

Tlbs hbe gnbmpAf mby ad Giand Nay do& a d ape as Sad Cmmm - ba s a se

on the in e aff el. or maXL:,.)

-0 Ag= 15, 1971, P~t 1cm, in PNI-ad 4074,61i1 a inpvMy i Amauim'dsi wall-
'Mee m rts podi Ik mapo npem mir , and duhrad o da. smog w ciW e y WWh a
th ipso Carol Act Imid frs a a, be mmbM Sa. 5(b) u redum nampu, h Mmi miity to dom beds a Ise
Pracumotm 407 a oan Preside Tnamls p nd o n of IM.O.

Vl basis aite 130 emtpma or, ate ha of the Pmimlns ammniUumy aasg a umtCma whi h
hav milve then by mmtiW Smtu 1- ona orS am fr wM mthe Trnk wti the SmLmy Acw was sijal
aeadt Te P , eb appWd bu' l a ., bts maanbkyfbra tw i m bu whi hbe

no read rsabip etmeer w so eduh drumm=nt Msa ctsuq- a *udme accy Is mum a acialm
PUBit ider to ay ot wa ha -- thm a a1d mou meofwmgowad Wb t wee batT by
Coqrn as iddqazom ofpowr wo be mod ady hoi &r =a ixasmiaand fahr do mos bmad deuda Ism be-
come emeyday powauxad a mu ofsma~y lox boxe a pa 11a511

The WNiWgs Peopis Assemly smd Grand) ivy budms the Jed Dpars so be abseibsly ca weit maimS

What were byteuidd bv COMM s -deetimn aftnower to be ins only in 1k mm anne ima~dmnrla

FD.IDh OF FACT

16) fm Nlchgm P.0*, Amml = m md mty hd te Camus pa4 - Sep 14.1 76, a qd vam to be

Am At ermiming Ehig DeclaredL mumd
PUBLIC LAW 9"-12 SEP. 34. 1976 3 STAT. 1235
Public Law 94-412 "a cwl"

AN ACT
lo tnse sunis mathzas ebb aspect to amiarni .sapnai hib a. w~ pratt far orde4ly I-
and tena ofm Ia fm mcal iw

P u oand ki L1k So=*t amiilamor qf~urrim; qfi UsE ims W(Aabwii Carem sm~d. Tha &3
Ain may& be adas ithe Natnl maman Act.

1111 I - TERMR4ATNG EMSOST4 DEOLAW

S= 101. (1) All pows, "i ashoarsie pinad by the Praid., amy stc or empl)oys thS Federal Ctna.mr
0? ally nanaiwt agomy, as de A Is ai 105 aft ieS. titd SUaM Cod ae. A eashectiu mS of dodiNvia
of eamio nngmOC) 1. CfanS " e Mant dmo uMomO Act -m nus) to ymftm oahe Se Mfaimma
suah sermon Al" m afas-

(1) any aci saken ar pmatpedg m Aby eanded or isemwhWe as O du.

Peddam de Do ani Cmuad To Sbrw om PatcZd 032
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() an yaon wc or F d an ay sa - S wor a mob d
(3) myiay dn ogh. maoro or pmhsbe stum bussd w lma adt
(b) er the1 ap1ni.sese mo a ydcd on as uzy SI 1' d t r s a dardoc d

TM.E 103- CARADWIS CF PUMt NA1IAL

sam. RO.(t) Wflreps mAm ef Camsaubml .c w dof dof be W psot EM c-wpw. duwy me-
cal o czooda y powr. Me ProiS bbbdto m adaW sis l m . Suab laa a l ond-
-sk be to the bCmrm edp*dW abse 1oa1 3.oo
(b) Any pownnm of m moxta pows and natlis to be coaisd duing a l a S dm e bW and
mu m elan (I) sty wis be Pia~ (in aucodance with stbusxm (a) afths maim), mpaditly duneo a soa

this ae -~ a doansin. ycuz rusom Us Se, add b the acm hIne saqou a the Id ofl

Sec, 20:, (a) Any amor cvd.5 by the President i eaorn.. wish ls da miuif-

(]) Coqpu twn d e paq b eoonan n.ybobf= er

(2) the Preddaem urn c jnduuln tmnalint he imn -.

TTTLE V- REPEAL AND CONTINUATION OF COTAl
DCOGENCY Po AND OTH STATUTES

S0. 51o.()) Sass 349(o) oftbe lmuWad a SNoioomby A= (I U.S C. tl4(s) ismm 6d-

(I) as th. aid of -m 1 (9). by milg ouw . or" md inus n b ri a afe paliod: ad
(2) by "i" e emp aP (10) .

N) SeW=i 2667(b) a1t 1e Wfte Uiud Sums Code i amded-

(1) by hiswfUIC it dwad of aswgb()
(2) by Si'nig u pumwpapb (4) and

Gt,) by redamusmgq paragaph (5)s (4).

(c) Tkwi. ruknmi arald kian t saino toe mpnuy condcam f r coosair crati',
spptoved Ap $, 1947 (12 U. C 249) isn(dl Sec-uoa 5() tlmrnwemmf les. Acum. flor AofIOS. suminaddfltU.,C, S31d(m)) is np ead

(c) Sauce 1383 oftiathe I, ihe Sam Cod. b repald.

(f) Sctni 6 ofthe Ac .015o 'An Actt mand the Pua Heab Service Am in tepird to nmo sumatpume ant
sdinsuaoa. ad fct other puposes approwi Panmmy 25. 1945. is amnided by milling out a&abmd=maft (a). (d). (a).
and (f) (42 U.S.C. 211 b)

(SI Sacain 9 of &Na MeAm Slip Sals Ans of1946 (50 U.S.C. App 1742) i3 repealed.
(h) This seas shWl x d.-

(1) wm act ion pr Ita p soin miD -4-1sed Ai or~e atdo te opat

:1am asin or pratwilag based an any mo cesumdtted prim to rqeal or
(3) any nghts c&zl. that -ad or penalies that 'tea bnsfpter to tapW.

