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ARTICLES

AN ANALYSIS OF PEOPLE, FOR MICHIGAN
REPUBLIC, EX REL 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, Jiirgen Skoppek and Joy Witte for their guidance and comments
during the preparation of this article.
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State of Michigan.! 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 document® 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,” 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. Seeinfra 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.

6. 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, “[iln 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 behefs 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 at1l.

9. The use of a lower case “¢” in “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.”

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. “/Wle 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.” 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.”"

Another individual who has attempted to use the common law
courts movement theories as a defense to a traffic citation is James
Nichols.” 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 Qur One Su-
preme Court, reported that “[m]ost [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 B1. 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.™

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.”™

2. “Twant 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 A1, 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

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, 1996).
26. See, e.g., Sullivan, supra note 19, at A1,
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.* 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. “[R]etirees 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.”

I.I;)ix.aker 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.
31 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.”” The self-

32. Braun, supra note 14, at Al.
33. Id.
34. Id.
36. 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 “{lwle’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 “s” as used in
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proclaimed “Freemen of Montana” claimed justification under the
common law courts system for passing worthless checks.”

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/~scre/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/~scre/page2l.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/~scre/ 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/~scre/page93.htm>.
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who, for a fee of $1,500, taught the founders the common law.*
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
gimilar 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 ”%80 - 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.® These beliefs are “[iln large part . . . what these courts are
still about today.™

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.”

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.

653. 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.

66. 20/20, supra note 16. 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.
1
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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
“urats.” 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 “[iln 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 Ol 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. Jd. 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,
dJuly 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 Commeon 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 OQur One Supreme Court’s docket is taken up with
“motions to quiet title.”™ 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, NATL 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).

71 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.™

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,” 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, ete. 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.”

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.” 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.” 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.” 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.

71. 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.”™ 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-a-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.”

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-VIL

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.



1997] People v. State of Michigan 953

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 f;mhibitions 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-a-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.flash.net/~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.™

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,
“gsubmission” 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.” 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 /~scre/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 Identification 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).'”

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." 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 “[plolice power is not now and has never been delegated to the
M1ch1gan 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/~scr¢/pagel3.
htm>.

101. 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."”

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,® 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.

THE COMMON LAW OF THE STATES OF THE UNITED STATES IS THE
CoMMON Law oF ENGLAND ADOPTED BY THE ORIGINAL'™® CONSTITUTION
OF THE UNITED STATES. . ..

[TThe 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: “YOU KNOW 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 CONSTITUTIONAL JURISDICTION. WHEREVER THIS FLAG IS
FLOWN THE CONSTITUTION IS 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.'

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.”
AMERICAN COLLEGE DICTIONARY 85 (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 CorrUS 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.'™
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¢. 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:

oA Geneva (or Breeches) Bible because “[ilt 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, ak.a. the Jeffersonian Bible” which is, likewise,
“minus the endless Church and government biased taints.”

eBlackstone’s Commentaries on English Law.

oThe Federalist Papers and The Anti-Federalist Papers.

oBlack’s Law Dictionary (“a recent copy”).

eBouvier’s Law Dictionary (“1914 edition or earlier”).

eAnderson’s UCC and “other copies of legal texts when
you can. West publishing is the master of obfuscation and
ambivalence.”

sLegal Research by Elias

oThe Magna Carta.

oThe Constitution.

eYour state’s constitution.”
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.
113.
114.

Fisher & Pond, supra note 40.
Campbell, supra note 89.
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.”"

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.'”’

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.'"® Although their stated intent is
just to re-establish Michigan’s sovereignty vis-d-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
“udicial 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.*"

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.'
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 articie 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 i 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 précis of the
petition itself. :
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Dated this 28 day of March 1995,
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%, 1995, at Lansing, Michigan, and having
heard testimony from Dr. Eugene Schroder,” Senator Charles
Duke'® and Kevin Tebedo,”™ 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 “[t]he 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
A1l2,

130. Petition, supra note 1, at 5.

131 Id. at 2.

132. The authors of the petition borrowed keavily from this document. The
entire report is available at <http://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."*

A. Federal Legislative Acts.

B. Kevin Tebedo Testimony.™

C. Michigan Legisllative 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."" 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).” 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.

133. 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."* 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 . ..."*

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."* 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.”” 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.'”

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]The 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.”® 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.

162. Id. at 11.

153. Id. at 17.

164. Id. at 18.

1565. 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).”” 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
gimilar 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.' 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.

168. 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.
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replaced as privileges at the discretion of the state.'®

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.'
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.'® 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.” 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.'”

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 Senate,Report 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
“gtraight 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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ple’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.”

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.™ 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.

II1I. 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.”* 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.”” 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 1.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™” 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. IV, § 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,”® 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.™ 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.'”

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.”™ 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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APPENDIX A

AFFIDAVIT' )
1, Tom Wayne, tpecial sppointed Clerk of the Cour, for the senm, bemeby Arves: and Acknowiedge that the following is True,
Correct, and Certain, in felation to the record of procesdings that are in my possession for sfe-keeping. bt opm 1o the public
for review.

1. War and Emerpency Powers Special Rapon B. Kevin Tthodo Testimooy E-2. Wilksmsburg Resoive

2. Constitutior: Fact or Fiction C. Mochigan Leghiztive Acts
3. Working Paper 9408 D. hoyLint
A Federal Legislmtive A E-1. Michigan Conmtinstion

1, Tom Wayne, snest; 1) that the above is as recorded within the Case Jacket in mry possession and open 5or 7eview upop re-
quess, and 2)theanmached _______ pages are True, Corvect, and Cenain copies of the Original Petition for Redress of
Grievance by the Michigan Peopit's Assenbly and Grand Jury.

[t £,

Petition de Drokt and Command To Show Canse . Pagel of 32



1997] People v. State of Michigan 979

Countty of Michizin
Our Ooe Supreme Coust
Common Law Venue; Original and Exciusive Jurisdiction
Ourside the District of Cokumbia

In Ingham couwty, Michigan Republic
People, for Michigan Republic,
ex el
Demander, Plainsiff,

:
3

:
<

ve

STATE OF MICHIGAN,
“its” politica) subdivisions and
officers thereo! & al

Respondems, Defendams
Specifically To:

3

Case « Mickigan 95-1
Petition de Dvoit

Gevernor John Engler
Command To Show Cause

e et N Nt el Mt Nt s et N o e et

PRAECTFE
(Sutmoas)

1, Tom Wayne, special appouned clerk, in and fir Moctigan Repubdlic, bereby under the crder and sathortry of the Peopic for
the severs! counties, command the sbove named defendars to thow lywful cause snd piace ko evidence by signed affidavi,
iawful d ior: of the "E Govermmen:® described in the snached pages hrough 3
mmmw;wmmmmmmuuw that 5o suthority or necessity exists for an
“Emerpency Governmen:® and that such » governmen: is operating against the bust inrerest and will of the Soversign People.
the "Suate” in fars . mummkmwhmwdwdﬂlmiwm%
gan P2 45053 within 60 dayvs of day served, exchusive of dav reccived. 1 00 Lawtisl evidence 10 the comrary is recsived,

MMN&MTMkNMW«hW "in Law” 1o remove this boodage from us.

—Bpecial Appoiresd Qetk f

Country of Michipan Republic )
) 3. AfBdavis of Retum
ummmmm )
. a r~
1 _.-._" i Mwﬂmmmdmtu]ﬂ
mwmm:ﬁnﬂvwmmCmmmwmmwmw
—"I -
T ENE RV
Couiier Si

Ld

Petition de Droit and Commant To Sbow Cause Pagel of 32
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Countyy of Michigan
Our One Supreme Coun
Common Law Venne; Original and Exciusive Jur'sdictics
Outside the Distrier of Cokabia
In Ingham county, Michigan Rapublic

People, in and for the )
"United States of America, ex rel )
Demandem, Piaimiff, )
Governor Jobn Engler, )
Anomey General Frank J. Kellev )

ickigan Staze Senators ) .

Michigan Suie Representatives } . Michigan 95-1
Michigan Supreme Count Jodges )
Michigan Court of Appeals Judges )
Michigan District Coun Judges )
Ali County Court Judges )
All Counry Copymissianers )
All Stare Agencies )
Al Elected or Appoimed Officlals )
eal )
Defendsm(s]. )

Petitios de Drolt
and
Comaxand Te Show Canse

Winy the Emergency Stanstes of the State should not be terminmzed, along whb the War and Ecengsscy Powers of the Usited
States
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS
AND RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE MICHIGAN PEOPLE'S ASSEMBLY AND GRAND JURY
ACTING UNDER THE LAW OF NECESSITY

The Michigan People’s Asscrbly and Grand Jury bereby gives *Judicia! Notice* of their abachue and inhcrens saithority,
and basis for making s Frodiog of Facts and Cooclusioo of Law.

It is the intent of the Michigan Peopie's Assembly and Grand hury to:
nmmmmsﬂmummumrmmmcmmhmwmdm
(mmgthel}monmlhnmbamgummu States), as set forth within the Conmtinution of 1787 and the Prexm-
ble of the Enxbling Act for the Sue of Mickigas i 1237,

Petition de Droit and Cemmand To Show Cause PigeS o1 32
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FIRST AUTHORITY AND BASIS

The Decharation of lndependence of huly 4, 1776, which stxtes i part:

'WewMMmummmmanﬂ;ﬁMBWhﬁmmm
waalienable rights; that amocg these are Efe, Sberry, and the prrsalt of happiness. Thet to secure thess rights, governments are
institned among men, deriving their just mbuhmdﬁpuﬁ.h-hwayhmdpmb
mmdmmm,nnmmdmpnphw.huwwn.dnmmmmm
mwﬂMMmbmhﬂMswhﬂmmiﬂybﬁu&-ﬁy

and bappiness . .
SECOND AUTHORITY AND BASIS
AMENDMENT
Coogress shali make no hw respecuizg . . . the right of the peopie peacesbly to assemible, and to petition the Governmant for s

redress of grievances.

and fiarther, The Constinmion of the State of Michigan, Article 11, Sectian 1, which states:
scam:l Al political power is inherem in the people. thﬁhmdhthmqnlh-ﬂnmmaml

Nichizan Consision (1909) - Arice T, Daclartion of Rights

AMENDMENT X

mmmwwwuumumb, the Constingion, nor probibited by it 10 the States, are reserved to the

Stares respectively, or 10 the people.
Linitgd § c .

THIRD AUTHORITY AND BASIS
The RKemmucky Resohnion which sares:

"Resoived thas the severn] States compesing the Uinited States of America, e not united o0 the principies of unlisived
submission 10 their general governmen; but that by Compact under the style and title of a Coostinmion for the United Sumes
and of amendments thereto, they constinsed & genenl government for spacial pusposas, dalegated to the: FOVerTEDSTt CWTRID
definite powers, reserving to each State to itself the residuary mass of right to thetr own self-government, and tha whensoever
the penera! governmen: aswmes undelcgated powers, irs acts are unmuthoriuive, void, and of oo force; thar to this Compacy
each Sute acceded as 3 Stxie and is an lacegral party, its co-states forming as 1o Raelf the other party; than the govermmen
crested v tiis Commpact was ot made the exciosive or fioal judge of the saem of the power delegued 10 itself since tha:
would have made TTS discretion. and not the Constintion, the messure of its power; but that &3 i all othes caves of Compact
ameng parbies having no common judgs, sach pasty has an equal right 10 judge for el as wel of infractions a3 of the mode
and measure of redress.”

FOURTH AUTBORITY AND BASIS

Complaim flcd and served upon President Bl Clinton, and Jaiét Retio, and published in the Washington Tumes.

COMPLAINT .

Poople i snd for the United States of America ex rel., hereby declare that there bas deat gross unzpstion of Our Nationa!
Connution and Bill of Righes, under pretense of s continuing crigis of War and Emergency conditions, tha: have sxigted gince
the Crvil War and coatinues to exint io times of pesoe to the presem time.

Senate repon: 93-549 say1, “Since March 9, 1933, the Unhed States bas been in 8 deciared et of Nationa! Emerpmcy.”
Tithe 12 U.S.C. 25(b) aays that every order iasued by the President since March £, 1933, or any order issued in the fanare is
stomaneally spproved and confirmed. These powers being conferrad under the Authoriry of the Act of October €, 1917, a3
amended March 9, 1933 are mricthy 8 War Power, (See Stochr vi, Wallace)

This vast rynge of powens, sakes together, confers wnough athority to rule the couztry without reference to oormal comst-
nutional proces.

. Petition de Droit snd Command To Show Canse Paged o 32
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‘Wherefore, the Pecple in and for the Uniod Scares of Americe, barsby demand thas the President (Bill Clisxon) and the Az-
torncy Geneal (Jadet Renc), show caise within 60 days, why these untswiil powsrs being perpetated against the Azerican
Peopie should not be terminated. and if they should il 10 show exuse, then Our coun with Original Jurisdiction is to issue 8
Declaratory Judgment in fivor of the Amnerican Peopie, and afry and all further remedy it fmds proper, agaist the sbove agmed
defendamt(s).

Dated this 28 day of March 1995

The Michigan Peopie's Assembly and Grand kury Swving comvenad on December 16ch and 17th, 1995, ar Lansing. Mich~
§an, and haviog beard testimany #rom Dr. Engene Schroder, Senator Chartes Duke aad Kevin Tebeds; and having made ao &-
amination of Unized Sttes Goveroment's and Michigag's own centSied docurnems, as evideoced by Exhibizs *1* through *3°
and "A" through "E-2" finds as follows:

FIPTH AUTHORITY AND BASIS

The Ordinanoe of Jub 13 11.87 MW&WS&:&MWMmhm
Article II Whﬂuhnmdhndmdnﬂﬂunhemﬂddmhhwdnoﬁhmofhb‘mdd

lhurhlbym of a prop epr of the people in the legisiature; and

“Mhp&mmﬂnmhhmw&vﬁummmmm arb
wmmmmmmumhmm And,_in the jus preservation of tights

Asticle V.~ The said 1ermritory, and the Swtes which may be formed theran, shall forever nemtain 4 part of this Confader-
acy of the Unned Stares of America. subject to the Articies of Confederation, and to such sherstions therein as ghal
nmmmmmdmmndmﬁuwudmtmwﬂ Stares in Congress assembied, conforrasbie
Ihererc.

Article V' “There shall be formed in the said territory, not Jess than thres nor more thar Sve States, . . .., And, wheosver
anm of the said Sunes shall kave siay thousand free inhabitants therein, such State shall be admitted, by its delegates,
uothCaupu:dth:Uuulhu, wqummmmsummmm aod shall
hnlihtmwﬁm-wm and State go - Provided the conginition and governmens g0

1, FINDINGS OF FACT
1) That en Occber 6. 1917, during Worsd War L, Congress pessed what is commonly’ known &s the “Trading With The En-
emy ACt”, 10 wit
"Be it mactad by the Senxte and Houss of Represemaives of the United Ssanes of A ’. in Congr coblod, Ther this

Act shall be known as the “Trading with the anemy Act, .
“Se5. 2 Thx the word ‘cocmy.; as used herein, shall be deamed 10 mean, for the purposes of sch tading and of this Aci—
(8} Any individual, prersiip. or other body of individuals, of any nationaliry, resident within the territory (ncluding th

occupied by the miliuoy and naval forces) of 3oy nation with which the United States is at war, o resident outside the Usized

Ststes and doing business within such territary, and any corporation incorporated withie such terrivory of army nation with

which the United Sunes is a war or incorporated within amy country othes than the Usited States snd doing business within

such terriory

'(b)ﬂ:gomnnmofqmwhvhdﬂuUmdSmaunw or gny political or prumicipa) subdivision therecf,
or anv officer, offcial, agem, or ageocy therec.

(:)St&holhanﬂlvabodvordmof dividualy, 85 may be natives, citizens, or subjects of any nation with which
the United Stazes is 8¢ war, mmwmmﬂmmhmmuh
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President, if he shall find the safety of the Uited Stazes or the succesdial prosscution of the war shall 30 require, sy, by proc-
lamation, inchode withip the term ‘eoemy”.*

Section 3. (b) “That the Presidert may investigate, regudate, or prohibit, under sch rules and regulations as bs iy pre-
scyibe, by means of Boenses or otherwise, smy transacrions. in foreigr exchange, expon or carmmriings of gold or siiver coin or
bullion or currency, mﬂ'ﬂ'dmﬂﬂmwhmw:nmm
within the Linited Staes),”

The Mickigan Prople's Axembly and Grand Jury finds that ww were ex-
empess from this A,
FINDING OF FACT

. [)
2) That oo March 4, 1933 Prasiders Roossvely, in bis insugural sddress to the oation sated:

1 am prepyred under my consiuional dary (o recommend the measre that 3 stricken Nation in the midst of 8 stricken
world may require. These mexsures, or such other mezsures as the Congress may build ou of its experience and wisdom, |
el seel;, within my constinional suthority, to bring to spesdy sdoption. )

Bui @ the event thas the Congress shall fidl 1 take ooe of thess two courses, and in the event that the nationa) cmergency is
a1l critical, T shall not evde the chear course of dury thar will then confrom me. 1 shall ask the Congress for the one remain-
ing nsument to meet the crins — broad Excazive power to wage 3 war sgainst the cracrpency. a3 great as the power that
would be given to me if we wore it £521 mrvaded by & forcign foe.