Sac SM0 Ca) The javimss ofi An ctmD plyot o to thme tub povisidaon cfk, the pmn and mrdns a-.
f-nd th ; and ams take tumi r
(I) Section 5(b) ofe Ac ofOctbe 6, 197, a amned (12 U.S. C. 9" SO U.S.C. App. S(b))

(M Act OfApra . 1942 (40 U.S.C. "t);

Petrlog de Dua cnd Coaud To Sbow Corn. ]age flr
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(3) AM ofm 30. 1949(41 U.S.C. kl

(4) Setm 3i4 afdt Roeand Swmuk aao~ 1 USC. 203)

(5) Soedm 3737 oft. Rwmn Stn.. s n(41 U(S.C. IS):

(6) Puac Law 35404 (AIX tfA . 211 72 tM 50 U.S.C. 331-1435)

('7) 5o.S 33") (1) Md., d 10 des Coir

(3) Ses 3313. 63) and 3313 Vtl8 10, Vailad $0 Cd.

Tba bfad Pop!s Ama s dW J rfids fit PAic Law 9.412, Sc8 K 197. iw p pVed
to be - Ad Ten'm . DndM D m dS -T e miptbe vwgmm , Skit!.Cee

Sois 5(b) ert .At A Otb. 6. 1917. m ann" to 1&
Soc. M. tdiz d-, em; ds and Sammy oftTrmmydw um e

The ciom., rnqazhd Mac beaun,, ado md Iomm hw tn' A alwu potmuigmd tme. or bowed
by the Pnsaxd oft.h UYked Sum or do Smoasy of6t TMNn, Sum March 4. 1933. prm t w S mc I Cw0 O
by s ,o (b) of m:oo 5 aftA. ,ct of 6A,11 a Oa 19. - 11 wtb a 95r 4 are b,"m 4b awru and

M . 9, 1933 . 1, Ti eL 1, 4, SS 1.)

PDJDD400F FACT
17) Tlhe tgm Peoples An=* sd Gad JSo tub to Wakft# Papa 940 by W&r F Todd. w" fr te

P'Arn Ree rokoat cad A at and va die nt said hehpW tfl Eaw Selvuder Sw I g Me work

on th Wav" lasoma Poaa A uAad T uftng WlbS Enews Act ofOct 6, 1917. as d end A " the

sai Warbag Ppe 9405. -s -am mmk~ dtorc ofh m m ja pddotnsgIHoe ftofm
had to fcr the a oex he ik matin crash of IM9. ad thdbna - ta u acis sould be a N wv

page two orwftWs. Pawa ow0 sm, port
--whet be isuah abeu:th UUlsI Stean uhhni saa septoia d ahnd Rwa t hei baso of pmy

wod . sek opd na., Ut...
,-e e. ne,= apywavdy W ',, r-m pm ine b byt th himlpa e'msse i2.5 op Ino ofplksm

sakes pro to HubsP Hoove's t~d
Howevc the Mubh and wosada Damps vnamo gob verazafly spsmnd or cooAnddjdin stoc arpo-

toand uwi*~ ad cvv balu meuoa fo cas pnemrc r mae quas oW. The Bak at Emund
(chmaret 1694). the Sout Se Capay ( 1-711 ) d the East Indb Company. (epWoc afm 1743) we all hevol a
as o ather hie of joy-rsea allu senow . .Tbu. wened mS eM ane by Alexnde ISm Hey
Cho-, and cw ,odp tmu to vb1 hpb om :,ts Iwo-

pewsalme W iabo am. t he! ixfia b meesi'n, aerpn tm. s inSmahbm tinnyeha comunl IurBop was abadod wisth a beags oSea amey wfa thand phaingo In mo-

tioe bctw v vm an indu , s i a c moa rns tht we w el mapoestsa ses. or ovem.Inba por-
Msaln umfeaaam c sco The po-. yromyaid af. .porueam a r cely uo ls a.h o

datawta ceda h donfcaad tUe Udrad Sas anD th 1930.. Noww aI', I -p -w huam of inpor
tvn. - - pbaxwmnp as sp haupma hadmas sad Sb metal t&Pwe. anos oul hae been ex.a
pet e p asm , a tinnred were offt Amianm sm wIe. Sormcal oeigim and Sain!- swansu -,u
eroese by Heabshsad Wanse ntrave ,apnssw y. Ilnoin ..lm . ofti vse Was th pm-w
moml motauito end suifprani dpapmgaDy u pei.u tpam e nwndta l
Wer. (maaks 111).pp. -95),

h gooon o mb an ipp 7
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Haeers waslis With 1ss ard the Federl Ramrw rm c p oln Ma W 191. tim nm apen m ocon-
siona bmerwnns and oterw bob HoovNaer did = ake &m mcts thea- own bodb ar M
amt O October 2929 massL

On May 7, 193 1. Hoover iard of the dire e0arde ad pa €m niansm b Of(m kga mI's to thS dair
b 193) and 8ac1 m y puoaioed scee fim cfr.S. anks an .uppm "do dbs o(lbralimlod m - Is u .
AMsUa. and aF Ewuop toute stirr epc vc I sm as apismb- pah .! Iraou t s d ...Dy3am 25. Tiama. Sacusy )lm al show as -.4de d Ws Dom'd. rmvead Mds nerpecin

U.S. cdbcl ammac to the Europm eamd b ,h euns a -U and bvip fesbal am Wed too G
(bid.,. 68). The cum' bad ' s An wea o ina - id*t "aBae lsumdmlso am-ea lbTe Romlm
ion £1.02 mllion for Ausia c May 30, C imi brEfuscy mt i m d ow S mc a 3) CS f

forGam onmow36,sau 515 rlaatrhe skolfga~a~uu I DVcmvunan. hmmLk= (19311

Mom argnq a9d ta.,n ad inw -- in s the Fsea Rese mine to hlp M6s e amy s Wi mi
Is May-Jm 2932. wish Usua -vsic m ow Yom sing unas th imwso OftNear York 6a1 1