The Michigen Peopie's Assembly #0d Grand kry finds that Presides Roosevel was gaking for droad Exsautive power to
WagE § W3 AgRInS! the Emergency, a5 grest &3 the power thit woyld be given to me if we Were in fact vaded by & foweign

o0

that the Unhed Swtes was not being trvaded by a foreign fos nor was the counoy in 8 ®Es of rebelicn.
FINDING OF FACT
3) That on March: &, 1955 President Roosevelt asked for a special snd extraordinary session of Congress in Proclamasion

2038, He called for the special session of Congress to meet on March the th ot 0008,

APROCLAMATION

Whereas public interests require that the Congress of the Ugzitad Sestes should be corvened in extra sersion &t twebve
o'clock, noon. on the Ninth day of March, 1933, 0 feceive soch cossmmicazions s3 ey be made by the Exscusive;

Now. Therefore, L Frankfin D. Roosevet:, Presldem of the United Staes of America, do hereby prociaim snd deciare that an
exrsordinany occasion requires the Congress of the United States 1o coovens in extra sessitn ai the Capitgl In the Chty of
Washington on the Ninth day of March, 1933 at twelve o'clock. noon, of which al persons who siall &t thy: time be encitied 10
&0 & vembers thereaf o berelry fxpired to tiks botics.

In withess whereof, [ have bereunto set my hand sod caused 10 be affved the great seal of the United Stares.

Dot at the City of Washington this Fefth day of March, in the yoar of our Lord Oue Thousand Ne Hundred and Thirty-
thiree, and of the Independence of the United States the One Hundred and Filtyseventh

FRANKLIN D ROOSEVELT
By the Presidem:
Cordel) Huht
Secreary of Sute
No. 2038)
FINDING OF FACT

4) On Masch 6 the presidem called for & governors conference. bﬁsm“mm:mm
wupport for the presidem ip his eal for emergency wer powers.
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RESOLUTION PROPOSED BY GOVERNOR WHITE
Resolved, That we look approvingly upon the President’s plas for baner and wiimition, & presntod 10 us this moring.
001 ariv 25 & measre for the cotlervasion of the Natiot's setural rasources but also 88 £1 effective Rep toward the relief of
unempioyment: and that we soverally plodge ourselves to use oty best effons 1o ssosntain, through proper xrveys, the aoreage
that migi be made svailable for such 8 program B our repective Suses.
RESOLUTION PROPOSED BY GOVERNOR EHRINGHAUS
MMMMMwWEMHthbMﬂBMMMNMW
medistely by the Congress such broad powery as may be necessary 10 ensbie the Exeautive to meet the present challenging
emergency and we, as Governors of the sovera! States bere ssssrmbled, baraby pladg to bim our wholehearted sad sinosrs oo
mdwnmmwmﬂum-ddﬂnmﬂew
RESOWHONPROPOSEDBYOOV!RNDRMOCK
mummhmam«w&r&umﬁemw &5 posaibie.
That the Federa! Govarmmenm fiumce State work-rebef programs under State admivistrarion.
Roosevel Papens Vol. 2, p: 23-24

FINDING OF FACT
$) lmmedinety following the governors plodge of Rpport oe that swroe day March 6, 1933 the prygident issued procizmation
w2038

[Bank Holidsy, March 6-5, 1933, Inclusive}
By Tbe Presiden: Of
The United States Of Apevica

A PROCLAMATION )
pose of boarding: and

Wheress contimsous and istioasingly eaeisive spoqulative sctivity sbroad in foragn axchange bas resalred in severe dexins
on the Nation's socks of goid; and .

Whertis thess conditions have ¢résted » national emergendy, snd

Wheress 7t is in the best imeresis of all bank deposion thas a period of respite be provided with a view 10 preventing further
hoarding of com, bullica or cumency or spesulstion in foreign exchange and permitting the spplicazion of spproprizis measures
to protect the imerests of our peapie; and

Whereas it is provided in Section 5(b) of the Act of October 6, 1917, (40 5w, L. 411) a3 amendied, “Tha: the President may
ipvestigate, reguine, or probibit, under such rules gnd reguiztions a1 he may preseribe, by cosans of beenses or otherwise, avy
transactions in foreign exchange and the export, boanting, meting. or esrmarkings of gold or silver coin or bullion or currency
was ,w

WbemunuwmmlédhdMWMhﬂMyvadhmdMMa
of any license, rule. of regulation ismed thereunder, snd whosver shall willfuly viclate, neglecy, or refuse to comply with any
order of the Presiden issued in compliance with the provisious of this Act, shall, upon cooviction, be fined not more thar
$10,000, 01, if s nanural person, Emprisooed for pot more than ten vears o both; ***°;

Now. therefore, L Franklin D. Roosevelt, Presiden: of the United Sistes of Anserics, 0 view of such national
wvmdmmmﬂnwumﬂnw”mwmmmm«m&mcm
cotn or bullion or qumensy, do bereby procisim, order, direct and declure thar from Monday, the gixth day of March, to Tiurrs-
day, the nimth cav of March, Ninereen Hundred and Thirty Three, both dates inchusive, there ghall be maineained snd observed
by all banking inginutions and all branches thereof located in the Ukited Stxtes of America, including the werritosies sand isulay
possessions, & bank boliday, and thas during seid pesiod all beoking tynsactions shall be suspmded. During such dolicay, ex-
cepting as bereinafier providec, no such banking instinmon of tranch shall pay our, export, earmark, of parmit the withdrywg!
or transfer in any manner or by any device whatsoever, of any gold er siiver coin or bullion or eurrency or take any other ac-
uonwhud’:m:gh"" the hoanding thereo? nor shall any such banking instinurion or beanch pay out deposits, make loans

mmumfaupmmmmmms@-sum place abroad. or teasact any other baok-
ing business whatoewver.

During such boliday, the Secretary of the Tresmury. with the approval of the President snd under such regulaions &5 he may
prescribe, is suthorized and empowered (2) o permit any or all of such banking instinmions to perform any or all of the usus!
banking functioes, (b} to direct, require or pern the ixnance of clearing bouss cenificates or other evidences of clais
against assets of banking insritations, 408 (€) to suthorize and direcs the creasion in such banking icminmions of special trust
Petition de Drok and Command To Show Caust Paged of 32
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sceoums for the receipt of new deposits which shall be subject 10 withdrewal on demnd withom soy restriction or fiminarioo
and gl be kept scparzely in cash or 0o deposit in Federsl Raverve Banks or invested i cbiigations of the United Seates.

A Used in this order the term “banking instinsions” shall include afl Federal Reserve banka, pational banking associarions,
benks, wrun companies, savings banks, baliding and loan associstions, credie unioss, or other corporations, partnerships, &3e0-
cigions or persoes, engager in the business of receiving deposits, making loans, dissousting business paper, or tUransacting sy
othes formn of banking bosiness:

In Witness whereof, | kave hereuoto sex my hand and caused the seal of the United States to be afficed.

Doos in the City of Washington this 6ch dey of March - ] am. in the year of our Land Ons Thousand Ninc Handrad and
Thiry-chwee, and of the Independance of the Unived Stes the One Famdred and Fifty-ssvanth.

FRANKLIN D ROOSEVELT
By the Presatent’
Cordell Hudl
Secresary of Sute.
No. 2039)

The Mickigan Peopis’s Assembly and Grand Jury finds ther the Prociamarion’ Exscutive Order 2039 made on March 6,
19335 is strikingly simllar to the onc tande oo March 3 aod 4 by the Federal Reacrve Board (See Exhidbiz 30 and 31) which i~
plied thar the chizens of the United States and their transactions would oot be effected . . . Le. would not be considered ene-
mies Of the United Stazes. '

‘The Michigan People's Assermbly snd Grand hay further finds that the Proclamarion’ Executive Order 2038 was worded in
such a manner as 10 deliberately misioad Congress and the Senate in order to seoure their support fiv the measure, knowiag
full well that Congress and the Sezts woukl not approve the measure if they knew thit the poopie's tamactions were 1o bt
effected and the people were to be doclared the mume 23 the enemy.

FINDING OF FACT

6) Tha: on March 9, 1933 Presidenz R eh issued Exenutive order 2040, which suates:

A PROCLAMATION
‘Whereas. oo March 6, 1953 Lmnmossva.r President of the United Stazes of America, by Prociamazion
declared the exi of & nariona) and prociaimed 8 bank holiday extending from Moodzy the 6ch dsy of Miarch 1o
" Thursday the 9tb dsy of Marc= 1933, hahdmndumcduwp:mlhemhndmwmhnofpuw

siives coin. or bullion of aure:.. . or specclation in foreign exchange, and

Whereas. unde- the A of M_nch 9, 1933, all Prochamauons bererofore or beveafter isnaed by the President purmuant to the
authority conferred by sectico 3(b) of te Act of Ocsober 6, 1917, as smended, are approved and confirmed; and
Mndmmlmﬂuﬂiﬂmdhhmyhhbh&mm«ﬁnhd“l
1953, ip order to accamplish sach purposss

Now, therefore, L, Frankfn D. MMM!&MMdMnmdnﬁmm
mdhwdmmmnmwmm)dequlm?(lOSml...lll)n
xmended by the At of March §, 1933, do hereby prociaim, ondes, direct 2nd declare that all the terms and provisions of sxid

Proclumarion of March 6, 1933, mmwummmmwmummum
nmilﬁmhuwwhmmnhlhehadm
hernof ] ave b set my hand and knve cynsed the sen! of the United States to be affixed.

mmmmammmmqmmhvudwwmwmwum
mmdhwmdmmsmuwwurw

[No. 2040)
The Michigan People's Assembly and Grand Jury finds that. the rea) purpose of Executive QOrder 2040 on March §, 1933

was to set ib conearets the Exoastive Order 2039 of March 6, 1933, which was obiained withowut Congress and the Scoate
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knowing the il isseex of the Procident and the Federal Ressrve Board. Ths insant was 10 place the Americmn pecple and their

vansactons in the sxme category as the "sommics.*
We oow look & Tite | of the Act of March 5, 1933, Section 2 to find the smended version of the Acz.

AN ACT
To provide rekef in the existing mariooal emergency in banking, and for other parposes.
Be 11 enacsed by the Sencoe amd Bouss of Represemarives ¢f the Uinized Stases of Americo in Congress avembied, Tt the
Cocgress bareby dectares that 8 serious enerpency exists and that it is imparatively nececsary spesdily to pot into efSoct remee
dies of uniform national applicetion.

TmEl
Section 1. The actions, regulations, rules, Ecenses, onders and procismations heretafore or beveafier aken, prosmigased,
us&.uudwthhmdeSmuummdﬁﬂmmm«mB prrmen 8o the

y conferred by subdivision (b) of section $ of the Act of October 6, 1917, a3 amended, sre hereby approved and

confirmed.

Soc. 2. Subdivision (b) of section $ of the Act of Ocober €, 1917 (40 Sur. L. 411}, as smended, is harsby amended w resd
as follows:

(b} Daring time of war or during any other pesiod of rational emergancy deciared by the President, the Prasident may,
through axry mhhmydﬂmww mmum-ﬁmmdw-

thmﬁdwﬁwmlnﬂmm“MhMmth
.. by any person within the United States or any place sudject to the jurisdiction thereof, . .
Toﬁmhmwwmmwmmmwmmm“dhmume

serve Board. we quote from Congressional Record of March 9, 1933, and Congressman Mr. McFadden mtes:

Mr. McFadden. “Mr. Speakes, 1 regret tha the membership of the House kas bad no opportusity to coasider or even read
this bl The firgt opporeusty | had 10 know what this legisistion is was when it was read from the Clerk's desk. It is an im-
portant banking bdi 11 is & distatorship over finanee in the United States.”

The Michigan People's Assernbly and Grand hury finds that the Acx of March 9, 1935, under Titie IV, provided for the isw-
anee of the pew emergency currency (See Exbitit 37) taken from Tide IV, which sred in perr:

“Upos: the deposit with the Trassurer of the United Sues, (a) of sy direct obligations of the United States or (b) of aoy
notes, drafts, bills of exchange. or bankers' scoeptances acquired undey the provisions of this Act any Feders] ressrve bank
aking such deposit in the manper prescribed by the Secretary of the Troasury shall be eutitied 1o receive froms the Comperal-
ler of the anrency circulsting notes in blank, duly registered and conmeryigned *

This syys (empbasis ours): *Upoo the deposit with the Tisasurer of the United States, (a) of sny drecy obligatioo of the
United States . . .* (a) is 2 direct obligasion of the United Statex; it is 2 treasury note, which is an obligation upon We, the Per-
Pple, to perform. It is & taxpaver obligation.

Title TV goes on 'or(b)ofam-notqmbﬂhofudlnpmmfm,ﬂ.' Whmpup'tolhbntmd
£ign 8 pote on your bome, thar’s A pote. A pote is 8 private obligation upon We, the People. 1f the Foders) Reserve Bank de-
poshs chher (8) pudlic and/et (b) privats sbigations of We, the Pocple, with the Tréasury, the Comperolier of the axrency
will ixspe this circulatng note endorsed in dlank, duly regisiered and coursersigned, an emesgency aurency based on the (a)
pubiic snd/or (b) private obligarions of the people of the Urited Stares.

In the Congressional Record of March 9, 1933 (Exhibit 38), we find evidence tha! our congresamen didn’y bave individua)
copics of the bill 10 reac, on which they were abowt vote. A copy of the bill was passed around for approximarely 40 minmes.

Congresumnin McFadden made the cotuenemt;
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“Wir. Spesker, 1 regre: that the membarship of the House hes had no oppormnicy to comsider or even resd this bk The firm
opporunity 1 had to know whe this kegistazion b, was when it was resd fiom the clerk’s dsk. | is &0 imporisnt banking bill.
b i 2 dicastorship over finance i the United States. It is compiess coxtrol over the baaking sysem in the United States .. . 1t
is difSenh under the ciraumetances to discuss this bill. The first section of the bill, as ] grasped i, is practically the war powers
that were given back i 1917

Congreszmen McFadden taner states:

T would ke 10 asi the chairman of the commirtee if this is & plan to change the bolding of the seaurity back of the Federal
Reserve noues to the Treasury of the United States rather than the Federal Reserve spent.”
Prior to 1933, the Fadera! Reaerve bank baid our gold as security, in retorn for Feders) Reserve gold aones which we coold
redeem at any time we wanted. Now, bowsver, Congressman McFadder is asking if this proposed bill is a plan to change
who's going 16 bold the secufity. from the Federa! Reserve to the Treasury.

msm.mmmwmﬁm&wm
*This provision is for the issance of Federal Roseyve bank notes; and not-for Federa? Reserve potes, and the secxxrity back of

#t is the obligmions, notes, dratty, bills of exchange, bank acteptances, cutfined in the section to which the gemieman bas
referred.

Taken from "Rocsevelr's Papers®, Volume 3, page 42

Although under existing tw there is suthority, by execartive ac, to take title to the goid iz the possession or control of the
Rescrve Banis, this is & sep of sach imporance tha 1 prefir tw ask the Congress by specific snactment to vest in the United
Seates Governmen title to all aupplies of American-owned monewry gold, with provision for the paymen therefor in goid
cerificates. These gold centficates will be, as now, secured a1 all times dollzr for dollar by gold in the Treasury « gold for
each dolhwr of such weight and fneness as may bo esablished from time to tme.

Such kgisiation places the righn, Ut aad ovnirship to o gold rtstrves in the Governmem naelf, it makes dear the Gov-
ernment's ownership of any sdded doliar value of the country’s stoack of gold which would resylt from any decrease of the gold
oontem of the deliar wiich pusy be t5ade in the public imerest. |t would also, of course, with equal justice, cast upoa the Gov-
ernmen: the loss of such dollar value if the public interest in the fature should require an increase in the amount of gold desig-
axed a5 & dollar,

The give to all gold being in the Governmen:, the total stock will serve as & permanens and fixed metallic reserve wiich will
change in amoum onlv $o fi as necessary for the sentiomen of international balances or as may be required by s fimoe agres-
tnen! agong the Nativos of the world for s redistribution of the world stock of monetary gold

Our goid was seized the peopie were penniless, and now our money wouid be secured, not by gold, but by nowss and obii-

gations on which the People were the colisters] security.

AN ACT
To proect the currency systan of the United Scates, 10 provide for the battar use of the mooetary gold stock of the Ugited
Surtes. and for other purposss.

Be i1 enocied &y the Sencie and Howse of Represematrwes of the Undted Sxases of America in Congress assembled, Tha
the shon tie of this Act shall be the “Goid Reserve Act of 1934,

Sec. 2. (a) Upoo the approval of this Act all riglx;, title, and interest, and every claim of the Federa] Reserve Board, of
svery Fodera! Reserve bank, and of every Foderal Reserve agent. in and to any and all gold coin and gold bullion shall pass to
and are herepv vested in the United States; and in payment therefor credits in equivalen amounts in dollars are bereby estab-
lished in the Treagury in the accounts suthorized under the soacenath paragraph of section 16 of the Federal Reserve A, &
beretofcre and by this Act amended (U.S.C., ticle 12, sex. 467). Balanoes in such scoouns shall be payable io goid omrtifiomes,
which ghall be i sueh form gnd v such denominations as the Secreary of the Treanry may determine. Al gold so trams-
ferved, pot in the possession of the Usited Suares, ghall be beld in custody for the United States and delivered upon the order of
the Secretary of the Treasury, and the Faderal Reserve Board, the Feders] Reserve banks, snd the Federa) Resorve sgents shall
mmmﬂhﬂﬁnﬂmumhmwmhnﬂpﬂﬂhwhﬂdm

Sec. 5 The Secrewry of the Treasury shall, by regulations ismsed hereunder, with the approva! of the Presidem, prescribe
the conditions under which gold may be acquired and beld, tanyponad, meired or trexred, imponed, exported, or earmarked:
(a) for ndusmial, professional, and ariseic use; (b) by te Federal Reterve banks for the purpose of sentling internarions! bal-
ances: and, (c) for snch other purposes as in his judgment are aot inconsisient with the purpotes of this Ac. Gold in sy form
may be ssquired. transporied, mehed or trested. imported. exporiad. or sarmarked o1 held in custody for foreign or domestic
account (excep: 0o behalf of the United Staes) only to the exem permitied by, and subjec to the conditions prescribed in, or
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purmLEm 10, Such regulstions. Sach reguistions ey exempt from the provisions of this sscion, id whole or in par, gold sho-
med in the Philippioe lslands or other places beyonad the limits of the continental United States.

Sec. 4, Anv gokd withheld, acquired, trassported, meited or trexted, imported, eporeed, or sarmarked or beid in cusody,
i violation of this Act or of any regulations issued hereunder, or fioenses issuad pursuans thermo, shall be forfeized to the
Unined Stares, and may be scized and condemned by like proceetiags as those provided by lew for the forficure, seinmre, mxd
condemnaazion of property imported into the Usited Stnes cootrary to lew; and ip sddition any person Ailing 10 comply with
the provisions of this Act or of any such regutations or licenses, shall be subject to & penalty equal 10 twice the value of the
ol in respect of which such faikure occurred.

(2) So much of the third seoence of the second paragraph as precades the proviso is smeaded 10 read as follows: “The
coliseral security thus offered thall be notes, drats, bills of exchangs, of Acceptances scguired ymder the provisions of section
13 dmmuhﬂ;dwmﬁu:mh&dqml—nm-ﬂwwﬂnm
sions of section 14 of this A, or bankers socepancss purchased under the provisions of szid sction 14, or gold centificates:™

Sec. 6. Mmumpﬁnﬁn_ﬂmwﬁdmyhhﬁhﬁhhmdhhuym
the approval of the President. no autrency of the United Stazes stall be redesmed in gold:

Sec. 13. Al actions. regulations, rules, orders, ead prochmations beretofore taken, protmulgaied, made or itsed by the
President of the Unked Staies or the Secrowy of the Treaswy, under the Act of Maxth 9, 1933, of ulder secsion 43 oF section
45 of tithe I of the Act of May 12, 1933, sre bancby spproved, ratibed and coafirmed.

Congress McFadden then questioned:
“Then the new circulation is to be Federal Reserve bank notes and not Federa! Reserve notes. Is that true™

M. Steagall replied:
"Lasofar as the provisions of this scction are conoerned, yes *

We, The Mickigan People’s Assembly gnd Grand hury ither find that the peoplo a7 treated as chaned. The protection of
our unaliensbie rights were nuspended along with adherence to cerain provisions of the Conmiinmion. We became chatiel
property, in the view of the corporate governmen, our tansactons snd obligztioss became the collaseral for the issuance of
Federal Reserve bank noies.

Congressyoan Patnas, rpesking from the Coogressional Record (Exhbit 40):

“The money Will be worth 100 cents on the doflar because i1 is backed by the credit of the Nation. h will represent a mon-
gage on al) the homes and other property of all the people in the Nasion *

The new monty or crediz became available only sfier the peaple became the chanel. This was needed 1o back our mone-
1y synem. Our debts, our obligations, our bomes, cur jobs = we then became chatte! property for the system.

The Federal Reserve was taken over by the Treasury. The Treasusy holds the assets. We are the collueral — ourseivas and
our properny ' :

To summarize briefly: On Mareh 9, 1933 the American peopie in all their domestic, daily, snd commercial ransactions be-
came the same as the eoemy. The President of the United Suncs. tiyough Iicenses or any otber form, was given the power to
regulare and corro] the actons of enewies. He made We, the People, chane! property; be seized our gold, our property and
ouwr righns; snd be suspended sric: adhereocs 1o the Enitations ixposed by the Constitution. And we know thit curment lew,
to this dav, savy

Sex 95b Rasification of acts of President and Secretary of the Treasuty under 953

The sctions, regularions, rules, licenses, ordens and procismazions beretofore o hereafter taken, promulgated, made, or ismed
by the President of the United Suttes or the Secvetary of the Treasury since March 4, 1933, purmuant 15 the muthority oonferred

bv subsection (b) of section § of the A2 of October 6, 1917, as amended {12 USCS ss: 952), are bereby approved snd
confirmed
(Mas 9, 1635.c. 1, Tike 1, 55 1, 48 Stat. 1)

FINDING OF FACT

7) That on May 12, 1933, Congress passed what is known as the *Agrieuhun] Adjustment Act,” g3 shown in part below.
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ANACT
Tomﬁemqnmulmmb,m-hmm” to rise revarme for ax-
d by reason of such emergency, to p relief with respect to agriculzursl indebted-

mmmhmmmdwmmuhum
Be it enacsed by the Senate and House of Represematives of she Usised Ssaes of America in Congress assembled,

TITLE ] - AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT
Declaration of Esergancy

Thit the preacnt acarte ecOBOMIC CETPency being i pist the conseguence of & sevors and Dcresing disparty between the
prices of agricuinral sad other cocunodities, which dispayity has lagely desoyed the purchasing power of furmers for indus-
orial products, bas broken down the orderly exchangs of commnodities, and kas seriously impaired the agriculnaral azsets sup-
porting the muional cradit sruenure, it is hereby decisred that thess conditions i the basic indusyy of agricubyre beve affectec
Tanactons it agriculnryl commodities with 8 netional pubic imerest, heve burdened and cbaructad the pormal aurents of
comperee in such commodities, a render irmeryrive the imwnediyte enactment of title I of this Axz. ...

Prior 10 the enactmere of this legisiation we leared from Roosevelt's papers (see Exhihit 45).

“This confereace of fifty farm loaders met on March 36, 1933. They agroad on recommendations for & bill, which were pre-
seated 10 me at the White House on Mareh 1 1th by s commitiee of the conference, who requestod me 1o call upon. the Coo-
mess for the same broad powers to met the emergency in agriculnrre as I had requestod for solving the bank crisis.”

" We, The Michigan People's Astembly and Geand Jury find thx Prasidem Roosovelt referring 10 “sae broad powers to
meet the cmEpeney in agricuinge” wers in fact the War Powsrs — the same suthority bs had used in snempting 1o solve the
Wemmummmnmo{ummuhmwwmmﬂmu
acres of farm kand and ali of the agricuttural asseus 1o support the national cradin 3 ber the Gold bad atready
beeo seized, therefore morigaped land and agriculnure sssets were peeded to supporn the emergency credit. The pew money
had 10 have something 1o suppor it, therefore we find that agriculture and agricubiumi) sssets were scized and nationalieed.
“‘ea&ﬁdﬁnmhﬁd&gqvﬁhﬁp&ﬂmnﬁdhh“”ﬂnwwm-
mern Ast of May 12, 1953, See Exhibin 45.

“To issue liomnses permitting precessoss, sssocistions of producers and others 1o engage in the handiing. in the ourrem of in-
1ernate o foreign commerce, of any agriculnural commodity or procuct thereo!™

This is the seizure of the agricuinarn! indasry by cwans of bosnsing authority.

‘Wt The Michigan Peopie's Assembly sd Grand Jury furtber fiod, thar pursuam to ULS. v. Besler (Supreme Count), 1935
{Exbibiz $9) the Supreme Count was correat in swriking down the Agriculural Adjusunent Act.

A wx, n the general undernanding and in the stict Constinstiona] sense, is &n exaction for the support of government: the
1e1m goes pot connone the expropriztion of toney Fom one group to be expended for anotivr, &3 8 KEOLIEXTY means in & plan
of regulation, such us the plas for megulating agricutnrsl production set up i the Agriana! Adjumment Act”
ThCmunmgMummd«hnmm&rﬂnwdmmhanm
group for the use of anothes. :

Queting hirther trom Uimised Skares v. Butler (Exhith 60):

“The tegulxtion of farmer’s activities under the seanne, though in form subjen: to his own will, is in fact coercios through:
€eoncinic predaurs; his right of choice is Tusory. Even if a farmer's consenr were purely volareary. the Act would sand o
bener Al besii isa scheme for purthasing with federal funds submission to federal regulation of 2 subject reserved 1o the
[
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Speaking of contracts, those contyaces are comrvion comyacts. They are adhesion comtraces made by 8 apevior over ap
inferior. They are under the befliperem capachty of govermosss over ensmnies. They sre not valid coneracts.

Agxin from Uiwized Sames v. Butler (Exhibk 61);

“If the povel view of the General Welfare Clese now advanced in suppest of the tax were acoaptad, this clanse would sot
only enable  Congress to supplast the sates in the regulation of agricuinre snd af) other industries as well, but would formish
the moxns whereby all of the other provisions of the Constinxion, sedulously framed w0 define and limit the powers of the
United States and preserve the powers of the suas, could be brokas down, the indepesdance of the individal scmes oblizer-
mmmwmwm-mmmwﬂnwmum
supersading all local control over local conoers *

Pleass, read the above pamgraph again. The understanding of its tearing s vital
Act and they turned 1t dowo fizs. The Supreme Coun dectared it 10 be unconstinxions!. They said., in effect, “You'ne trning
We. The Michigan People's Assembly and Grand Jury fizrther find in the first lundred days of the reign of Frankiin Deleno
Rooseveh, strdlar seinures by licensing suthority were sucosssiully conspleted and womde: by the govermmens over othar indas-
uYy. i. €. yansponzticn communcanons, pubbic wrilities, sscurities, kabor, and all nanural resourtes.

FINDING OF FACT
§) The Michigan People’s Assembly and Cirand Jury fmds the: Coogress paseed whet was known o the Industria) Recovery
Acy, which mstes in pant’
TITLE ] - INDUSTRIAL RECOVERY

Declarmion of Policy:
Secton 1. A rational emerpency productive of widespread unextployment and disorganization of isduatry, which burdens in-
and foreign affects the pubbc welfire, and undermines the andards of living of the Americen people, is

bereby doclared 10 @05 11 is hereby declared 10 be the policy of Congress to remove obstructons 10 the free Sow of inter-
mm(mammmmdwdmhmmwmwwﬁrhmﬂ-dh:wm
the orpanination of indusTry for the purpose of cooperstive action among irade groups, 1o induce and maimtain wited action of
labor and management under adequate governmental sancrions and sparvision, 10 efiminate unfair competitive practices, to
promoie tht Rulien poesible niization of ihe presce productive Gipacity of industries, 1o avoid undur restriction of produc-
tion (except as may be temporarily required), 1o inevease the consumption of industrial and agriculrural praducts by incressing
purchasing power. 1o reduce and relieve unemployment, to ingwove siandards of aber, and otherwise to rehabilicats indusery
and 10 conserve RITUrEl rESOUrCES

ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCIES
Sec. 2.(2) To effectume the policy of this tthe, the Presidem is bereby suthorized to exablish such agencies. t0 acoupt. and tas-
ize such voluntary and uncompensiied services, 1o appoint, without regard 1o the previsios of the civil servics lews, sxd of5-
cers and emplovees. and 10 utihize such Federal officers and emplovees, snd with the comen of the Stte, such State and jocal
officers and emplovees. as he may fnd pecessary, 1o prescribe their muthocities, duties, respoasibiities, and 1eaure, and withou:
regard to the Classification Ac: of 1923, a1 amended, 10 fix the compensation of sny officery snd smpioyens 30 xppoited.
{®) The Presiden: may delegane any of his funcrions and powers under this ttle to such officers, agemms, and employess 23 be

Mdmwmdmm&huwmum“wdnmmhﬁm»
der this tmle

734 CONGRESS. SESS. 1. CH 90. JUNE 16, 1933
(c) Th:uﬂednﬂmwhmdunﬁqmmmﬁnmwmnﬂ:wdm

vears afier the date of eactmen! of this AL, of sooner if the Presidem shall by prociamation or the Congress shail by joim:
reschuion declare that the emengency recognizad by section | has ended.
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CODES OF FAIR COMPETITION

Sec. 3.(s) Upon the spplication 1o the Precidecs: by cos or mors trade or industrial ssociations or groups, the Presiden: may
approve 3 code or codes of fir comperition for the trade or industry or subdivision thereol, repressted by the applicant or ap-
plicans, & the Prasidens Snds (1) that such sseociesions or groups imposs 20 inequitable restrictions on admission to meinbe-
ship therein and are tnuly represermive of such trades or industries or subdivisions thereof, and (2) th Such code or codes
are not desighed to promote mosopokies or to eliminse of opprecs amell enterprises and Wil aot eperts 1o discrisninate
against tham, and will ceod to effocuate the policy of this tide: Frowided, Thm such cods or codes shall nox permit ®000po-
bies or monopolisic practices: Providad farker, That where such code or codes alfect the services and wellirs of parsons ab-
gagsd in other Reps of the economic procmss, acthing ip this secticn shall deprive such persous of the right to be beard prior to
approval by the Presidant of such cods or codes. The President maury, a8 3 condition: of his approval of sey such code, impose
such conditions (including requirements for the making of reports and the keeping of accounts) for the protection of conmam-
€T3, Competitors, employees, snd others, and in furtherance of the public isterest, and may provide mch exoeptions 1o sod ex-
euptions from the provisioas of such code, 85 the President in bis discretion deems nacessary 1 effectuate the policy berein
deciared. .

(b) After the Presidem shall heve spproved any such code, the provisions of such code shall be the standards of fhir compenti-
tion for such trade or industry or subdivision theneaf. Any wiolation of such standards in any ransction in or affecting inter-
mare or foreign commeres shall be deemed an unfhir method of compethtion in commerce within the meaning of the Federal
Trade Commission Act, nmnhlhnnhqmthsdﬂodnﬂhmudmwdnmdthfdalﬂnh
Commission under such Ac:. a5 amended

(¢) The sevenal disriay couns of the United States are hereby invested with jurisdicrion to prevent and restrain violstioos of
any code of fair comperition approved under this title: and it shall be the duty of the ssveral district attoroeys of the United
Smuﬁwwmw\hmﬁhwwﬂwmﬂWuwwm
&nd restrait such violasoas.

()] ummmmorimkm»mmummumum&mumw
tbe policy herein declared are prevalet: in any tiade or industry or subdivision therea, and if no code of fair competition there-
for has thererofore been spproved by the President, the President, after such public potice and bearing as bhe shal! specify, may
prescribe and approve 3 code of fair competition for such trade or industry or subdivision thereod, which shall have the same
effect as 8 code of mqu:&mmmmdmm

(¢) On his own movion, or if any labor organizazion, or any tade or indusrial organization, amocdiarion, or group, which bas
complisd with the provisions of this tite, shall maice complaint to the Presidem the any article or articles are being imporeed
imo the United States in subsantial quantities or incraasing rato to domestic produstion of sy competitive anticls or articles
and on such terms or under such conditions s 1o render ineffactive or seiously to endanger the amintanasee of sy Cods OF
sgreemen under this title, the Pretident niy cume &b immediate hrvastigatioh to be maade by the United Stites Tariff Commis-
sion., which stall give precedencs 10 investigations undes this subsection, sod I, after such ipvestigasion and such public potics
and bearing as be shall specify, the Presiden shall find the sxistence of such facys, be shall, i order 1o effactuste the policy of
this tite, direct tha the arricle or articles concerned shall be permitied emry into the Usized States ogly upon such terms and
conditions and subject 1o the pavinem of mch fees and to such Bmitations i the total quantity which mav be imported (@ the
course of sny specified peviod or periods) as be shall find it pecessary 10 prescribe in order that the exxry thereof shall a0t ren-
de= or tend to render ineffective sV code Or seveement made under this title, 1o order to enforee anv Eminations imposed oo
the total quantity of imports, in any specified period or periods, of any amiicle or articles under this sibsectior, the Presidest
may forbid the importasion of such amticie or articles uniess the importer shall have firm obeained from the Secretary of the
Treagury 3 license pursuant 1o such regulations &5 the President may prescribe. Upoa information of eoy actioe by the Presi-
dent under this subsection the Secretary of the Treamury shall, through the proper officers, permis enevy of the arricle or smicles -
specified only upon such tenms and conditions and subject to such fees, to such imitations in the quantity which may be im-
poried. and to much requirements of license, as the Presider thall have direcred. The decision of the President as to faces shall
be conclusive. Any condition or limirarion of ertry under this subsection shall continge in efoct umi) the Presidern sind find
aad inform the Secreeary of the Treasury that the conditions which led 10 the impositign of such condition or kmitation upon
oy o looger exists -

(3] wu-w*dhmhhmwwdwwwlhmm&ﬂkm viclation of any pro-
vision thereof it 48y transaction is of affecting ioteystate of foraign coneneroe shall be a isdeindinor &bd PGS COBVICTIOL
Wummuehummmsmuamwuuymmmmuuuu
3 separaze offense.
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AGREEMENTS AND LICENSES

Sec. 4. (a) mhwumwummmmumwm“mw
among, persons engaged in a trade of industyy, lsbor organizarions, and trade or induserial organixations, associations, or
Poups, relating to any trade or industry, if in his judgmen such agresments will aid in effecruatiog the policy of this title with
respect 1 Tansactions ip or affecting interstate or foreign cotmmarce, sod will be cotsistent with the requiremens of clanse (2)
of subsection (s) of section 3 for 8 code of fhir compexition.

(b) Whenever the Presidem shall find that detructive wage or prics cutting Or other activigies contrary to the policy of this t-
tie are being practioed in any trede or indumry or any subdivision thereof, and, after such pubiic notice and boaring s be shall
specify, shall find it essenmial to Bcense businets smerptises i order wo make effective a code of fair competition o &n agyee-
mem under this title of otherwise to sffsctume the policy of this titke, and shall publicly 50 smounce, 80 person shall. after s
date foced in Sch anncuncenent, sagagt in of ceTy 08 K0y business, i or affecting interstate or fortign commerce, spacified
in such sanouncement, unless be shall have firet cbcsined » bomise issued pursuant to such regulations as the Presidens shall
prescrive. The President miy suspend or revoke any such boense, aficr due notice and oppormumity for hearing for viclesions
of the terms: of condivions therea!. Any order of the Preridem suspending or revoking ay such Boense shall be final If i ac-
cordance with law. Aoy person who, without such a cense or in violation of any condicion thereod, exrics on sy such busi-
ness for which & Beense is 50 required, shall, upor conviction thereof, be fined not grore than $500, or imprisoned pot more
than six monbs, o both, asd each day much violation comtinues shall be doernad s separate offense. Norwithranding the pro-
visions of secvion 2{c), this nubsecrion thall cesse to be in effecs a1 the expiration of one yous after the dute of ensctnem of this
Aq or soouer if the President shall by prociemmion or the Coogress shall by join resohaion deciare thai the emergsocy recog-
nized by section 1 has ended.