€ mez(socibid.. p.27-1 Fadai([1933.vol l2,pp.416-412). The Boats Aa ls ([3j2]. p.
22) desibe e infpet s aes-* trsuaia a thee coo nes (utcb am their ,e woid sem to b supsilmo bus
thei b wet! 6mIw. h s sms pof am who meet a RaVelmWa" um ). Amcrf t " amma,
the Barda os Casst' ehbared by the eserve Rnks) ns thar m*s saod be uimk tos the o n
bk'er sod hatos -oc Is a don to develop ways anid ufdaus of cani iw zfediat e ads whetb were befhgailt
aswth by ts oyenarket operasics o she Sym. The ord mppmrcaAdadoahe mnatnes ,c aa
mVos i th irdiscias with &a pwasd od hat S n cow wadd be GkWd "ask m wa 6W on m m WES 96

scam egiuaate cs r e ,amas osua atan. ilsny,. andeM muscam b q nlecd m daMS n d
ofbhnidn beimo at for other rinm, and. acuak prcepsad borrowers wt pam.k nourva of wl (WM).

As Ma .lt iorphee A ts a. s -m e bee the bcaft am bars mass probaky ben r 193-
saud Pebrusy 193. ts Baed 'had is nasald (Wysa] pas -=nad order ddaringt anom baf. totbe
Used hi -s afm0mhuy' (Pte 11974]. p. 2W4X W dslW to mummy authfy for I I te pre"rsd caner-
ease pos lmis. Td ai mi teBanm dofW W (Olom [IMSLApp.30.31) Mce eWed dwd s
msrag thra the prschesas , wuaavy U ft PAPs bat cpmIaw gatted me t o- m tua -. o hts-
pirsion ofPnsuk D. m seve&us pas w at 4.1933). m id tey -ere tmzd Homoc r mHate d fin oad o nl.
wadie mlder randy oflinit ig wh l , wal aom acy mnd gold (Psiy 11974]. p, 234).

Hoover was wi o emtaislo n saso stanemercy proclaumat haing uithdritwak. hin GaWr FOcae hoe
Lmd ot to my sh he6 preaiem-cews also approved oft

Hoover leer W oste
I had onasubd ourI* leadvisan to" use ofa obun anqeeled wu pooe ov~ herb %etdnw* ad faurcp

cetas. Moa of&b werei mdubs cist F eund t ab t repu wapobably ovrsilgil by stCoegm , ad
wnder anOhe law all te % powr wet appamty aaed by %U pan e cretuarrthe Transy Og0e] M&bad
Senator Glass beld the o crms poe Ssned. There a dangers am der st b doubi ua uild ames
man ,tfl% oodiets lsoun Tma-y and w&asmr rdal utobnehawmm l. lt idevlopsedthek Idadq un-
ME an scnzve order under sins pow" provdd lous would appsott My W xlvisom agred that OW r t
could bedonebcaus be could amns urmiop an- days* taWM ovtnahelatng wmziy is the inoigCOW-u
(Hooer 1192L p 20Sf

Another tellmin bdna oftse leal. as. duot btt she political, basis for slue enmeaic.% peoclaomn that the Bonds
general counse pewW was ghe folowin vAeag betweeRooseusis sad Sean=o Glass b loa s, btd race a 1130
on the soish befoe the banamapson:

[Roosevel. MIoot mys that te Board las asked has twice sihMo the Its! three dave to lana ao urnacmy pesaso
bht 1 told ken the: the governors sf6 omns akeh caus ofbo hkalt g.]

(GI 'Yes I bn

(Roosevelt] 'T'he Puevius s. [dat Ona Board asked Hoover 66rth peoelaastlosa]IRam rmosbnt Treury lacinsy
Williams) Wood" to jingoaajf Tresury Seasussty 0gm]n Nls so tll hma I would = m a- SPy3 povna ait

'3 m. %is: we you plannigo do" asulass
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"PHunef €los e dummeaww" - Room
Yau wM lave m manrit to do sk-,m a o te mvo cb bas aw such -am khilbty apnaa-

& in my tmd if ou wM c have: ft sobaky to cm anesn inks - and tm is m mnion as ay. e as
Prldem wil lack As usthmisy to clos b a ed by is aa

- w Swd is ahertly . r gd Bat. Made do bssy- Tsr.Eq Ac, psma &,ib*d Wold War and ,- re.
scied by O s, . ammsPrsiduwEo esi maslay imwacbaamsmapmdmedmfc e ke p u
AC sM 'yleifift Ik we. o f*= S o ON"t M 3ma1ft ppmes -

"It u mlsu tramm =WN Wn to e a etnyarar ap - md uD k d wmi myp d mGas,. "lke,it sy n:.ms t *m isa Gm!d inm! se h mublglv qoedomble -
t s. t o* it Sb ownm eas nSe Careum fk tmI s W. m at asdiosiy. 1l- qsaealale baru
it. lilod is tbem au dumd mt iji of tde Pen Tmaty. If mt bdma

My advie is pmma*d thiS; opm."