Sec. 5. While this title is in effeat (or in the case of a iosnse. while section 4 (s} is in effect) and for sbay days thereafter, oy
eode. agreement, or beense approved, preseribed, or issusd spd in effect under this tile, and any action complying with the
provisions thereof taken during such period. shall be examp: from the provisions of the atitrun laws of the United Sumes.
Nothing in this AL and no regulation thereunder, shall preven: an ind: me’n ing the son of manual labor and
ldhgmmﬁmthwodumthuwfmﬂmyﬁqm@ﬂuwm mmmm
or wading the produce of his farm.
mmmmswmwmammmuuuumw-mwdmuk
is almost impossible 10 describe. other than it is proper 10 quote Sennte Repon 93-549, as of Nevember 19, 1973, which
saes
A majority of the people of the Uinited States have fived all of their fves under emergency nile. For 40 years, fieadoms and

governmental procedures frusrantead by the Constinurion have, in varying degrees, been sbridged by laws brought imo force by
raes of nazional emergency

and furthet from Frankiin D. Roosevelt. On Owr Fgy. New York, The Jobn Dey Company, 1934, pp. 35-36

. the full mesning of that word “emergency”™ related 1o far more than banks: it sovered the whols ecooomic 800 therefors the
whnlesona}mmeohhtm 1t was an einergency that went 10 the 100t of our agriculture, Our commerce, and ou
indusry” t was an emerpency that had existed for s whole genevation in its mmuhmmwm
i 113 visibie effocts 1 could be cured only by a complets reorganization and » messured | of the h
could not be cured in 2 week, in 3 momh. or 3 yewr. h called for a long sevies of new laws, new administrative sgencies. h rev
quired separaie Deaswres alfecting differem subjects; but all of them componen: parts of a fairly definite broad plan. Most of
all & called for readiness and understanding on the past of the people. We could never go back to the old order.

FINDING OF FACT

9) The Michigan Peopie's Assembly and Grand Jury finds that o6 Junc 5. 1933 the Senate and the House of Representatives

passed House Joint Resohuion 192, also known as Abrogation of the Gold Clause, as shows by Exhibit 4. 1t smes io part:

Respived by the Senate and House of Represcructives of the Unined Siates of Ameriaa in Congress assembind, That (3)
every provision comained i or misde with respect 10 any obligation which purpesns 1o give the obiiges 8 rigin to require pay-
mesn: ir: 2ok of & particulas kind of coin 07 currency, of in an amount i modsy of the United States metsured thereby, it
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declared to be against peblic pobicy; and 50 such provision shell be containad i or made with respect £o anry obligation heveat-
ter inazved. Every obligation, beretofiors or baresher incoered, whether or 80t sy such provision is cortaised therein o
made with respect therero, shall be dischagsd upon peymens, dollar for doliar, i sxy coin or currency which at the time of
muuwmmumm Ay such provision contzined in any lsw axhorizing obiigations to be b-

sued by or oader authority of the United Stares, is hareby repasied, but the repeal of sy suck provision shall noc imalidese any
other provision or suthority contaid i sach bew,

(%) As wed ig this Tesolstion, the ter *oblignion” men: an obigxtion (inchuding svery cbiigaion of and to the Uniesd
States, excepting currency) payabie in mossy of the Usitad Suntes; and the tenm *coln or carmescy” mesns coin of GaTency of
mmmmmm-«-mmmmmmu“m
ansocetions.

Sec. 2. The lnmt semtence of paragraph (1) of subsectioc (b) of wection 43 of the Act encitied *An Act 1o relleve the exixing
Mm«mumme.wmwﬁymwb

hﬂdwcfﬂ-udhﬂhﬂ:.dheﬁum approved My 12, 1933, is amended to resd 83 follows:

'Mwumnhduuum(mrmwmummmm
muwmm)mumwummummhﬂmwm
private, public choges, taxes, duties, and dos, except ther gold coits, when below the gandard weighs and Fmit of tolersnce
provided by law for the single piece, shall be Jagal tmder oaly &2 vehmion in proportion to their actual weigh:.”

Approved, June 5, 1933, 4: 40 p.ou.

‘We see from the wording that say "obiges” which pursusat to Blsek's Law Dicrionsry 4th ed, pg 1226 mesns "The per-
m-MMMm&msmmehnmmwnbammb

something * *The party 10 whom » bond is given.*

‘We see that the peopie who were bolder of the nots, bond, warsbouss recsipt, obligatica, or Federal Rescrve nots (s ware
bouss receip: for gold), were the obiigee, and o longer had & Tighi to Teiuire (Semand) peymem i gold.
1t goes on to g2y

That (a) svery provisiot tohiained in or mide with respect 16 soy cbbaation wiich parports 10 give the obliges & Tigix to re-
guire psvmnem in goié or 3 particular kind of coin or azTency, o7 in an amoEn in money of the United States meanured
thereby. is teclared to be agmn public poliey:

T goes on to say thas every obligazion bereiofore or bere-after incurred, shall be discharzed upoo dollar for doliar - mean-
ing that debts or obiigations can oo longer be pid, they can oaly be discharged.

We, Toe Michigan People’s Assembly and Grand )iy further find ths this is coafirmed by Stanek v. White, 772 Mizn. 390,
215 KR 784, which saes; ) ' ‘

There is a distinction between a "dein dachiarped® and 3 “debs paid.® When discharged the debr sil) exists though divested
of its character as 8 begal obligation during the operazion of the discharge. Something of the oviginal vitality of the debt aoo-
tnuts to ex which may be tramsferred, even though the sransferes wkes it subyect 1o s disability incidens 1o the diacharge.
The fazx that it carvies something which may be a considerstion for 8 pew promise 1o pey, 50 86 to Giake an otherwise worth-
less procnise & kegal oblipation, makes #f the suibiect of Tansfer by ascgoment. Skarwk v. White, 172 Minn. 390. 2ISN.W. 784,

and further, the Michigan People’s Asercbly end Grand Jury finds:

The new money or currency izplemected by Congress oo March 9, 1933, under Tisk TV “Upon the deposis with the Trear-
ury of the Uninad Sexves (3) of atry direcs ohiigrioe of the Unizad Stames or ., ,* which is & direct obligation upon the ADEricsn
peopie. exn now be used 1o “discharge® the cbligrion which the Fodera! Reserve Banks had with the American people, who
were holdery of the notes, bonds, obligations.

We further find that the people were never paid for their gold, rather they were merely tendered their own obligation

FINDING OF FACT
10) The Michigan People's Assembly and Grand Jury finds tha an June 19, 1934 Congress passed an Act merging Law and
Equity, known as the Federal Rules of Civ Pracedures Act, rabds a3 Sollows:
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AN ACT

To give the Suprams Court of the United States asthority to make and publish rules in acdons a2 bhw.

Be it exscad by the Senzs and House of Representatives of the Unived Scares of Amarics in Congress assaubled, That the
Supreme Coust of the United States shall bave the power 10 prescribe, by genar! rales, for the disrics couns of the United
Seates and for the courts of the District of Columbia, the foems of prooees, writs, pleadings, sad motions, a0d the practics and
procedure i civil actions &z Lsw. - Said nules thall ocither abvidge, enlarge, not odly the substancive rights of any lisigact
They shall taks effact six moaths afver their promulgation, and therafier ol lews in conflict therewich shall be of po fisrther
foree or effeca.

Sec. 2. The cowrt muy at oy time unite the genera rules prescribed by it for cases in agquiry with those in actions & law 0
83 10 setxme b Jormi of Givil action &0 protedure for both: Providad,, bowsver, That io such uniop of nes the righs of wia)
by jury as ;1 common law and declared by the severnth armendment 1o the Constitution shall be preserved to the paries
inviolate, Such united nules shall not taice effecs unsil they shall kave been reported to Congress by the Atroraey General at the
beginning of a regulsr sexsion thereof aad uztll eter the closs of much sessioos.

Approved, Fume 19, 1934. :

The Michigan Peopie's Assembly and Grand Jury further finds that the ‘Act did not come ino effact unil December 20,

1937, s shown by the following “Letter of Subgical *

LETTER OF SUBMITTAL
Supreme Court of the United Sazss.
Washington, D.C., December 20, 1937,

My Dear Mr. Anoroey Genenal,

By direction of the Supreme Coun, 1 transmit to you herewith the Rudes of Civi} Procedure for the District Courts of the
United Stazes which have been adopted by the Supreme Cout pursastt to the Act of huve 19, 1934, chapter 651 (48 St
1064).

1n accordance with Section 2 of that Acy, the Court bas uaited the genery) rules prescribed by it for cases in aquity with
those in actions &1 law 30 as to secure one form of cvil action and procedure for both. The Court requiests you, as provided in
that sectior, to report these rules o the Congress a: the beginning of the regular session in januzry aext.

1 sm requesicd 10 state that Mr. Justice Brandeis dows 0ot approve of the adoption of the rujes.

I have the bonor to remain,

(signad) Charles E. Hughes,
Chie! Justice of the United States.
Honorabie Homer Cummings,
Anomey Genera) of the Urited Staves,
Washingion, D.C. .
The Michigan Peopic's Assembly and Graod Jury fimther finds that pursuam to Supreme Coun case, Erie RR. v. Thomp-

kin, 1938, which mated that there was no geners] Federal Coptmnon Law st the Federal leve!.
The Michigan People’s Assembly and wmmmmdhmuwmmnmum-
el and Swe levels

: FINDING CF FACT .

11) The Michigan People's Assembly and Grand Jury finds that on June 6, 1954, Congress of the United Stes enacted Public
Law No, 295, HR 7383,

Compac For Prevemion of Crirne

With anc Among the Severa! Semes

Part !
COMPACT FOR PREVERTION OF CRIME-AUTHORIZATION

2+-60-101 Compacts recogized and deciared 1o exist The congress of the United States, under mnd pursuan to the provi-
signs of section 10 of article 1 of the catstitnibion of the Utited States, having granted its consem by tha cenain act (Public
Law No. 293, HLR. 7353). spproved June 6, 1934, to 0y two OF more BIEtes 10 ERter (10 agreements o7 cOmpscts for avop-
exive effon and mumial assistance i the prevestion of crime #0d in the exforoenent of thelr raspective criminal laws and
oolicies, and for the establishmern of such agencies, joim or atherwise, as they may desn desirsble for making effective any
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ﬁmwmhmmumﬁmwammémumd
Mickigan and azy ocher sates of the Unitad Stmes, and particalarly borwoea or among the st of Michigan and those saes
adjoining the axe of Michigan, are recognisd aad declad to exin.

nd forthar, the Michigan People's Assambly snd Grand Jury finds:

That this compact allowed the Federsl governmeni to come into the states aod anftwos Fadera) sanaes, 8 few of which
are:

§. Amendmens to the Federal kiduapping sumtute to provide for the death pecslty in the event of infury to the vietim, and
cremsing & presurprion tii, i the victizs way st retaraed withic seven days, the victin had bewn taken from oo State to
soocher.

2. An Aa punishing the transtizsion of sxtortion teusts ta sxy form of ntersiate communicmion. Prior to this, only the
mailing of extorton notes was punistable.

3. A sanne makirg it 8 Federal offease for s parsoe to fiee rom oes State to enother t woid proscuicn for certain m-
Jor felories or to svoid testifyiag i felony cases. ﬁummdumwwnmunﬁhwm
stae rendition proosedings have been renurned 1o Suses under Federa! warrants for prosecstion.

4. A sanns punishicg the Tasportmion snd recsine of stolan goods in interstate commeree where the value is $5,000 or
more. This satute has bosn msnanemal i braxding up some of the lerger gangs which had been engaged i shipping stolen
merchandise Som one Sue 10 snother.

£. An Act punishing robbery of aations] banks with death pecaky where sty parson is kiled during the robbery. The -
vte is appbicable oot oaly 1o oationsl benks, but to members of the Fedaral Rescrve Sysem and to 2 baniss whose fimds are
insured by the Federal Deposit Innurgnce Corporstion. h has doos mach 0 reduce the epidenic of bedic robbery.

6. A matute requiring registration of &} machine-gns sod sxwed-off shotgms sod ries.

7. An Ac: making i a Fodera) offeuse to sssauh or kill Feders) officers.

$. An Ac anhorizing sgeres of the Departmess of Justice to auTy firearms.

$. An Azl 10 protec: cerain Types of trade and commerce against mimidation and racketeering.

10. Various spnnes for improving the ourworn and srehiic Fadersl criminsl procedure to taks the prosoazion of croos in
cow more effective.

We, the Michigan Peopie's Assembly snd Grand Jury further find that under éa) Sunue requiring regulations of sl
roackine-guons and sawed-cff shoegums snd rifies, was the agenda for Ruby Ridgs - which claimed Wesver hat soid » shorgun
which was 1/4 inch 100 thet. Which action gave couse for Federa! ageets to come into Jdaho and kill Wesver's wife and their
fourtoen yeas old sos..

and further

The Michigan Peopit's Atsembly snd Grand Jury finds tha the stme fudera] stantes 6(3) were the grounds used by the
Fedenal governmens in ibe Waco case, which remstted in the desth of some 80 men, women and chikiren. AD of these actons
were taken under the War and Emargency Power Act of Mared 9, 1935,

and further.

The Michigan Peopic's Assembly sud Grand Jury finds that this Usited Stazes Compacrt with the several siates of the Union,
in effect roade the mates nothing ore than Federal regios of the Usitad States, or 8 ‘corporation of the Usied Sextes with
special exemptions (tsx free sarus).
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FINDING OF FACY
12) Tire Michigan Peopie’s Axscmbly end Grand fury finds that on the 17th day of Decwmber 1932, Wilber M. Bmeker, Gov-
ernor of Michigen (outgoing) isaued s Preciscmsion caling for 45 Ecraoedisnry seeioo of the Genera) Asssmbly.

PROCLAMATION OF THE QOVERNOR
TO ALL WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

GREETING:

Byﬁmdummdhnnmdmmmlmdhwhu:dmanm
meet in exzrpordinary session on December 27th, 1932, a1 one o'dock in the sftarnoon, for the sohsidention of sich mamers
24 may be gubmitted by special message s

Given under oy hand snd the Great Sea! of the Stare a2 the Capho! in Lazsing, this sevenzescth dsy of Decumber, in the
your of our Lord, oae thousand nine Bundred aad thirty-1wo, and of the Commomwestih the inety-ssventh.

{SEAL)
(sigoed) Wikea M Boocker
Govergor

The State of Michigan
Deparunent of State
TO ALL TO WHOM THESE PRESENTS SHALL COME:

1, Frank D. Firzgerald, Secretry of State of the State of Michigan and Custodisn of the Great Seal thereaf, DO
m&'mm‘mnmmmhnmmwmdmmnanormsm-
NOR issred the scvemecath day of Descmber, 1932, convening the legiskature in extraordinasy smsice December 27, 1932,
a1 one o'clock in the efternoon, the erigina! of which is on fBe in this affice.

1n Testimony Whereo!, 1 have berauma se: my hand and afftxed the Grast Seal of the State g2 the Capitol in the ciry
of Lagsing. this sevemeoesth day of Decembez, 1932
. (signed)
' Secrewary of Sumse

and furthe:. The Michigan Poople's Assembly and Grand Jury £ods that only ons oct was pessed dusing this excraordinary ses-
sion of the legisiature
PUBLIC ACT {No.1) Second Extra Session of 1932 .

AN ACT to authorize certain municipalitics to borrow mowey in snticiphtion of the collection of taxes. and to issue bonds
therefore, which authoriration shall be in addition to that pow given by biw; 10 provids for the peymen of such
boods, and the levy of & tax therefor; 1o provide for the disposition of the proceeds received from such boods; to
unhorize the acceprance of Rach boods, and the coupoes thereon, i pryment of txves aad/or special smessenes of
the iSRUIng TUTICIPANTY: 10 prescribe the powers and duties of certain efficers and official bodies in connection there-
ik, and to prescride pennivies for the viokmion thereof.

and funber nds tha: many other acts of usurpation wers put in plede in Prévices ssasions, &5 & back a3 1095,
and funher

Tie Michigan People's Assemmbly aac Grand Jury finds tha 0n the 14th day of Februmry, 1933, Willism A. Commock. Gov-

emor of Michigan issued the following.
PROCLAMATION

Wheteas, ip view: of the acute fmancial emergeacy now existing in the ciry of Detyoit and throughout the suaze of Michigen,
1 deem it necessary to the public imeres abd for the preseivaiiot of i public pasce, baalth snd welfare snd for the squal safe-
puarding without preference of the rights of depositors @ the banks snd trust companies of this £aie and &t the request of the
uonal and sate, with fepresentatives of the United States Treasury Deparznent, the Banking Deparunent of the Sute of
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Michigan, the Fageral Reserve Bar, the Reconstruction Finance Corporation, and with the United Sutes Secrerary of Cam-
merce, | bereby prociaim the days from Tussday, Februsry 14th, 1933 to Tuesday, Februgry 218, 1933, both axtes inciasive,
1o be public holidzys during which time afl baaks, trus companies and other firancial msdastions conducting a banking or rus:
business within the state of Michigan shall not be opened foe the transaction of banking or tust business, the same to be recog-
nixed, classed and treated and have the same effecs in respect to sach banks, tust companies and other fizancia! instiations a3
mmwwwmammwmnnhaahmmmawuu
sarumens in writing or inverfere with judicial
Daed this J4th day of February, 1953, 1:32 AM.

(signed) WilismA Comyock
Governor of the Surte of Mickigan.
By the Governor:
Secremry of Suxte
and furher thu

Gowvernor Comstock istued prociamations oo the 215 of February, 1933, dectaring a banking and credit emergency and oo
the Stb of Marck, 1933 calling for cooperation with the federal governmest in its implememation of the War and Emergency
Powers

The Michigan Pecpie's Assembiy and Grand Jury finds thar the Mickigan Legislature did cooperxis by froplementing mmer-
ous Public Acts including, but Dot limited 10, the following:

PUBLIC ACT [No.51) of 1935, AN ACT repealing the act to provide for grand jurbes in acriain coumies.
. PUBLIC ACT [No. 32] of 1933, 10 provide for the taking over of the ounagement and/ar reorganizazion or bquidarion of
basks eod wust companies, mvolking the police power of the staiz and daclaring that all scions taken would be con-
medwbewldymdaka«onﬁnofdngw.

PUBLIC ACT [No. 47) of 1933, muthorizing the governor o deciare banking holidavs.

PUBLIC ACT (No. 53] of 1933, to authorize the icipalities and other political subdivisisas of the state of Michigan o
proceec undes the provisions of the acts of the congress of the United Stnies of America to secure & readiusemess of
therr respective debts.

PUBLIC ACT (No 20) of 1933, mmmmdwdqm or the board of counry suditors in those
wmnmﬁw%mﬁm&mm ived by county trea mmhuhg
m&mmmm

PUBLIC ACT [No. 133] of 1933, 1o mxhorize tbe accwptance of bonds and coupons sad other obligations of munictpaiizies
anc speciy! gssesement districts in prymem of cenain taxes and tpecial assesEments ubder ctrain coaditions, &ad 1o
prwscribe the effect theroof. and to prescribe the powers and duties of cerain odficials 50d bodies witk recpect thereto.

PUBLIC ACT [ No. 167) of 1933, 10 provids for the raising of additional public revenue by prescribing certin specific txes.
hmwwkwwﬂummmmdmnmhmmwmm
10 the exforcement thereof, for the & ofh to engage in such 1o pn for the
mem, asgegsmen and collestion theTeol 10 spproptiate the proceeds thereof 10 establish & state board of tax admin-
mwﬂemwhmwmwmoﬂhﬂxmwmmhm
- of the provisions of thiy a1, -

PUBLIC ACT [Ne. 208) of 1933, Seclaring thut & public emergeocy exists in regard'to the owners and hoiders of tust mon-
gages and boads; to croste the nate bond-bolders committee £0d 10 provide for the powers and duties therent 10 re-
quire Aaze banks gnd trus companies to turn over feal estate trun mortgage bonds to this comminee: 10 devermine
the amoun: of such bonds 10 be charged eff by the sate banks and tus companies each year, to provide for the pay-
mem of qalarics 20d expercs of ombens, officers and assinares; 10 provide for the operation and manageconss of
mmwmmmmmbmmmmdmmwm
penalties for violation of this sct and o repeal all ac; and pans of scts incoasistient herowith
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PUBLIC ACT [No. 265) o 1933, 10 provide Ecamses for the sstabliching, cpming, mintaising or Operatieg of bramch or
chaip moves, prascriting the ficense fees 1o be prid therefor apd the disposition of the moneys derived therefrom; de-
fining the powers and dizties of the secrewary of staze i comaction therewih, aad 1o provide penalities for the viala-
500 of the provisions of this act

PUBLIC ACT [Ko. 27) of the sriry seuricn, 1934, 10 sethorire the copveyance 1o the fidanl governmens of bads belonging

10 the stne of Michigan, its deparunests, instinrtions, boards asd comwnissions, for the e a3 subsiwence bomessead
projects and for alied projeces under the Nationsl Induwria! Recovery Aot

PUBLIC ACT [No. 25) of the extra session, 1934, 10 deciare a0 amargescy affacting the £3h and fisharles of the stare, 1o
mh&mwmmmdwmuhmbwdw
ment for the residents of this xate.

PUBLIC ACT [No.2) of 1935, % suthorize lost, advances of oredit a0 purchases ie acoundance with the provisions of &n
act of Congres. eqpritied “Natioral Housing Act,” approved by the President on June twangy-ssvan. insesn hundred
thirry-fous, and &y AU &odatory thereol of iupplemantal thivwto; abd piwscTing the «ffec: of this act.

PUBLIC ACT [No. 53) of 1935, o crams the state ber of Michigaz; aod 10 azthoriss the sauprems cour to provide for the
orgasiznion, regaideios aad ruls of governmun thareof

PUBLIC ACT [No. 59) of 1935, w0 provide for the public safety, to create the Michigan state police, and provide for the or-
ganizaion thereos, 1o trantfer thevero the offices, dutics ed powers of the staze o) inspeciot, the department of the
Mictigan state poticr as b dore orgarieed, and the ¢ of public sfety; to creare the office of commis-
mdmwmp&.wpmhmmwﬂﬁrhwdumm

bers of said dep wp their p duties, and imemxinities; to provide the manner of fixing their
wbwmhhmmmwmmplmmmdhpﬂnmd
ninercen hundred gineteen,..........c........
nd )
The Michigan Legisiarure passed mumerous acts providing for Motor Vehicle icensing. deiver Sosming. marriags heensing.
alsobel adminisrazion and comzrol, sc.
The use of te following. and other Smiar. smergency chames.

That by reasoo of the acute financial 20d sconomic coodidon which has artsen and now exins in the mate of Michigan an

emerpency exiss, which requires specia legistazion under the polics powsr of the gate, 404 tha this 421 is excted 1 Eest

such emergency and is bereby declared 10 be itmedizaly pecessasy for the pressrvation of the public pasce, bealth and safety
and shal be liberally coasrued,

used on mor: legislation is in erTor i thx,

1) Police power i oot sow: 2ad has never baen deiegatad 1o the Mickigan hagislature in sty of the Michigan Cotstitutions
now in eximence, and,

2) h directly violates Articke V, Sex. 30 of the Conmtination for the Stae of Michigan, 1909, to wit:

Sec. 30, The legisiature shall pass 0o local or special act i any ense where a genersl act can be made spplicuble, and
whethe: a genera! act can be made applicable shall be a judicial question. Mhdaquddudnﬂuheﬁumﬂ:p—
proved by & majority of the slectors voting tharson in the district to be affeceed.

m“ummmmm”mmmmumumumm oo~
rary 1o God's Laws and the Common Law.

The aws of oecessity bve rendersd the farally uit 8 subdivision of the mae. Mhﬂnwﬁdhmwﬂlw
remal rigts replaced as privijeges a1 U discretion of the e

13) mmmwuwmmmhﬂmﬁmwmmhm
States Diswrict Court. as this court may only uphold sdministrative decisions of the siate, pursusrt to Erie Railrosd vs. Thomp-
lans, wioch stxmes thas the law 1o be applised is the law 0f the state (meaning the Exscutive/Adminisoative Law of the State).
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AN ACT
To amend section 24 umwm-mmmmumﬂnmmduw
States ovir duits fiditing to oroers of Stns sdmitistrative bourds.

Be 11 enacsed by the Sencre and FHouse of Represenxmives of the ummqmumwm
1be firw paragraph of sction 24 of the Judicial Code, a1 amended, is amended by adding & the and thereof the folowing:
"Notwithsansding the foregoing provisions of this paragraph, 80 district court shall have jurisSiction of Ky mit to sajoin, sar-
pend, or reserain the safbroament, operation, or sxecution of any arder of an adminiscrasive boand or cooamission of a Staze, or
3y rze-making body of any political subdivition thereof, or to enjoin, suspend, or pagtrain sy scvion in compliance with any
mich order, whee jurisdiction is based solely upon the grousd of diversity of cirieenshiip, or the repugnance of such order 10
the Congtinnion of the Ugited Stases, where such order (1) aifects rates chargeable by a public wudiity, (2) doex pot imverfere
with interstate commerce, md (3) bas been made after reasonsbic aocios and bearing. and whers 2 plain, speedy, and efficicm
remady may be had az law or in equity m the courts of much Seate

Sec. 2. The provisions of this Ac shall pot effoct sults connecsed in the distric courts, eitber originally or by removal,
07 10 fts pastage; gnd all such sty shall be costinied, procesdings tharein kad, appeals theren taken, tnd jodgments thereio
rendered, in the same manoer and with the satme effec a3 if this Act had 0ot beeo passed.

Approved, My 14, 1934,
FINDING OF FACT

14) The Michigan Propie’s Assembly snd Grand Jury further finds that purmsnt to Pubiic Lav- 315 of April 14, 1952,
HJIXR 415, allowsd for the continuation of the United Nations, shown as follows:

JOINT RESOLUTION .
To continue the effe:tivensts of certain statutery provisions unsil June 1, 1952,

Whereas the exicing suie of war with Jxpen is the lant decigred mme of war to which the United Sates b & party and the ter-
mination thereof and of the national emergencies proeiximed in 1939 and

Whereas some of these sanaory provisions are peaded to insure the national security and the capacity of the United States to
support the United Natioas in its efforts so esablish and maimaim world peace; and
Whausmmufhmpnﬂnqmdnnmdw kndwuhhmmmdﬂnu-dd
mishedisteiy until June 1. 1952, to perxit AAther derazion of & more ded pon: Now, therefore, be it
Resalved by the Senms and Howse of Represemuatives of the W&aaojA-manaqrmmbhd That pot-
withftanding the tertoiaation bereaficr of the war with Japan declared Decembe: 8, 1941 (55 Stz 793). and of the national
emerpeacies proclsitoed by the Presiden on Sepremnber 8, 1939 (Proc. zzsz.us«ama).ndu}qz? 1941 (Proc.
2487, 55 Sut. 1657), and porwithstanding anv procizmation of peace with respoct to such war — ..

The Michigan Peoplt's Assembly and Grand Jury further finds that in order 1o sholish the United Nations® athority over

the conststonal goveramen of the Usited Sses of America, ooe must firs3 abolish the War and Emerpsocy Powers.
FINDING OF FACT

15) The Michigan People's Assembly and Geand Jry finds the: pursuant 1o Senxte Report 93-545, compiled by Charles
Mz € Mathias Jr_. Frank Chusch, confirms that the War and Emergetcy Powss to be in full force and effect, a3 of November
19, 1975; and further in full foroe and effect soday.

REPORT
(Pursuam 1o §. Res. 9, 93d Cong.)
A - ABRIEF HISTORICAL SKETCH OF THE ORIGINS
OF EMERGENCY POWERS NOW IN FORCE

Ammmdhwﬂcdlhwmmtwdﬂdhhummn& For 40 yeary, fresdoms and
gover gonr by the Coestirution have. in varying degrees, been sheidoed by laws brougin iszo fores by
muc’momlunapc\ mmdh.mmmwmmm far sundures
the Grea: Depression. As a philosoplicat issue, its origins reach back t0 the Greek city-gtates and the Romas Repeblic. And,
i the Unired Swmaes, actions taken by the Goverament in times of great crises have = #rom, a1 leas:, the Civil War = in impor-
1ant ways shaped the present phepomenca of 2 permanent sare of natiooal emegency.
The Michigan People's Assembly and Grand krry first thinks it proper to sbow e following:
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FORWARD

Since Mxrch 9. 1933, the United States has been in & sate of decianed navional amengency”. ko fact. there are now in et
four presideatially procizimed stes of ogtional wnergency: In addiion to the axrions] anerpmcy declared by Presidest Roc-
sevel in 1533, there ave aiso the depomal smeTgeocy procisised by Presidem Tnanan op Decmmber 16, 1950, during the Ko-
rean conflict, and the sextes of natioss] smerpency decisred by President Nixon os March 23, 1970, and August 15, 1971,

These proclamations give fores to 470 provisions of Federal isw. These undreds of stannes delegate to the Prasidens ex-
waordnary powers, oedinardy exercised by the Congress, which affeet the Fivas of Amaric citizens 15 & host of al-
encompassing manners.  This vast renge of powers, taken together, confis enough suthoriry to rule the country withace veflar-
ence to normal consinsional proowses.

Under the powers delagazad by these statutes, the President may: seixe property; onganize and control the maans of produc-
tion; seize commodities, asrign military forces shroad; instinne mardal lsw; setze and cootrol all transporration and commtEm-
cation; regulste the cparation of privaie enterprise; m“uﬂ.nlmdmmmbhdﬂ
American citizens.

With the mehing of the cqid war — the developing detere with the Sovier Union sad China, the stable truce of over 20 yeans
duration berween North and South Korea. snd the end of .S, imvolvernent in the war in Indochina ~there is no prasent meed
for the United Suntes Government 10 coetinue to Amcion under emergency oonditions.

The Special Commimee 0o the Terminanon of the National Emengency was arexted to examine the conssquences of sermi-
naung the declarcd sates of natioosl emergeacy thaz now prevail; 10 recommend what seps the Congress should take 10 en-
sure tha: the terminstion can be accomplished without sdverse effect tpon the necessary tasks of governing: and, also, 10
recoounead ways in which the United Stzes can mee: firmure emergency sinations with spesd and effctiveness but without re-
Linquisienent of congressions) oversight and cootrol.

In accordance with this mandate, the Special Commintes — in Conjunction with the Executive branch, expent conminmions!
authorities, as well as former high officials of this Governmem « is now cogaged in a dewiled study 1o determine the mos re>-
sonable witys 10 1es10re normalcy 10 the operations of cur Government.

A firs and DOSESTATY $19p WaS 10 IXing together the body of Ritutes, which bave been passcd by Congress, conferring ex-
traordinary powers upon the Execunive branch in times of sational eroergency. This bhas been a most difficult task. Nowhers
in the Governmen:. in «ither the Exeutive or Legisintive branches. did thers exint s complete catalog of all emerpency
sututes. Manmy were sware that there bad bet s dddegation of an coormows smount of powsr but, of bow much powss, 5o
one koww'. In order 10 correct this situstion, the Special Cotamittee stall was mstructed 1o work with the Exsautive bramch,
the Library of Congress. and kmowledgeabis legal mthorities 1o compile an suthoritative kin of delegated emergency powers

This Spesia! Commines sudy, which contains 3 kst of all provisions of Federal law, except the moxt mivial; conferring ex-
traordinany powers in time of nationa) emergecy, was compied b the sl under the direction of Staff Director Willian G.
Miller, and M1 Thomuas A. Dine; inilizing the belp of the General Accouming Office, the American Law Division of the Li-
brary of Conaress. the Depammen of Justice, the Deparmnem of Defeme, and the Office of Emergency Planning.

The Special Comminer is pratefiyl for the assiRance provided by Jack Goldkiang of the Ofce of Lega) Counsel, Departmen:
of Justice, Lenier 5. layson, the director of the Congrasional Research Sevvice of the Lidrary of Congress; Joseph E. Ross,
head of the American Law Divisioo of CRS. and especially Reymond Calads of the American Law Divisicn and his dble ssxis-
tanes, Charles V' Dale ané Grover S Williamns, Paul Amastrong of the General Accounting Office. Linda Lee, Pxtrick Nortog,
Roland Moore, William K. Sawyer, Audrey Hamy, Marthy Mecham, and David ). Kvie

NSMCMwﬂMpﬂdnthmmmMpmwmwmmum
saes of emergency, i 8 later dug

Charies McC Muthias, Jr.
Frank Chasrst,
Co-Chairmen.

The Michigan People’s Assembly and Grand Jury finds and agrees with the Special Comminee on the Termination of the
\mam!Erntrpaxa unnedmmplphfwr

'hhmthpmﬂCumgmmhmmm Capm.mm-:mlhmm
10 terminate offically the sates of msionsl cnepency now in offect.”

Al the sator tifne. the Special Commities is of the view: thai it is essential to providp the means for the Executive 10 act effec.
tively in an emergensy. 1t is reasorable 10 have 3 body of aws in readimess 10 delegate 10 the Presidem exaraordimary powers
10 use in times of real natiooal eerpeEncy. mmﬁﬁmmmwmmmﬁ:Ym
Stee] case with regard 1o emergency powers provides sound and pertinest guidelines for the maimatance of such a body of
emerpency laws kepr in readiness to be used in times of extreme crisis. Justice Jatison, supporting the majority opinion that
the "President’s powe: must siem elther from az act of Coagress or from the Constinson iself: wrote:

Petition de Dreit and Command To Show Canse Pagell of 32



1997] People v. State of Michigan 1001

"The appeal. bowever, that we declare the existance of inharex powers ex necessitsle to tect an emcrgency asks s to do
what many think would be wise, although 4 is something the forefihars ormited. They kvew whar emerpencies wars, know
the pressures they engender for suthoritative action, knew, 100, bow they afford a ready pretext for umrpstion. ‘W msy also
Suspet this they Ruspectad thit eergency powers would tend to kindle emerpencies. Aside fom supension of the privilege
of the writ of habeas corpus in time of rebellion or iovasion, when the public safury may require it, thoy made o express provi-
sion for exrcise of exraondinary sthority becmue of s crisis. ] do sot think we rightiully may 30 anend thair work, snd, ¥
we could, 1 am not convinead it would be wise to do 0, although mxy modern mstioss heve forttrightly recognised th war
may not be irrelevan: to the srgument bere that we should say thst the Execytive, of his osn volition, can ivest bimself with
undefined aperpancy powers.” i

The Michigan People’s Assembly snd Grand Jury finds and agrecs with the Sposial Commirres oo i1s Sndiogs as stazed in

the fre porsgraph.
Wﬂﬂﬁm Mcialy o f sarional mmmm, g Ly noar fix

"On August 15, 1971, Prasident Nixon, in Procismasion 4074, declzred sn epergency conceming Amevica's declining worid-
wide sconomic position. He impossd an impon surcharge and devalued the dolier, among other things. Ooe year later, when
the Export Control Act lspsed for s moth, be invoked See. 5(b) to reguiste exports, basizg his mthority to do 20 both oo his
Proclamation 4074 and on President Truman's proclamazion of 1950.