"Tkm yi'w sos - -Qe-. rue l~s. ... Ibs dm -nd ,- Me Stem wumo ,tb sd a-
tan s bats, h mad rquiae u u d doda amlvem bam ad becam. a, lfa-ite hob we
bmows tobb haolvem,]I aema ooa am -lply isthdeh ob '-e1, byft s.* [Wyta wa.
to m of~oe b S, 193- a u s mmy5 tin w ,m fmdp dSgwsmm cw dcm umpw m. b. ]

"Nsvcabelss dea Roostk 'I aipdq tismouesuch al

Coovnmd though b (Glen) was tm had baeao md r dosug the uai' fabdehs s1 k s m a h
cmlW not udabtad the ins ofFd .Mmbrd I1) and an to, the Pyoidews -s m n wnasinai astmctq fr
bi-, thIs avic m wilm cm (Sod anl Bea. (1972], pp. 341.3

As is guamV!> Warm, a o(P rsaedtaJim afficw a der u.5 atm on Imugan asy (Satiny.
Mg'S4.193). as ipoods - napeey~iae~a; 'Se~s SlmlgS and Liwe Monday. Modt

6 Lmtc Sd pi~nagarqd cbs a m. M rch 3, te Federa lm'. Boad and te New York Rese flafl Gu-
or Harrso bad amoeed doSt Bo r Sc mum am, -rder aimn aD the Fed..! Resev Saks e York COasism
H-m I-i a' the -Eg of Gov-s Hailace al0 eptd WnFroam a ceamey back bolby in Now Yosk and a
smrin acesi wrake-. in DlsIn thuse Baud a iac t km Heov d i mha tou v ta pmag m in wnds. w s
p.-ai-j mne, tha pesltm coud no adow MaMdI rio arv witham moa kind of cme$-ru, podmaim (Pusevy [i197 1
.:37).

. . A ep-eiv HasaihoaFish nf4uw York attnwst' eh taneec~a mr 12 p*uF-mmd s
n- regme *a Am- dscstp m d os ite ovened wtubou gviolam atf &viAs H" r Ia-
rm.' n mIbd., p. 15) The ma of thm At''da, iwsn Utosthe making aaim'a i pfst in fa ip *'j ls1k
mAV U 19333 vol. 19. pp. 2-2), a cirmsuem, tla in liW ofewet/thieg do that wap tmn mm c to
,onder who mnvdrafted S -- tm Ir RoomS.

ltktth Joephs deil thpnu,*aW feamn ofth, enuy Natmm! law. usy Adtdmaasrzsam - Wtuose al I
.oson's bsaqus NM, sita Eag' - as boow:

The NLM mSoded cabomo! plaum* erumi e ad 'cn m* , a ode' • ibet dSSd by te Same us m-.
-m"d anaced mai. by rprem-s dimmam * sbo uicau fo ard of pc& am th- sabiffuk
".wes.ad ft? abr 'ttm no" wee u' mammy sto it poimnmon.-Ws Nmant,, ad3!L>
b' Peesmm Cmut S,,o the Gaesau trian e by is U.S. Clmrhr c'i is ,wa ifami somewh by
-Ann l*?ab wpw'tiI or qna,&'dmsIA 7(a) isa proit for Lemm kqoaarbuiaoftS iown
cho, s .. [rTe X o... muagud f, arm is is muim. a Sevlral alit. ,arge -au*pley
=ac as ya Ford mass'Sa thur lwaws md ft> st I e, to eomp wisbI~h SutpaguK SevAl AwlM, bed ofo Faewu

MoaWsgoas Ward 'S ordrer ama ... rited the NRA ... n Washstoo there wsa an-foF-a a rqwarm s o

Wan (Josphm I 1M] pp. 24.250)

The h-uayo the NA t ermae 1 3 iseated toaleh (IU 9ppM , 87-176). J e TuigwcL. amd othesd-
%nm ddacd oftbe MRA bliamed th 'he s * coea amked wsi b crgn of tutbor le

Petdro do Dm b aw Coax~mad TO Sbo ms Parn Of32
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cosur In baga fli Iacdd oea PhA . mih1.norymji bak an a s mupho, a
somewhat row= Dmo darye SuMS em* the afmmtk Cuhck5009Muad Qa (k C= KiMu-
UN) SOiM Movenas t aupe (as ide ad lie 11931 pp. 413-S14). AlBAs l"e' pasd
, mapp of 1t NRA w ipm mroada New Yas kCy juty Sqeaomj 2i9., 1B a uses a ptao-

mm-tlkNIPAmSthetmammamadefy t I Sai @15W hol baxis mmydbn ef
iodci dsridb i Lia ()MaNdalSah ayA (Sdlmmqsll fIUP . 115-117.

Tlat )ddip. People' Ammad Grmad Jury "itthe Todd isatrize F 'I-m, laouesdtNow Dedabmo?
woporudsaadt sad &AkuS tnbmioidhadn a rntDumm adom Goon S - apsfl
zageths, guaigt~uamudco~iTu Law

The MlahpPeapha Ancomy and Grand Jiary id tMe Wmet Paper 9M0, by Waftl 7TOMdi prooLI It Was
th1Fdea PaiRa~w Bank Ala. AM Boom Heav cam towii ~ai by callin tea Bac llldey (dosing Vftbk3Bo),
and 9m bid-MHove rif6aad cm the $vr eLfe Anamj QupIL hsef e ai nomdmt.

We. th ichia Pmplds Asainhty ad GrandiJurybAd thu P~ Roweib Nu teweuud by GMn 5

apis aloahg thea b hstotally ipwand Sip, awm qo 3O w SI, ad d- h~e- an to i b
bak as Sa asbt e lrelb.