“The currem rw, which hes thes aetTved over § period of SO years, gives the Presiders s wide range of powery, but anly in
time of war or declared national emergency. Ahthough the Korsan war has coded, these powers are being exercised solaly oo
the basis of the 1950 emerpency: or, on the bagis of the President's unilaterally designasing 83 *emergencies” sinxtions whick
have only the most temous relationship to the serious cational crises for which the Trading with the Eneary Act was originally
imtended. Tie President, with the spproval of Congress, has thus used a3 suthoriry fior exrordinary actions baws which have
0o real relxtionsinp whatsoever 10 existing CroumERnces. As 3 consequence, § “national emergency” is now a practical neces-
siry in order 10 carvy out what has become the regular and normal metbod of governmena) action. Whiat were intanded by
Congress as delegations of power 1o be used only in the most extreme situxtions and for the most kmited durations beve be.
ome everyday powers, abd 3 Rate of "eaargency” bas become § permatent condition "

The Michigan People’s Axsembly and Grand Jury fods the Justioe Departmen to be absohuely correct whes it mstad:

s delcgxtions of power 10 be ised onlv in the mos extretpe Bruasions and £or the mos

FINDING OF FACT
16} The Miclugan Peopie’s A bly and Grand Jury finds tha Cougress passed, oo Sept. 14, 1976, what appeared to be

an Aot Terminating Existing Declared Emeargencies.
PUBLIC LAW 94412  SEP. 14,1976 90 STAT. 1255
Pubbic Law 94-412 Pk Coogieis

AN ACT
Fo terminate cenain authonities with respect to nazional energencies sl in effect, and to provide for orderly fmplementxtion
£0d termination of future pationa) emergencies.
Be 11 enacsed by the Sence end House of Represensatives of tw Ursised Sxwes of America in Congress assembled, That this
Act may be cited a3 the “National Emergencies Act™.

TITLE 1 - TERMINATING EX2STING DECLARED

EMERGENCIES
Sez 101. (1) MmﬂMWﬁhhﬁdﬂmﬂh&quﬁhFﬁhﬂm
oF any exesutive sgency, & defined in section 105 of title 5, United States Code, as & result of the existence of any detlarutior.
of ational cmergency in effess on the dats of enscinient of this Act are terminated two years fron the dize of sucs osacmc.
Such termination thall not afect—
(1) mny action tken o7 proceeding pending not finally concluded or determined on mch date,
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(2) anv actdon or procesding besed on any act committed prior o much dese; or

(3) aoy rights or duties that matumed or penalties that wers incurred priar 1o such dets.

(b) For the purpose of this section, the words “any sssiona! emergsccy in effect” Dens a geoeral declarasion of emergency
made by the President

TITLE I - DECLARATIONS OF FUTURE NATIONAL
EMERGENCIES

Sec. 201.(1) With respect to Acts of Cangress suthorizing the sxerciss, duriog the period of a nations) emergeacy, of &1y spe-
cal or extractdinary power, the Pretident is azhorizad to declars such aational emergracy. Such prociamation stall immedi-
misly be transxtiad to the Congress end published in the Federal Ragiser.

) mmdhmwmunnu&whwm-wmmuﬁind
remair i effect (1) only whes the Presidect (io sccordance with subsection (4) 6f this section), specifically declares s nationa!
emergency, and (2) oaly in accordance with this A2t No lxw enacted gfter the date of ezacrment of this A2t shall supersede
this title undess i does 30 in spacific tenms, refarving 1o this tithe, and deciaring thet the sew law suparsedes the provisions of
Sec. 202, (a) Ay nazional emergency deciared by the President in scoondance with this titde sthall terminaze if=

{1) Coogress urminmes the emerpeocy by coocument resokaion; or

(2 the Presidem issues a proclamation terminating the emergancy.

TITLE V = REPEAL AND CONTINUATION OF CERTAIN
EMERGENCY POWER AND OTHER STATUTES
Sec. 501.(1) Section 349(s} of the Immigrazion and Nationalizy Acy (3 U.S.C. 1481(s)0 is amended--

{1) at the end of paragraph (%), by mriking out *; or' dmnhﬁaﬁam and
(2) by swriking ot paragraph (1:0). .
(b) Section: 2667(b) of titke 10 of the United Stmes Code is amended—-

(1) by inserting “and” st the end of paragraph (3);
2) by sviking ot paragraph (4); and
(3) by redesignating paragraph (5) as (4).
(c) The joim resohurion emtitled “Foint resokrtion to muthorize the tecxporary comtinuation of mgutation of conmmer credit”,
approved Auguu 3, 1947 (12 U.S.C. 245), is repealed
() Secuon S(m) of the Temessee Valley Authoriey At of 1935 as umended (16 U.5.C. $31d(m)) is repealed.
(€) Section 1383 of ttk 18, Unitod Stases Code, is repoated. '

() Section 6 of the Act entitied *An Ast to amend the Public Health Service Act in regard to certain mamers of persomne! and
adminisration. &bd for othet purposes” approved February 28, 1945, is amended by striking out subseitions (), (c). (d). (e).
and () (42 U.S.C.211b)

(] SecuonQoﬁMMu’MShdeuMd’lW(SﬂUSC App. lm)nvq:uied
(h) This section shall not affec— -

(l)mmnknammnmwwmﬁnndnuhoﬁwl

(21 amy gevion or procesding based on any act committed prior to repeal; or

(3) anv righu or duties that marured or penahties that were incurred priof to repeal

Sex 502 (a) mmdeMnmnmmmdh the powerns and mrthorities con-
ferved thereby, and actions take thereunder:

(1) Sextion 5(b) of the Acy of October 6, 1912, as amended (12 U.S.C. 9352, 50 US.C. App. S(b));
(2} Act of April 28, 1942 (40 U.S C. 278b),
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(3) Act of June 30, 1949 (41 US.C. 253k

{4) Section 3477 of the Ravissd Sunzes, &3 acended (31 U.S.C. 203)

(5) Section 3737 of the Revised Sututes, 3 smended (4] US.C. 15):

(6) Public Law 85804 (Act of Aug. 28, 1958, 72 S 872. S0 US.C. J31-1435%;
(7) Section 7304(s) (1) of tie 10, Ukind Seases Code:

(%) Secticns 3313, 6385(c), &d 8313 of tike 10, Usiced States Code.

The Michigan Poople’s Asstiibly and Geand Jary fnds that Pubbc Law 54412, of Septenber 14, 1976, iv wint sppoared
1o be an Act Terminating exining Dacisred Etaerpencics, did not tareainste tany of the existing emergencics, and ket in effect

Sottion 3(b) of the At of Oczobar 6, 1917, &3 amtnded, to wit:

Sec. 950, Ruxificazion of acus of President sed Secreary of the Tressory under 9%
The actions, regalations, rules, besnses, orders and prociamations bevetofors of bereafter taken, proouigaed, made, or tssued
by the President of the United Siares or the Sacrerxry of the Treanoy since March 4, 1933, purnuam to the srthority confierred
by subsection (b) of section 3 of the Act of Ocrober 6, 1917, as amended]12 USCS s: §34), sre harsby approved and
canfirmed

(Mar. 9, 1933, c. 1, Title L s 1, 48 Sexe. 1)

FINDING OF FACT
17) The Michigan People’s Assembly end Grand Jury finds that Working Paper $405 by Walker F: Todd, writing for the
Federal Reserve Bank of Cleveland, cofinns aad verifics the work and findings of Dr. Eugrac Scivoder, reganding his work
on the War snd Emergency Powers Act under the Trading With the Enemy Act of Oc1. 6, 1917, a3 amended; and further the
said Working Paper 9403 is av wams vakble sourcs of informarion concerning & period of time before Hoover left offioe, who
had 10 face the aficrmazh of the stock marke: crash of 1925, and bis dilermma a8 10 what actions should be taken for recovery.

Page two of Working Paper $405 cxies in past:

. .. where be is talideg abou the Uizised Stues taking similar steps to Britain and Europe and their bail-out of privasely
owned join sock conporations, €.

Mmmﬂhhﬂmmwﬁﬂuﬂwuhmdﬁm

mmwﬂmﬂmm

However, ummmmwmmwawmmw
retions and with explicit and coven bedout mechanioms for CGRing privale COMPOrstions &M quits old. The Bank of England
(chartered in 1sﬂ;u5oms=cm(nmmmmmcm(wm:m)mmm:n

Ppean exampie on these shores. . . . Bi those explicht beilowut, prevection, and mibsidy schernes usually were of limited drrytion
and eveniually either fiiled or wars shandooed, with the axceptions of the protsctive tarkf and the tand grares 1o raiirond com-
panies in the Wes: during the sscond half of the sinstesmh cotry. -

In corrinental Europe, there was a rising facinetion throughout the nineteenth century wich cemtral plaaning. with cooper-
100 berween government and industrisists, s0d with social movemenzs thar we pow call corporats statism or evex, in ks pon-
Mussolits marifestations, fascisn. The political sconomy mode! of the corporate stats is rbetorically incoosistent with the
classical Eberal mode! thas dominated the Unived $tares cmil the 1930s. However, the principal distinctive festure of corpors-
tistn, an explicn parmership berween large, incorporaed basinesses and the central governmen, rsionaly coudd heve been ex.
pected to emerge 15 o distorted versiao of the American system whose theorenca) ofigins and insinstions! STroctuTe wars
creared by Hamilon and whose streogest proponent was Clyy. The mos conypiete rextization of tiis fysiem was the govern-
mental asstance to and wridl protecioo of papenually chartersd corporations under Republican adwinisrations after the Civil
War. (see Ficks (1961}, pp. 54-95).

| goes ©o 10 relste on page 7
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Hoovers relations with bankers a1 the Federal Reserve neached s wrning paime in May 193). Uil thex, apar: froem occe-
sional letter-writing and other jsw boding exercises, Hoover did not take “direct action® of bis own sgainst banks or the Fad
after the October 1929 crush.

On May 7, 1931, Hoover kearned of the dire economic and poliical cireurnnances in Germany (amslogons to thodt of Russia
in 1993) and apparently promised some form of U.S. assisance to support “the afforw of Eberal-minded men it Germany,
Ausrriz, and Bastern Ewwope 1o sustain their represcmative govenunents sgains: the political foross besetting them” . .

By June 18, Tmmmmmm-ﬂWdhmwmmmw
V.S, official assistance to the Furopean centrat banks as funs ob gold snd foreign exchangs reserves spread inxo Gantagy
Gbid., p. 68). The central banks' oats were codrdizated through the Bank for Intsrasrions) Smtiesenes. The Raserve Ranks
lem $1.08 million for Austria oo May 30, 52 milion for Hungery oo kine 19 (incessed to 35 gillioo on Jly 8), 529 milico
for Gettany oo June 26, and $125 million for the Bank of Eogiand on Augvst | (Board of Goversors, Anmual Report [1931),
Pp. 12-13).

Mever organized banking and industris) comminges in the Federal Rescrwe districts "o belp the cocaomy gt imo rootion
sgain” ip May-huze 1932, with Geoera) Edectric chairmman Owes Young serving as the chirmwe of the New York dimricrs
comminee (see id., p. 222 Foderal Raverys Bulletin [1932). vel. 18, pp. 416-013). The Board's Azaual Repons (11932), p-
22), describes the impems for the formation of these conmmitees (which an their face would seem 10 be superfiuous because
their mmibers were Grawn from the sibe pools of toen who served &s Reserve Banks® divectors). Acvording 10 that accoumnt,
the Board's concere (oensibly shared by the Reserve Banks) was that “steps should be taken to anlist the cooperation of
bankers and business men io an effort 10 develop ways and means of making effsctive uss of the funds which were being mas¢
nvihb!lbylhlopuhmkaopumdﬂn.fnym' The Board apparently intended thas the commitrees would conduct
surveys in their diswicts with the p of desecxing what pow womld be called "creds crunches,® tid is, détcfunaing “to
mm@w::@mmdmmdwﬁhnmmhmuﬂmmdlu
of banking faciltics or for other reasons, and . . . stquainting BDEpective borrowers with possible sources of aredit™ (idid.).

MW;W&WLNMWWMMMMMM between December 1932
and February 1953, the Board "had its counsel [Wyan) prepars an exeausive order dechrizg a naziocs) baok baliday, to be
used i case of necessity” (Pusey [1974), p. 234). Wyxn derived the natutory muthosity for prociziming the president’s emer-
gency powers from the Trading with the Enemy Act of World War 1 (Olson [1988], pp. 30-31). Mever and the Board falt
wmmmmwwmum“ummmmmmmmmmm
guration of Frankiin D. Roosevel a5 presiden: (March 4, 1933), and they were fn d that H d inclined caly 10~
ward the milder remedy of limiting withdrywals of curency snd gold (Pusey {1974], p. 234).

Hoover was willing 10 cntentain the notion of an emergency proclamation himiting withdrawals. but oxly i Roossvel: sathor-
ized him 10 say thar the presidem-eiect also epproved of .

Hoover lmer wrone:

1 had contulted our legal advison as 1o the use of a certain unrepealed war power over bank withdrawals and foreign
exchange. Most of them were i doubt o the ground thar the Iack of repeal was probably sn oversight by the Congress, and
under another Lw, all the war powers were appirently terminsted by the pease. Secretary [or the Treansy Ogden] Mills and
Senmor Gilass beld that no cerexin power existed. There was danger thi arxion under gach doubthil suthority would creste &
mass of Jegal conflicts in the coumery and would inarr the refysa) of the banks 1o comply. ] then developed the idea of my iss-
ing an exeanive order under this power, provided Roosevelt would approve. My jegal stvisors agreed that. if he approved, it
Mkmmhm-nmuﬂsgnpmamawmmwewunnawnmmm
(Hoover [1952], p 205)*

Anotber telling indictmen: of the tegal, as distiney from the political, basis for the emergency prociamation that the Board's
general mmquWWMNWManﬁﬂwﬂmnum
on the right before the msugration:

M}.Mmmmmmmmwmmummphuumwm
b § 10l ki thas the governors of the fates cad take care of bank clokings.]

[Glass) “Yes, | know.*

[Roosevel:). mmm[mmmmdmmmmdﬁmhmmwrmm
William} Woodin to joutgoing Treasury Secrewry Ogden) Mills to tell him ] would not give oy approval o such a
prociamazion. *

*1sce. Wha: are you plarming 10 do™ asked Gilass.
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“Planning 1o closs tham, of course,* answered Roosevek.

*You will have oo authority 1o do that, no suthorky to issue sy such proclamation, protested Giass. ki is highly questioo-
able in my mind if you will even have the suthoriry 1o closs national tanks — and there is o question, &2 8B, thit you, even as
Presidem, will lack the authority to close banks chartered by the suxes ®

'Iwﬂlhwlhnnhcri!y.‘uwm "Usder the Encry Trading Act, pessed duting the World War snd tever re-
scinded by Congress, L, as President, will have the sushority o istus such an emergency proclamarion for the purpose, as the
A sy, ‘of limiting the use of coin atd Aotency to Decessiry purposes.™

“k is toy understanding that President Hoover explord thit sverzat & yat of two 80 — and agsio thuring meoca days,® said
Glass. “Likewise, it is oy understanding thar the Atsorney General infoemed him that & was highlv questiosable if, even ynder
this act. though it bas never bota rescinded by Congress, the President has sy such anthoriry. Highly quessionable becmne
s Gkelibood i the act was dead with the sigting of the Peate Treaty, if not befors.®

"My advice is pracisdy the opposite.®

“Then you've got soce expediem advice,” retraed Giass. | , . [Glass then argued that the courts would find the procizma-
tios unconwinniona) because it would require the urwarvarzed closing of solver banks and because, even if al) the banks were
known to be insolverr, ] 71 am ure guch & prociamation coukd oot gallv include banks chartered by the suss.” [Wyxil's wra-
te0 opiron of Decetnber 5, 1932, angued kst the conmyry, tht the faderal governmen could close Bate-charered banks.)

“Nevertbeless,” declered Rooseved, * am going to ixsue such & proclamation,”

Convinced though be [Giass) was there bad bewn no seed for cloting the banics [Giass believed thm oaly insoivert benics
mum-w&mdfw:hlﬁnnﬂmmmhwmmmmh
bis act, those csovichons were Jor cxuses. (Smith and Beasiey [1972), pp. 341-343

As is geoerally known. 006 of President Roosevelf's first official acts afker taking office oo Inauguration Day (Sanrday,
March 4, 1933). was to procisizn an emergency, three-duy, patioswide banking boliday, signed and effiective Monday, March
& Lae in the preinzugural banking crisis, on March 3, the Federal Reserve Board and the New Yerk Reserve Bank's Gover-
27 Harvison bad agoed that the Board would issue ap onder closing all the Federal Reserve Banks  New York Governor
Herpen Lehmoan a1 the usgang of Govesnor Harrison, also agreed o procisim an emergeney bank boliday io New York, and 3
sunilar acvon was takes in Binois. T, the Bord bad piaced firm Hoover and then Rocseveh i 8 position in which, a3 a
pramiical ruane:, the president could net allow Monday 10 arrive without some kind of emergency proclamation (Pusey [1974].
F.237).