PDCDfG OF FACT
18) The bicign Poopls Auaiay n G ad Ar ds tha t o Nves it, 179k, the Kentucky lagialuwnrs5

weta is known as The Kewat Ruoaaom. shch de aps thae awn mm fb )xided C-NSumit vMt wa e
-md to tbea by the Cueado and hevvwwe as om:
1.) to padib truom 2.) camzezfiiq th lit. mi anus aoi ofth Utemo )piaies aSn d Moni. coutad
Ot hih a, ad.l 4 .) oitenaca atlm dat Dew ofuda. hits aatoml'

"1. Resolvex, MO di s 'v l Sam o Un States oUtmS Sia a in am il - ke F deofwasad
nvmsaaoo to thea gra g=ovAtm bu tha. bye a am under the styl s "i cMa Cmatuis br the UdS ims,
wad of azmntnaean thine. they coetdda p --goam thr Wefti pvpa. - dadmed toado gows an-
-a deb6t P-w3. rartus t LahS-c to m ba 1k uutiy maot tight toti w edf~owwAemo ad-a omc-

etc the gens Sovenwe asemaeepe powes. toam v wumustmhavu and ofe mtes: .
We. t1k Mdgu Pople Lsely ad Grand Jay, Bath fbd dz the Kamety Raalwasi a I was -m qis 1k

Aiim wa Sdum As passed by CowSm whach xmagl to bds ad flenother asis, wih on dlgd to

thea bythe Coninhip awh a
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APPENDIX B

Statement of Grievances and Demands for Redress
Wt the Pel ofthe UnitNd Stses, aters-cial ow naal aW o dsisall rit to mibleplam y-mid tokeep
ad bear arms. and meim the Militia ssembled, mlde m d r it zn owirem do
herebhy preset this ealmem ofa rances and demands fo re s I'iNut

A. Federal officials have made war on the People, violated their
natural and constitutional rights, exceeded the limited powers
delegated to them under the Constitution, and betrayed their oaths to
faithfully fulfill the provisions of the Constitution and to execute just
treaties, laws and contracts pursuant thereto:
I -They have adopted and efdorced states and relulation. to depriv the People ct~t - and impair te baring
theref in defense of thamelves asd the Stab-, the hae failed to NIO the Cmud= uuqumesati die mie
Militia be lept orgnied and trained and in a hiSh state ofre , ad they have med a ks d militia
and other gVmms cxercu their rits go poeab, asemble sad to lcep and bear am end soai a preawm
root exercising tase ooossiuloeal dury to -pzu and nin Ihemtdew
2 . The have established a criinal Sam Goumegn. imlvi a conspiracy okey officials i all ad
letels of overnmoent and involving cv l at factors. Saeal isn tiona, business organizaimois. the media.
educational. religious, and charitable organizations, labor unison, trade aissoaacida, ad political action g tso
operate sbove the ls% and in violation ofthe Censtitution, to d d md viemisze the People addepai-, dthi tiheir
ies. liberties. arid propas.. This Secm Cvenm ha ems high aim s and misdemeanon and colld to

cosiecal themt It has injured oresased dhe death ofl pr o " so toq inpm ists aad bim lacir pupae to
justice. and it has assassinated. p ow.td. financially nutted, or discreditd pblieffial. omid for ptl
office. nhisileblowers. inveatigators and rfonrs iiwho threate its nl.
3 -They hav adopted lIsla d such as - amendment to the Trad with the Eny Au ad arius Preeleal
direclives such as the 1933 War adm Enxierasny Power Order which oat d Peopleas the m oftleCGevaieet,
and orders wich illegally seek to saspend the Constinution d il-clefind "e nes' ad med rpVpams to
overthrow the Constitution under circumstancs which an either at true elmerenes or mitich ar conriveid b.
consprac. of such officials.
4 - The hae adopted secret legislaton and appropntis offihmds, ad kqpg official etivitca and domcamis sent,
osznsibly for the purpose or "nationd seurity" but in fact oenm for the purpa df conealing the crime and
preventit the proseuti nl thereof
5. 11. have established s-ineus for dgoi elections and have msd thdeprive die People nimble right
to choose their elected oficiels.

-1% ha e cxceded thei limited authority to rNetulate i sat e l m to impoperly nonmpes probibsrma
thereof, criminal prosecution for violations, or to regulate or prohibit activities tawe xcot cmmercial, or which bhs
not) at crossed a sate boundary. or which once did but hat nw come to rest. or which "ffet" state mm ,
or to entities some of iiose activities may involve inteustate mm ee hut tick ant themselves
eimmercial transactions.

7 . Thc' have exceeded their limited authority to impose cxli ad isteui sato raise rve ms, and have iprerly
anempted to prohibit activities k- imposing confiscatory taxes on mem, t ims or eetivities a illegal it
themelves yuin oast the" hate only mat had axes pa diet, ad prasemd pansam eimialb for faim go paD.
&9 The' hate passed statutes not intnded to b equa -mad impartialy enforced, but to b applied m the diasceims Of
oficials. %hdich law*s ae all tw ofem applied not to their isnirded objecs but to itsece s % soo v.provie am.
targets. against the poor, the weak. w-men, aid minolties.
9 -The hate adopted legislation and regulatio, stenisibly intended to achieve tuthwtile ppe. s t a pbli
health. occupasional s fe", enironmenal protection, o wuildernamess althouc wihout costituioa
s"thoist. but which ae mwted by npt officials and thir cronies to depri,,e p a o theoir ipmty no fr a pdl
pupose and ifthoi just compesmm

LODIY * l.-t Br,"%cr. Orevanci and Deands for Redrt tbnp:/iw.-,onsese.orgspievwed.km)



19971 People v. State of Michigan 1017

10D. Tb he bas isatd and applied dom lqi runs dating inaima objects p~ar essgal procedis~ to seize mid
forfeit he. in violation olte ons itutionil princdle odi y natural pean orsM thereofmay be puts to
due process. md to deny those pans whte die ners db s be righ t ded thirpnpiy rights

thre, terey dprivng im f teir ropstywi~sis ompniaisiand widinti haviag covieled dim ofta
trim or bating peoperly imposied a sax o wie.
II -The have illegall prosectred pnsunder ,cruil stiates md regulations, i Federal ms, for a ow
commimd an Federal tenor, indudil am cmmned - Stat teriniry om which die- bai co antutim mai
juniitn exmp in - dn r . moscfiq piracies ordemonics on t high ws, or ollks against do I ai

12"- Tbe have, in iolation ofd.. pos and die Castuition, -llowedjudges tod e" pmrso of te rig to
astrial by jury. and deprive much pawn otir liberty ad pmopes y aid die sisrcamd eir civil rights, &dir h mach

i ea as "con empt d cn, damdtie pe dons that sm ay be inca -e o r up to six maths widut a
My viMal. ad "idminisuraaiv' conrt aid pomeds whic am A-eed totbe cid even thoug die penalties
include th deprivation oflilbor lior=b.
13 - Tr .h bate illegally deard ratified as im t mendmen which inm Mw m vratdied by tde rkequre
number ofuses. ad cooed a ile aecy as uch assmed stutiie y which ilgally levies ditno taxes; a the
peope withot appoirtimeat, illegally te caunal Penalties for now-ptent and which violat the i fgt e
People to de Pro.ess, to proteti-o against wwraslos marches. topr cimn againsslf-ma s ad vrial by
ju..
14 - Tbr" istve made instuments not backsed by gold or silver legal tender for she pay>o eha, i" d diegall
allowed he Federal Reswe, a priNzty owned op-aon. to oirntl the me . and credit sysen oldie counur
without bing vroperly owned or emmnullad bytde Pple.
15 -The President has. - seral occasions, ordered 6t militay i engage in worlike activitie in foreip n4=3
-fiiu the coniesnt pu r m raotassional declaration duswa, asad Cqmtps has&fale to impeach him diesifor,
in "olatio f theiir Cus to faithfully enforce die Casitution. ,
16 -The- have conducted dang exrous apm n o peste wMu their acldedge or inmcd commornm, tnvolg
radiological, chemical. and biological agentssod mind ontrol devioes, resulting in damage to their health aid to
uloetain of tbut lives. de have released daagros sgents into he envirment, md Sy hae used m, meto
silence wi'hstlebloisrs. investigators. and refomers.
17 -They have, in %iolation of te constiwotal girantee of equal applicaio othe ln and the rihts of Stased
the threat of 'ithholdin Federal funds flom States to orerce die sites to violate 6 rights of their ciizn by pagig
and inferring legislation Aithou the monsent offtheir citizens, without providing th flmodig to pay. 6o coatwsro&
wilte still collecting tis taxes from their citizns which povide the fands they throaen to withhold.
I8S- They- bait failed to gSnstme to the States a tepublica faimno dgotswat, by faitrsnt insist "e eChb S=m
Ccnttltio explici ly delegate all pows whic that State government shall be atthouized to meise, aid allowing
them to exercise powers not thus delegated.
19 - Th has candctod illegal and warsandess searces of peons and their premis effects id vehicles nd
setzae of their prope r-. aid placed illegal obstacles tote raemesy of such propesty impoperty gized or
rosepeatton for Aage or los.
20 - The' hav, un.de color of law od without prper presentation of warransofm ch or ure ssau puns in
their homes ad plac of busiess. using excesive force resulting in umecesary death and Nurim. otm to innont
petos.i and failed to p just compemation hereforor to prosecuft those nnsponible
21 - They have violated the rights of Native Ammcam under ola tri esablihd h tenm depived d of
their prp n . said libe ties. cused their death and inj., pirsecuted the m tdes day have vied to easisr, righta,
and established inatittions of religion wwh operate to suppms tmir laga .uliio h gige.
22 -They ha; e corruptcd the judiciay to itrpret ie laws in ways Mot conisen with de intentions of the Frames, to
den% the sights Of persm wider the COasiaIO, irldaS On r6 igt of ddendatits in bolb ciinal aid civil t l t os
manipulWae juries. mid tllomw, offcials to exercise powrs not deegated to the. usdar the Cruituno.
2-, - Jadg:s hai failed to infom jurors that hk hav di power and dity to jdg not o ly tle facts in tl cas but the
la-e as w usll
24 -The% have use f1t Miltary'. in violato ofhe Posse Col,,xu Ag. ii pl~lf= poliC fmi oand oep-

RODIGY 'We SBrMs. Grava e sid Da snda fr Rsz dmap:,/w. csni'uio.igetna.hm)
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instead ofcallin up the Milita therefor.

253-They have illegally ad imprly ettrd te cetwmereal muarutptaee. They have used dhe afli of jmn:
agencies to ac nro ling intrests tn erpism ot credit na nm by sucm ellaaceal, ben boo th t of
dir assets, ad declared dhm banlinapt, ivt the c lhgin oc nrupe judges and truste caoe their

mnanipulationas. They have gained control ofenterprises, sbidizing themt to put their -,aspetim into finanial datum.
then acquired those ers and looted their sem. The have cotiVied to sal colas of snug aod 111211
acquiring or aloann Ow me rnt acquir the insitutien and tir sum st imle picics. and therby% depi'ao Sc
original owners of a trilion doillars of their -u and impsed' de"ba -m Sntre aoas &oftapqs a! andrads of
billions o dolUas. The) hv improply bmruglt mwor mesw, offt ecoy nder their esl soinga e t
sses, fmauduleuly acquired eormous fimds held Wn foug bankL stady and illgally, ad used that o nd

those funds for political purposes ad to oceal their activities.

26.- They have (slib cbarged innocent "'smis wit cri, @O e dlIed o a inxted evid en tte
o eborned peiur. snd corpted judges anid maniplated juries, to oe comitons, or fe r ac, better rust ha 

m
o

Set promotions or to be m as solving he e, but als to slence whialeblcowari investigae' or eeims, to nova

up their crimes
2 7 -The'. have engaged in the maintfaeftw, impr and distribtion, o illegal, dasgermis, adldictive sbseancas eme
while pretnding to conduct s "nr on drugs, both to erich themselves pers lly ad io min mne.'to coait
unauthorized. cov and ofen ileal activities by their agences, including tlim ey agencies A vith adoning
the laws against such substans which has contribmed to dim injury ad death ofpersons and to risin rai crime

and violence.

20 -They have compiretd ith the legal prodession to defraou the public, imposing morasivia lea costs and casag
excesi'e cmu for insurance eowa . wlich has rised the prics of al goods ad soviets and made de c
products and smices less copeti in world maets.