.. - Representative Hamiltoo Fish of New York, after Roosevelr's first fireside char” on March 12, ‘proudly pronounced the
new segume “a0 American dirtstorship based on the cogsent of the governed without any violstiot of individual Everty or bu-
maz nghts® * (ibid.. p. 15). The tex of tha firwside chat, ‘relxtive 16 the banking sinmtian,” is printed i fisll in the Federal Re-
se0ve Bulletp ({1953). vol 1. pp. 120-122), & circurnstance, that in light of everything else the: transpired then, causes one 10
wonder who actually drafted that texa for Rooscovels.

Matthew Josephson describes the principal £ of the carly Narional Recovery Administration — whose emblem became
Johnson's femous NRA ‘Blue Eagie' — as follows:

The NRA istroduced aationa) planning under trade agrecments called “codes,® which were drafted by the differe trade a3~
sociztons and adminisiered mainty by representatives of businsss. The whole scheme for coatrol of production, for sabilising
wages. and fo: elminating “undair” competition, while praming imnusin' fiom atitnst prosecution, was conecived origimlly
by President Gerard Swope of the General Electric and by the U.S. Chamber of Commerce; it was modified somewha: by
mmbmumﬂum the NRA 7(a} cinute providing for workers’ representation by smions of their own
choosing ... [The NRA . . . encouraged cureel OFGRNIZAtico in the various industries. .. . Several of the lrpest enployers,
nx:hqumFmimmdwbwmndhbmﬁndwmphmmmmmm.hﬂdhm
Monigomery Ward mai) order concem, . .. yesiied the NRA. . . In Washingtoo there was 8 free-for-all as reprosentatives of
wmmmwnuwnmmmxmmumwunuww
liiiog (Josephson {1972), pp. 243-230)

The hinory dmm“h)ﬂlumnwmﬂﬂ» 87-176). Jolwson Tugwell, and other stal-
nmdd‘cnﬂmofd:mu d the the business p ion codes, eombined with the organizxzion of abor into

PﬁhmdebnﬁlldenndTOShﬂClﬂl Paguls of 32



1006

The John Marshall Law Review [30:937

collective bargaining units, would crests a public smuse of solidarity, or sveryons joining forces in & common cotarprise, &
somewhat romanmtic netien thet derived directly Srom the axpirations of the Catholic Socialism end Christien (thas is, Protes-
tant) Socializm movements of lste-ninseenth-cantury Europe (ses Gide and Rist {1913), pp. 483-514). A "Blue Eagle® parade
in support of the NRA drew large crowds in New York City i earty Sepeeanber 1933, and industries submitted draft produc-
oD eodes to the NRA i the lxte summer and early fsll.  Somne industries Tied to hold out for compasry unicas inmead of the
independent usioas required by Section Az) of the Nationa! Industrial Recovery Act (Schiesinger [1955), pp. 115-117,
136-151).

The Michigan People's Assembly and Graad Jary fiods that Todd is describing President Rooseveir's New Deal as a form of
corporue/ statiwm, sod fhsbioned afier Mussolinds fascism; s collusion between Govertmens sad tajor corporations, warkiog
together, granting themssives exmoption fom Ans-Trust Law,

The Michigan Poople's Assembly 80d Grand Jury finds ther Worldag Paper 9405, by Wallke E. Todd is proof thet i was
the Federa) Reserve Bank who St wanted Hoover to come to their 2id by calling for a Bark Holiday (closing of the Banks),
and, we find thas Hoover refused on the advice of the Attorney Genern), chaiming be had no ssthority.

We, the Michigan Peopic’s Assembly and Grand Jury find that Presidem Roossvel: was forewaroed by Senstor Glars
agains: closing the Barks, but totally ignaned his advice, 23 thown oo page 30 xod 31, and; that he was deterrvined to tlose the
banks as first recommended by the Feders] Reserve Bk

FINDING OF FACT
18) The Michigan People’s Assembly and Grand Jury finds tha oo November 10, 1798, the Keorucky lagisizturs sdoptad
‘what is known as The Kermucky Rasohation, shich spelied oun the oriminal jarisdiction of the United Sates, which was dale-

gared 10 them by the Constmution, and they were as foliows:
1.) 10 punish veason; 2.) counterfeitng the sequrtties tad current coin of the United states: 3.) piracies snd fulonies commmitted
on the high sea, and, 4.) ofcuses against the lsw of nmions. k goes o to my:

1. Resolved, Tha: the several States composing the United Swes of America, sre not uited on the principle of untimited
submitsion 10 their general governmen, tut that by & compazt under the style and title of a Comstitution fos the United States,
and of amendmems thereto, they coomituted 3 general govercmen for special purposes — delegated to that goveroment cer-
tain defitite powers, reserving, eath State 0 iteel( the residusry mass of sight to their own self-goversment; and that whenso-
ever the general governmem assumes undelegated powess, is asts are wxmsthoriuaive, void, and of oo force: . .°

We. the Michigan Peopie’s Assembly and Grand Jwry, further find thit the Kentucky Resolution was s protest agiindt the
Alien snd Sedition Acts passed bv Congress, which souglz to include sad defins Other crimes, which were net delegmed to

them by the Constinsion, such &s:
.. AR AR 10 punith frauds commizted on the bank of the United States,” (and all their other atts which atsume to Gruste.
define, o7 punish crimes, other than thoss to enurnerazed in the Constinmion,) are skogether void, and of no force; sod thet the
power 1o cremse, define, and punish such other crimes is reserved, and, of right, appertains solely and exclusively to the respec-
tive States, each within its own territory.”

The Mickigan Poople's Asserubly and Grand Jury fusther finds that the Alien and Sedition Acts passed by Congress then,

- were very much sizilar 10 the modern day *Trading With the Epemy Act, &3 amedded,” &3 issued 06 March 6, 1933 by Exacu-

tive Order 2039, and Executive Order 2040 of March 9, 1933, creating an exmire series of new faderal crismes.

The Michigen People's Assernbly and Grand Jury further finds thet the Alien £9d SoSH0D ACT was sbodt to drive their
Sutes imo » revolution. as sunted in “8. Reschved™, which reads in part: .

“. .. tha the friendless alien bas indeod boen selecied a3 the safest subjecs of & R experinen; but the citiven will soon fol-
low, or rather, has airendly folowed, for aiready has § sedition act mxarked him as its prey: Ung these and successive acns of the:
satne charcter, uniess ovesiod as the threshold, cecessarily drive these Sties imo revohrtioo and blood, . . .*

The Mickigan People's Assembly and Grand Jury: further finds thyt the Alen and Sedition Act was lnter repeaied, after Jef-

ferson was elected Presidern, as baving 8o suthoriry under te Congtinmion.

Petition de Drokt and Comamand To Show Cause Page29 of 32



1997] People v. State of Michigan 1007

FINDING OF FACT
39) The Mochigan Propie's Assembly and Grand kury finds that cut of the Republican Governors Conferencs of 1954, there
care THE WILLUMSBURG RESOLVE, which docymnen coessins serious arrors, & follows:

Page 1, paragraph § reads:
Chqu&mdﬂmwhhSmpmmmnhuwwnuTm

€51 From this balnoed federabeuate relasonship, proioared o chi-sovarsigray. there was 10 come 8 basithy tmsion thar
wmn-umwmwamuwmmuhw

The Governors are guitty of the same error of which the faderal govermaokit stiixds accused. Stats government docs pot
have sweeping prisdiation. Stxie governmen: is also bound by a constinrtion which gdelegaies certain expressly enumergtad
and Eggited guphorities and denies all others. There is no dial-sovergionty, State governmen is sovereign caly 10 other Stare
governments and 1o the federal government. Fedenl government is sovereign only to 6ther national governments, which sov-
ereigmy it has ceded, without the athority 10 do g, to the United Nations. The only true Sovereigns are the people.
md

Page 2, parugraph | savs-

The people of the States seek 10 regain comal of their owp destnry, zad they bave enrused St leaders with the respoo-
sibilny for ackieving this fixndamental reform i» oor poveramental system. We e pisdged to fulfll this promise by sesoring
t0 the Sturtes and the people the prerogatives and fresdoms guarsntesd to them under the Constinttion.

This is ervor eumber tvo. The people bave no: entrusiod Stats Jasders with the responsibiliry for ackieving reform in our
authority, that they cease and desist in their #fons 1o MEVEIR owr govermmental system from operating in proper and lwfll
fashion. The svnem needs no reform nor amending.

“The Michigan People’s Axsembly snd Grand Jury find ther THE WILLIAMSBURG RESOLVE comains allegations of oer-
120 excesses and abuses. thar have been snributed to the federal povernment. State governmenm is aiso guiiny’ of theye same
excesses and wbuses I State government bad operated within its own contdnutions] Britarions, the faders] governmen pouid
1 heve gooe 30 far in exceeding ts sutherity. The appertite for power and coamol is not coefined to Washingion, 1t kas been
bimanty apperent in Lantng also.

1. CONCLUSIONS
1} The Michigan People’s Assembly and Grand Jury concludes that the original Trading with the Esemy Act of October 6,
1917, passed by Congress during World War 1, was vabid snd constinrrional. Congress was within it's constitutionel suthority.

Asticle |, Section 8, Clause 11 siptes:
“The Congress shall have Power to dectare War, gram Leners of Marque and Reprisat, and make Razles concerning Cap-
fures oe Lang and Water,”

) mmmmmwummﬁmmmmmm.mq 1933 end
Exeautive Order 2040 of May 9, 1933 are invalid and unconstinzional end further afl Exacutive Orders, Prociamasions, sm-
utes, judgmenes, etc. trade therandes, and miads theroefier, are Hkawiae imvalid and unconstinmional, for the following
reasons: )

L Puremuam to Stoehr v. Wallaze decided Feb, 28, 1921, which Rated:
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ﬁT@W@&MM«WNuMhM-wm“”hWh&M
ﬁmupo-uhgcwuﬂom:w&mwﬂfwuwuﬁnmnmmu
Land and Water . . "7 ’ .

3) mwmwuwmmuh&nwaMdmum.m
Rooseveh acknowledged that oo invasion o rebellion had taken piace. Roossvel: procssded by asking for-
'...bwudMwmmupawwnm.ug-umwmmuﬁunlwmb
fact imvaded by a foreign foe."

4) The Executive Order 2039 of March 6, 1933 was smanded and i its final form included the American peopls apd their
transactions the same a3 “enern” and made them subjecs o &3 the War-ame Exoiattive Orders, Rulas, Ragidations, Licenses

(-

$) The Mickigan Poople's Assembly and Grand Jury not only conchudes that there wys &3 Act of “Fraud” perpeusted
mmmmmwmmmmmmmwzdmwmmcm
Sectior 3 Treason against the United Sties, shall consist cnly i levying War againx tham, o1 in adbering 1o their Eoo-

£) The Michigan People’s Assembly and Grand Jury conchusion is further supposted by Seasre Report 93-345, which states
in par * :

A majority of the poopie of the Unhiad States bave bived all of their bves under emergency ruie. For 40 years, Sraadoms and
governmena! procedures gusramead by the Constinstion have, in varying degress, been abridged by kaws brougin bnto force by
states of pational eogency.

an¢ further staes

*there is 00 presem: need for the United States Governmen: 10 continue to function under emergency conditions.”
and further stazes’ .

“In the view of the Special Cormmittee, an cmergency does not now £t Congreas, therefors, shoud act in the near -
fure 10 termunate officialiy the Rates of natioas) emergency now in effecs.”

7) The Michigan Peopie’s Assembly and Grand Jury's conclusions. are finber supporied by Working Paper 9405 by Walker
F. Todd. writing for the Fedtral Reserve Bank of Cleveland. Coating *sight froe the horse's soouth” ~ Todd deseribes it as
2 “large-scale peacetime intervention,” See page 2, Working Paper 9405
and further:

Hoover later wrote: *1 had coosuliad our Jagal advisors a5 10 the use of & certain unrepesiad war power over bank with-
drawals and foreign exchange  Most of them wers b doubt on the ground that the tack of repeal was probably an oversigin by
the Congress. and under ancther law, all the war powen wers apparcatly terminated by the peace. Searetary [of the Treamry
Ogden) Mills and Senator Giass held that o certain power existed.

8) The Michigan Peopie’s Assernbly and Grand Jy makes the conchusion that the overwhelring evidence s: thet the War
and Emergency Power Act was enacted a1 # time when the country was st peace and was 8ot under threst of invisicn and 002
in & siate of rebellicn. which is the controlling factor in this case.

9) The Mickigan People’s A by and Grand Jusy further conchades that pursusnt 1o the Keztucky: Resohtion, which
spelled ou the crimimal jurisdiction of the Unitod States to four specifics, ie.: "1.) to putish rwason, 2.) counterfeiting the s~
curities and currem comn of the Linitad mates; 3.) felonies committed on the high sea, £nd; 4.) cffenses agxing: the baw of

nations
ané further, that Congress had oo other crintinal porisdiction, other than what wis delegsted 10 them by the Constinion,

Petition de Drot1 apd Command To Show Camse Pagell o2
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and firther; the Michigan People’s Assersbly and Graod Jury conciodes that the War and Ersergancy Power s sysonyouous
with the Abep and Sedirion Acts deseribed in the Keaucky Resclutions of 1798; and further i is 2 manter of Res jodicata.
‘Wheretofore, Exacxtive Order 2039 of March 6, 1953, and Exwcative Order 2040, andt o) sranwes, ardery, judgoeon, etc.,
passad thereunder are al) void end having 5o muthorkry, wharsosves. .

10) In Michigan the *emergency claum® fonad on most Jegistation is & frauduie: uaopation of the people’s tight.

11} The Michigan Peopie's Assembly and Grand Jury conchudes that since March 9, 1533 the United States of Americs has
been impoverished; during the past 43 years we have slippad 1o the wesithisst, most powerfal ostion on carth, to the world's
grenen debeor mxrion, in inkriners danger of camrophic aconozic collapes, and fimther conchudes the the exereise of War
and Emergency Powers has impoverithed the Amerioen and deprived Americams of nmafiesable fights, sud kxve worked con-
Ty to the safery, heshh, libermy and geners! waifiry of the American people. )

The Michigan People’s Assembly and Grand Jory on bebalf of the people, in and for Michigan Rapublic, bereby Command
the defendams to Show Cause why the Emergmncy Statutes patsed within this staz¢ should ot be tominared. along with the
War and Emergency Posniri of tw Utited States. If the defendints should thil b axry wary 10 Show Cause, then this Finding of
Faz and Conclusions v Our Cour: of First and Last Ressrt shall becoms & Superseding Judgmen:, and upon failure of the
Public 10 propety prowst said judpmen, it shall become, Case Res jodican.

The Cour is insructed to issue all necessary documents

mum&mwmwdwmmmumuummd
Fasus and Conclusions art true. comea, cenaia. relian: and nscrasary 1o the well-being of the people of our Michigan
Republic.

Our Finding of Facts and Concusicas of Law by our Michigan Pooplo's Assembly snd Grand Jury is nos revicwable by any
other Court of the United Suzes than in sccondance 10 the rales of Comzpon Law, per the seventh amendmers to our Naziona!
Constitution. nor subject 10 Uespass by the judicial power of the United States a3 per the eleventh smendmers 1o our Nashooa!

Coastinuuon.

Sow'ommu__:;';k__m«_ﬂxm_. 1995,
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1010 The John Marshall Law Review [30:937

Lt i 27




1997) People v. State of Michigan 1011

M:J%ﬁ




1012 The John Marshall Law Review [80:937

"@w; 7 gl Tar?

i Juils




1997]) People v. State of Michigan 1013

Sa Jurs
Sui Juns
Sui Juris
Sui Juns
Sui Juns
Sui Juns b Sui Juris
Suw Juns Sui Juris
P
Sjauns Sui Juris
—
/- ﬁ %mgf
Su: Jurrs Sui Juns
Suf%u { 8 '2 Sui Jutis
rige 72
Sui Juns Sui Juris

.




1014 The John Marshall Law Review [80:937

“Thomae L obe, Sthltin

Su duns |, Durs gz g Z Sui Juns

W\ __
& Habl, g,&gg!ggg'
Sui Juns -

WQ’//J ot Z‘Zavj%% o
b o

Sui Junis ’ Sui Juris

Sui Juris S Junis

Sut Juns 84 Juris




1997] People v. State of Michigan 1016

Su Sui Juns
Sui Juris
Sut Juris Sui Juns
Sui Juiris 8l Juris
-
/ én
8ui Busi Jurig
Sw Juns Sui Jurig
Sui Juns Sui Jurs
Su: Juns Su Jurns
Sw Juns Sui Juris
Sui Juns Sui s
Sun Juns S duris

Sui Juns Sui Juris




1016 The John Marshall Law Review [30:937

APPENDIX B

Statement of Grievances and Demands for Redress

wegumamwummmummmmum@hmymnmp
and bear arms. and met as the Militin sssembled, and exorcising our constitational right w petition for grievances, do
hereby present this statement of gricvances and demands for rodress thereof:

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:

1 « They have adopted and enforced statutes and regulations to deprive the People of their arms and impair the bearing
thereof in defense of themselves and the State, they have failed to fulfill the Constitutions! requirements that the entire
Militia be kept organized and trained and in a high state of readiness, and they have persocuted constirutional militias
and other groups exercising their rights 10 peaceably asseble snd 1o keep and bear arms, and sought 1o preven: them
from exercising their constitutional duty to organize and rain themaelves.

2 . They have established o criminal Secret Government. imvolving a conspiracy of koy officials in all branches and
levels of government. and involving government contractors. financial institutions, business organizations. the media,
educational, religious. and charitable organizations. labor unions, trade sasacistions, and political action groups,
operate above the law and in vialation of the Constitution, to defravd and victimize the People and deprive them of their
lives. liberties. and property. This Secret Government has commited high erimes snd misdemeanors and conspined to
conceal them, llmmwduuwmwﬁmmubmmmumwwb
justice. and it has d. pri d. finsncially nmed,awhdwbbeﬂalh candidates for public
oﬂ'lcc whisileblowers, investigaiors and reformers who threaten its rule.