29 • They hase established public suahorides"? bid control v-at assits, but which do mo in ways t largely aid
acountability to the public, and wmich ams the soures of much corruption and abuse.
311- They have corrupted th banl.upecy coms to depriv pesoms filing mde Chapter I I of their anct at firesale
prces. to the benefit of the officials, their ag cs or thcr conis.

31 . They hai e conspired to subver the enforcement of aety standards, reulting in pevatable accidents an the loss
oflhealth and Ife, and have co vred up such subvr in.

32 - The.y hac e.ereised utreswianted influence ow public polic"debate ad in mdia

31 - They% haves attempted to interpre treatiem whtich are necessanlt- infalror to the Constitution. as Shough they ue
amendments to dhe Constitution, in violation of A'icle V thereof.

B. State and local officials have failed to protect the People from
abuses by federal officials, violated their natural and constitutional
rights, exceeded the limited powers delegated to them under the
Federal and State Constitutiois, and betrayed their oaths to faithfully
ftlfill the provisions of the Federal and State Constitutions and to
execute just compacts, laws and contracts pursuant thereto;

I- ThNey have placed usstUIVNIetial0111 restvieeions on erights4th. People wokwp and bar c id to assebles
independet milittas

2 -The" ha% e failed to do their duty to support the organizing and training of local militia units and keep them in a high
state of readiness.

3 - The.- have iolated rights ofhite People ander the Federal and Stit Constitutions, ad mencised pamn am
stpecifially delegated to them under either cmnsutidon.

4 -The. have failed to protect the People against abuses oftheir rights b. federal offcials, bave failed to proscute
federal officials for crimes committed under color of lav, and have allowed the Paol to he prosecuted in l
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mObS fo mS over ,tich oak. sh Stat has jurisdicti
S- They hve passed ast-. ad nace mot intended to be eqay m impartially inifeS., buto be a plid at

the discese of officials, whic las mall ole . applied ot t tir intided objects i to immn pre who
pmd c targets, l-s the por, tha wink women, US mims
6 -Xe. hate conspued with the lWe profeasiom id the ph, impa emai ve casts d causi

cassive cs fo imaw cosmag, which has raised the pries f al goods and sei n U made d e m
products ad aenices less atpeifiw in world mario.
7-They have Male Wnsane a bamW by -W a a ie legal tder fe the puymt ef a.

C. The news media have failed to provide the People with complete,
accurate, and timely information that they need to make important
public decisions:
I - They have failed to adequately in t-sigat a p s illel at improper acties of officias U those doi
kansas %nth the gouaamt
2 - Th1- have fail to proide adequae coverage of eUdidat fe pcb offic ad the iss, n d ekcdm
eampa s US tie procss of governms as tanai at or a ipen* event, rquitn canidae o Snd vast -m
for poitsal advautian US to beoI undul dependent -n actubutoureetingmf special inen
3- They hat failed to adequate) ale ft public so pb, thay MW fac lb i an e ar Mu p u s
to their mention
4-They-have allowed offmcals and special ta WUs to &Wease UO. inflenc ever the infwmaeao. provi"e to the
public,

D. Too many of the People have failed to do their duty to preserve,
protect and defend the Federal and State Constitutions and to
participate in the process of republican government:
I - The *% have too ofte delegated tojudges. superisn. or legadvisas tgei dwy to inepmndaly inerde U aply
the Fede-l and State Constittions a the laws p sun thereto all effi ets which they may be inolved.
2 -The- have accepted bribes from pvunma go buy thr vota, ibld of insistins elected officials uphold the
Conitions and exercise their nsbilitifs for th good of the naioo a whol, US hmby i t. f .Wai
for esePtion dhru gover o anu d soeiet.

They have failed to demand complee actae sand inelv itnrmaam o candidae far ac S h isus
tdeleb apelig cmdims to bcme lv dw d mp on onribsia fom et intern
4- The luye failed t becme inolved intl electoral pxn to bin forward pewrn opte nee US meis to
become candidates for public affice.

Now, therefore, we demand:
i Thai all tatue, regulatms. a orders whi -r is violation oefsir apptcable ea no i be immeae
repealed or aueded to nmov e en ding prvisions. d Speifilc
a- All st4 I it. ,h regulate, ets.i Orodwim infuageW 6&g of the People to purchas own,
advertse. sel te .e, loam. manfacU, trampo r use and ammunition for th * mos of em of pale
fail'. h-me. property. Ud libfe., for te defese aS afs of the Sate, for spaun Ud rcationL or far other
peaceful pupos. specl- ly tbose Ws ,A d for militi M.
b- All satutes aidch resrict the right to asenmble peacgably as independen militias

* 'The Trading sit the Enemy Act, War US Emergency PowmOrder, mad all p-esdetial direti,.s pemerbing the
suspension of the Contitution or any pa therteo in an e .
d AU (de-al st aftes defining rm coMd o State teesit ry aoS o ide of fede-al tcnt slier thn those of
&eCUn osinstfetuag. pircte Or feC10ss 01 on th hgsas, or ofnes agaist do laws of natons. US tha all
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cmiictons Wider such sitatute be me l reveed
e All st&RO based oa te wuNrIhed inomc sax Iamenmnt so the Federal CO iiatfiio.
f -All umts basd en the intesae cmtmec clause the Federal Camilrinim which appl to other than
commercial reanscces that cross s am barde, or a impose confisaml sies oreriminal pienalim for violafims
thereof

g" All statutes based an toin l olf ts Federal Ccmssition which have. problitaot' or cosfse y ault. Or
width impose criminal Penalties for file bgm-.
h, All maa a alliow for the seitue property aep for pqiw eta tax or (m judged valid by a can ol
competetr L.

i • All i iional or wiulnded ma es on itatc or locl govrnmel
2 -Thai ters a consensus exists that a poAvi no degt to the government shoWd be eisd thereh), apprpiate
conatitutional amendments be proposed, debated. and prhaps a t id am lgislatio, adoed bad - sit

3 - Th3i officials uido have violated their olahs to uphol tli ir tupecve i stituias be i and removed flram
office. and specifically.:
a - The Preside.L for signing legislation cntainnin unconstitutional provisions, specilialy the recnt "Violent Ca
Co trol ard Law Enftituemn Act of 1994'. and for tenin U.S. iroops to ud war in f a np d ith the
consent of CQUwes.I
b -The Anorts -iGenerl. for failing to proste officials responsible for die abuse ofciv righls, and speciically for
the assaults and kilins of people it Ruby Ridge. Idaho, and Mount Canel. Texas.
c 'The Secretary of ie Treasury, for the cnfocmei o f tmoostinsdoelo gut catr lqaladti and for ila 'li
expanding the denitions ofproiibited drm and for allow iniments not hacked by - or siver to be usad a
legal tender.
4 -Thai an immediate audit be conducted of te Federal Resere. tw it be ohibited fi i tet be ued
legal tender, and that the Treasury replace all Federal R s v notes now aitstandn with matru baded by - or
silve: or. if th is insufficient gOd or silve to make this possible, that thi Constitution be mended to allow additoal
materials having a stable vlun to be used to back the currency.
5- That all secet legislation or budgets mid all militry or law enforcement farning exercises be fusl, disclosed and

tlaplintd to the public, and all govertmnt documents elasaifld at any lee of secrecy ho immnadiatt declassified and
disclosed to the public. excepi only these few whose disclosure would eopardize human intelligence assets in the f
reveal ruilitaiv technology- not yet in the possection of any foreign poxerjeepardiaec crimainal investigations. or disclose
private personnel information
6 -That until such tune ass f oolproof nmthod can be found for elconrc vting. all elections be condlucted using Pap
ballots, counted by human beings.
7 - That a systcm of mde;lendct magistrates or prosecissora be established to investigae and prosecute cimes committed
by of iciali under color of avv, and tat prand junes be insructed and encoraged to invaesigate and bring indica s
for official malfeasance

B -That State cossaitutim be umnded as required to asumnsesi the powers delegated to the State govermn by theA
People. and d th State be forbidden from exerizing any power not thus specifically delegated.
9 -Thai appropate federal. state and local lislation be t to implement die provikos of the Federal
Constitution to organize and tain de entire Militia and to keep them a high state of readines.
1tt - That federal and stats laws be passed to require judlges to inorm jurorst that they have the power am duty tojudg
neot G21-te facts in the cate. but the law, and that in criminal case, no matte how despicable di. accused or heinouts his

act. tb' are to find the accused noe guih if the cour lacks jurisdiction or the law is mcsetionamul or i op '
applied. arid tht a lIw is unconstitutional ift ioltes a constitioal ri ixceeds powers deleated to the
government, or is eicsiseb' vague or not equall. applied.
II - That all govaeuniet agencies asd public authorities be required to divest themslves of tn. waership or control
over aLv private enteiise not ipecificalh, authoried by law, and tor enin to the gcnral find all fimancill asset D
apecifically authorized by law.
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12- That all public authorfies and maditis receiving zoanum fmd be u- t 8rid and tr ts
o the public.

13 -That a U.S. sops assiped to ar nd a foen commander do ao only und aow d S to tha
(rig Coander in accordane wib law by aiUS. a vinr ba rvsmy ory uadxry OWN auc troop, sitsd
such autdorit be eue to revocion at any time,
14 - That t raditional symeem oc(am Law be esubliseed inii jmaicim
15- Thatall victimtok o -mie~, bwan r savunga .d butmaiplasiaor banbupiny d Iau p n ted b
goiwnt afficiab or mmci.. be Llb cosmasS r le loss.
16 - That all victims o mms e e idefied and swadS or Smor lhebeirs

17 - Tat all treaties made with Native Ameri be anor d md 6 nyu lands guated sde- sock e
aSd ubsequetl taken from thn bersmeI

13-Tat ll btbcn popo e ereviewed by an indepanheat pod! ofomsdwtieotl ascays vdishalladvies the
oestinniolimy, of the prt'isiones * ed, eme it is submif do a &I votw
19 - I the nta oruleasml be uc d to Pro videhat an n ppeal( dcsei whc thet govnt is a
party to a multi-judge titals cmnuiafial g ris, tle vow d only aojudge is -qu to esablish a el n a
person or to dety a pow t man cy of goumeut
20 -That attorneys be licensed. and their practices reviewed, by stae bI d einpa eam- lwyesminddown
pe'son shall be alloweS to m for officec who has paticed law doring the preceding five yeas, - s o
person. havngS hetd elected i, he perited wo practice law during his am Mfaf or diming the five year; afte
leavwg afflce.
21 - Thai large new; media cngloeates be rAke up h o e ham&g ditM oiaeland and
charged! mith informing she public dfwhat it needs to know to make the nioh public decIsin, incudin providing
complete and acenie infoionan candidate. and issues, and slotting tb= to potential poblem ^Vll in tnce of
needg to mis dwcmnr abut 6c
22- Tha the media open their ferns to partic4ate by mer cities and es il nt j nustpfsieal jouralits.
and provid Mor eposure fir neglected its and ideas.
23 -That citizens be eduicated froem childhood to idpnetyinterpret mid apply their constitutions woall official am

ith ch the' be invd, and not to de e tt respasibility to judgesspoi, or kl adlSim.
24- That citizen be educated to demand complete and am aeb inf etio. om public officils and the media on all
issues. topanirpate in toh polliti ,4"s. and M to allow their votes to be bought b) bribes fran go'.-nmnt.
Constitution Society. 6M San Padre 0t147-30^ San Asteule TX 75216. 210J242361i
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