% - They have adopied tegistation such 83 ap amendment 10 the Trading with the Enm,\ Act and varicus Presidential
dxrecn'\‘es such as the 1933 War and Emergency Power Order which treat the People as the encmy' of the Government,
and orders which illegally seek to suspend the Constinution under ill-defined “emergencies”: and made preparations to
overthrow the Constitution under circumstances which are cither not true emergencies or which are conmrived by a
conspuracy of such officials.

4 - They have adopted secret legislation and appropriations of funds, and kept official activitics and documents scarcl,
ostensibly for the purpose of “national security” but in fact ofien for the purpose of concealing their crimes and
preventing the prosecution thereof.

5 - They have established sysiems for rigging elections and have used thess systems (o deprive the People of their right
10 choose their elecied officials. . ’

& - They have exceeded their limited authority to regulate interstate commence to improperh encompass prohibition
thereof, eriminal prosecution for violations, or to regulate or prohibit activitics that are nof commercial, or which have
not yet crossed a stace boundary. or which once did but have now to rest. or which “sffect” interstate commerce,
of to entitics some of whose activities may involve interstate commercs but which are not themseives interstato
commercial eransactions.

7 - Thex have exceeded their limited authority to impose excise snd import Laxes t raise rovenues, and have improperly
anempted to prohibit activities by imposing confiscatory Laxes on them, treated items or activities as illegal in
themselves when in fact they have oaly not had 1axes paid on them, and prosecused persons criminally for failure to pay.
8 - They have passed siatutes not intended o be equally and impartially enforced, but 1o be applied at the discretiop of
officials. which laws are el 100 often applied not 10 their intended objects but to innocent persons who provids sasy
targets. against the poor, the weak, women, and minorities.

9 - They have ndopted iegislation and regulations estensibly intended to achisve worthwhile purposes. such a3 public
health. occupational safety, environmental protection, or wildemess conservation, although without constitutions)
authoriey, but which are used by corrupt officials and their croniss to deprive persons of their property not for a public
purpose and without jusi compensation,

LODIGY * Wb Browace. Grievances and Dr ds for Redress {biip:-/fwew it ievred.im) Page |
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lD-T&;’hﬁthﬂdMthﬂMdﬂﬁghﬂhﬂﬂbjﬂﬂﬁhhﬂMmﬁiﬂnﬂ
forfei them. in violation of the constitutional principle that only narural persons or aggregates thereof may be parties to
due process. and to denv those persons who are the owners of the objocts the right ¢o defend their property rights
thessto, thereby: depriving them of theiz propesty withoot just conmpensation sad withou having convicted them of 3.
crime or having properiy imposed a tax or fine.

11 - They have illegally prosecuted persons under criminal statutes and regnistions, in Federal courts, for acts oot
commined on Federal temitory, including acts commitied on State tesritory over which they have no constitutional
Jurisdiction exceps in cases of treason, countesfeiting, pirscics or felonics on the high seas, or offenscs against the laws
of nations.

12 - They have, in violation of due process and the Constitution, allowed judges to deny accused persons of the right to
a trial by jury, and deprive such persons of their liberty and property and the exercise of their civil rights, through such
devices a5 “comempt of court”, the pernicious doctrine that persons may be incarcerated for op to six months without a
Jury thal. and "sdministrative” courts and proceedings which are declared to be "civil” even though the penatties
include the deprivation of life or Liberty. ’

13 - They have illegally declared ratified an income tax amendment which in fact was nover ratified by the required
number of states. and erected an tllegal agency on such assumed suthority which illegally levies direct taxes on the
people without apportionment, illegally imposes criminal penalties for non-payment, and which viotates the rights of the
People to due process, 1o protection againit warrantless scarches, to protection against self-incrimination., and to tria! by
Jury.

14 - They have made instruments not backed by gold or silver legal tender for the payment of debts, and iliegally
sllowed the Federa! Reserve, & privately owned corporation, 1o control the money and eredit svstem of the country
withou! being property owned o coatrolled by the People.

15 - The President has, on several occasions, ordered the military to engage in wartike activities in foreign nations
without the consent of Congress or & congressional declaration of war, and Congress has failed to impeach him tharefor, -
in violstion of their caths to faithfully enforce the Constitution. *
lé-ThyhntmdmeddmwmammmmmmWwﬂmdmhM
radiological. chemical. and biological agents. and mind control devices, resulting in damage 1o their health and 1o »
shortetiing of their lives, they have relcased dangerous ageats into the cnvironment, and they have used such methods o
silence whistleblowers. investigstors, and reformers.
l7-Thq-ha\t.in\ioluﬁmoflhaeonsﬁmﬁomlnvmmdqudmpﬁationdﬂwhumuﬂ&edghodmw
the threai of withholding Federal funds from States to cocrce the states to viotate the rights of their citizens by passing
and enforcing legistation without the consent of their citizens, without providing the funding to pav the cogts thereaf,
while still collecting the taxes from their citizens which provide the funds they thresten to withhold.

18 - They have failed 10 guaranise to the States a republican form of go , by failing to insis: thet each State
Constitution expliciily delegate all powers which that Suate government shall be suthorized to exereise, and allowing
them 10 exercise powers not thus delegated.

19 - They have conducted illegal and warrantless searches of p and their premises. «ffects and vehicles, and
serzares of their property, and placed illegal obstacles i the recovery of such property improperhy seized ar
compensation for damage or loss. .
20-Theyhut.mdercoluoflm-udwﬂhmpwuMﬁmdwmdm:hwmumlumin
lhcirhomnmdplmdbmm.lﬁn;minhcgmdﬁnghwmmwm,eﬂummt
persons. and failed to pay just compensation therefor or to prosecute those responsible.
21-meyme\w-umrighuommmmmmmmw-mmwma
uuispmpm,-mdnumia.umeammmm-.mmmmthuﬂwmwm
and established insiitutions of religion which operate to suppress their language, religion and hesitage.
22~Th=_vhax-emmedmeju&duybhlapauhminwmmmlwhhhimaﬁonsofﬂul’m.m
den_\':hcrighuo!pawnsmm%ﬁmwmumhtdﬁmmnhmmumdvﬂm:,m
wanipulaie juries. and 10 allow officialy (o exercise powers not delegated to them under the Comstitution.

23 - Judges have failed to inform jurors that they have the power and duty to judge not caly the facts in the case, but the
law as well

24 - They have used the Military. in violstien of the Posse Comttans Act, 10 perform police functions and keep order,

RODIGY * Web Browser. Grisvances and Demands for Redress {np: /fererw constitution. org/grievred. ban) Page 2



1018 The John Marshall Law Review (30:937

instead of calling up the Militis therefor.
25-leyh\eMb‘Mw-mem.nqhwmdﬂ:mdw
qmismqmmmmmuhmhumcﬂzumdb'mmmwmw
|heirumx.mdtbclmdmbmﬂﬂnhwmﬁmdwjmﬂmuww. )
mww.um.neymmmm&mmmmmemmmwm
Muqummmdm;ndhmdddm.mmwvdmwhwuwqum
mmmlmmmwumianmmmmmm-aunmmwm—wﬂn
on'pn.lmmd.mmmdwmww-wumdeMWor
billions of dollars. They have improperly Brought major sectors of the economy under their control nsing government
uuls,huddmﬂy:quﬁudumfnndshddhfuﬁnbmh.mndﬂhﬁb;ndmmmdm
those funds for political purposes and to conceal their activities.
26-M-hnwfllub‘shmedizmtmwi&m.mllwed,wmﬁaeundwiduna.emnimd
ot subomed perjury. and contupted judges and manipulsted juries, to get convictions, often for o bener reason than 1o
¢t promotions or to be scen as sohving the case, but also to silence whisticblowers, investigators or reformers, to cover
up their crimes.
27 . Thev have engaged in the manufacture, import and distribution of illegal, dangerous, addictive sbstances. even
while pretending 1o conduct a "war on drugs”, both to enrich thetsclves personally and to raise money 10 conduct
unauthorized. cover. and often illegal activities by their agencies, including the very agencies charged with enforeing
the laws against such substances, which has contriburted to the injury and death of persons and to rising rates of crime
and violence.
28 - They have conspired with the legal profession to defraud the public, iziposing excessive lega? costs and canting
excessive costs for insurance coverage. which has raised the prices of all goods and services and made domestic
products and services less competitive in world marbets.
29 - They have established public *suthorities” which control vast assets, but which do so in ways that largely sveid
accountabiliy o the public, and which are the sources of much corruption and abuse.
30 - They have corrupted the bankruptey courts to deprive persons filing under Chapter 1] of their assets at firesale
prices. (o the benefit of the officials, their agencies or their cronies.
31 - They have conspired to subvert the enforcement of safety standards, resulting in preventabie accidents and the loss
of health and life, and have covered up such subversion. .
32 - Thev have exercised unwasranted influence over public policy debate and the news medis.
33 - Thev have attempted to interpret treaties. which are necessarily inferior to the Constitution. as though they were
d 10 the Constitution, in violation of Article 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 Constitutions, and betrayed their oaths to faithfully
fulfill the provisions of the Federal and State Constitutions and to
execute just compacts, laws and contracts pursuant thereto:

| - They have pieced unconstitutional sestrictions on the rights of the Paople (o keep and bear arms and to assemble as

independent militas

2 . They have failed to do their duty to support the organizing and training of local militia units and keep them in o high
swie of readiness. .

3 - They have violated rights of the People under the Federal and State Constitutions, and exercised powers not

specifically delegated to them under either constinstion.

4 - They have failed to protect the People against sbuses of their rights by federal officials, have failed 1o prosecute
federal officials for crimes committed under color of law, and have allowed the People to be prosecuted in federat
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courts for crimes over which oaky the State kas jurisdiction,
3 - They have passed statutes and ordinances ot intended 1o be equally and impartially enforced, but 1o be applied at
the discretion of officials, which laws are all 100 often applied not to their intended objects but to innocent persans who
provide casy targets, against the poor, the weak, womon, and minoritics.

& - They have conspired with the legal profession to defrand the public, imposing excessive legal costs and causing
excessive costs for insurance covernge, which bas raised the prices of all goods and services and made domestic
products and services less competitive in world markets.

7 - They have made instruments oot backed by gold or silver lzgal teader for the payment of debts.

C. The news media have failed to provide the People with complete,
accurate, and timely information that they need to make important

public decisions:

1 - Ther have failed to sdequately investigate and expose illegal oc inproper activities of officials and those doimg
business with the government.

2 - They bave failed to provide adequate coverage of candidates for public office and the issues, and treated election
campaigns and the process of govemment &5 entertainment of a sporting tveat, requiring candidates to spend vast sums
for political advertising and to becoms unduly dependent on contributors represeating special interests.

3 - They bave failed to adequately alert the public to problems they may face in the future, or to bring iznportant matiers
to their anention.

4 - Thev have allowed officials and special interests t exercise undus influence ever the information provided 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 govemment:

1 - They have too ofien delegated 1o judges, superiors. or legal advisors their duty 1o independently interpret and apply
the Federal and State Constirations and the laws pursuant therets to all efficial scts which they may be involved.

2 - They have accepied bribes from government to buy their votes, instesd of insisting that clected officials uphold the
Constinstions and exercise their respongibilities for the good of the nation as 8 whole, and thereby laid the foundation
for corruption throughout government and society. .

3 - Thex have failed to demand complete, accurate, snd timedy information oo candidates for office and the itsues,
thereby compelling candidmnes 1o become excessively dependent oo contributions from special interests.

4 - They bave failed to become involved in the eloctoral process to bring forward persons of competence and integrity to
become candidates for public office.

Now, therefore, we demand:
I+ That all statutes, regulations, and orders which are in violation of their applicabls constitutions be immediately
muuwmmmammmmf
8- All stanstes which regulate. restrict or olherwise indringe on the right of the Peoplc to purchase, own, possess,
advertise, sell, lease, loan. manufacture, transport, or uss rms and ammunition for the purposes of defense of person,
family. hame, property. and liberty, for the defente and safety of the State, for sport and recreation. or for other
peacefit] purposes. especially these arms guited for militia use.
b - All statutes which restrict the right to assemble peaceably as independent militias.
c -MTMWMMM-MWUMWM%,MNMMMMM
suspension of the Coastitution or any part thereof in an emergency.
4 Al federal statutes defining crunes committed on Statc territory and outsido of federal territory other than those of
reason. counterfeiting. pirscics or felonies on the high seas, or affenses sgainst the laws of nations, and that al}
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convictions under such slatutes be immediately reversed. .
¢ - All sunutes basad on the unratified income tax amendment to the Foderal Constitution.
£~ All stanutes based on the intersuie commerce clause of the Federal Congtinmtion which apply 10 other than
commereial wansactions that cross & state border, or that impose confiscatory fines or eriminal penalties for viclation
thereof. )
& - All statutes based on tnhuclundlheFMConﬂimﬁthw a prohibitory or confiscatory effect, or
which impose criminal penaltics for failure to pey.
h - All sianstes tha allow fu&lﬁamdmmfuwdnmah;ﬁudnhdh a court of
competent jurisdiction. )
i All wmﬂﬂuwmmmmubwgmm.
2 - That where & consensus exists that a power bot delegated to the government should be exercised thereby, appropriate
constitutions) amendments be proposed, debated, and perhaps adopted, udm‘lep’shﬁonmtudmﬂ
amendments.
3 + That officials who have violated their osths 1o uphold their respective constitutions beumpucbedwdmadﬁm
officc. and specifically:
& - The President. for signing legislation containing urmnnnmaul provisions, specifically the recent "Violent Critne
Control and Law Enforcement Act of [994°, ndfotundm,gUS troops o conduct war in foreign lands without the
consent of Congress.
b : The Attomer«General. for failing to prosecute officials responsible for the abuse of civil rights, and specifically for
the assaults and killings of people at Ruby Ridge. Idaho, and Mount Carmet, Texas.
¢ - The Secretany of the Treasury, for the enforcement of uncenstitutional gun control legislation and for illegally
expanding the definitions of prohibited devices, and for allowing instruments not backed by gold or silver to be used as
lega) ender, :
4 - That an immediate sudit be conducted of the Federa! Reserve, that it be prohibited from issuing notes to be used as
legel tender, and that the Treasury replace all Federal Reserve notes now outstanding with instruments backed by gold or
sibver: or. if there is insufficient gold o silver to make this possible, that the Constitution be amended to allow additiona!
materials having a stabie value to be used to back the curvency. '
£ - Thar all secret legisiation or budgets and all military or law enforcement training exescises be fully disclosed and
txplained 16 the public. and all government documents classificd at any Jevel of scorecy be immediately declassified and
disclosed to the public. except only those few whose disclosure would jeopardize human intelligence assets in the field,
reveal military technology not vet in the possassion of any foreign power, jeopardize eximinal investigations, or disclose
private personnel information
6 - That until such time as a foolproof method can be found for electronic voting. all clections be conducted using paper
ballots. counted by human beings.
7 - That @ system of independent magistrates ar prosocutors be established to investigate and prosecute crimes commitieqd
by officials under color of law, and that grand juries be instucted and encouraged 1o investigate and bring indicanents
for official malfeasance.
8 - That State constitutions be amended as required to enumerate the powers delegated to the Staie government by the
People. and that the Sate be forbidden from exercising any power not thus specifically delegated.
9 - That appropnate federal, state and loca! kegislation be adopted to implement the provisions of the Federal
Constiwution 1o organize and train the entire Militia and to keep them ir a high state of readiness.
10 - That federal and state laws be passed 10 require judges to inform jurors that they have the power and duty to judge
not only the facts in the cese. but the law, and that in criminal cases, no matter how despicable the accused or heinous his
azt. they are to find the accused not guilty if the court lacks jurisdiction or the law is unconstinutional or improperty
apphied. and that a law is unconstitetional if it violates a constitutional right, exceeds powers delegated to the
government, or is excessively vague or not equally applied.
}1 - Thet all govemumen: agencies and public authorities be required to divest themselves of am ovwnership or control
over any privaic enterprise not specifically suthorized by law, and to return 1o the genera! fund all financial assets not
specifically suthorized by law.
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12 - That all public suthorities and entitics receiving government funds be independently andited and the results reported
to the public.

13 - That any U.S. toops essigned to serve under 8 foreign commander do so only under mthority delagated to that
rmmmmm-mﬂby.us commander having supervisory suthority over zuch troops, and th
such autharity be subject to revocstion at sny time.

14 - That the raditionsl system of Common Law be established in all jurisdictions.

135 - That all victims of corporate raiding, bank or savings and loan manipulation, or bankruptcy frand perpetrated by
government officials or agencies, bo fully compensated for their kosses.

16 - That all victims of government-spousored experimentation be identified and treated or they or their heirs be
compensated,

17. M-IIWMMNmmhMmhmmmwnﬁm
and subsequently taken from them be restored.

18- mmmmwumw-wmuwmmmnvmmm
constitutionaliny of the provisions thereof, before it is submittad o & final vots.

19 - That the rules of court procedure be amended to provide that on any appeal of a case in which the government is a
party to & multi-judge ribunal on constitutional grounds, the votz of only ane judge is required 10 establish & right of &
person or to deny & power 1o &n agency of govermment.

20 - That antorneys be licensed. and their practices reviewed, by state boards composed of non- lywyers, znd that no
person shall be allowed 10 run for elected office who bes practiced law during the preceding five vears, nor shall such
person. having held elected affice, hpammdmmulnmhumdﬁuwwuﬂuﬁwmm
leaving office.

3) - mxmemmmummmmmmmwu
chu;dwmuimgmwblxdvhnuuukbmwmblhnﬂnmmmm
complete snd accurate information on candidates and issues, and alerting them to potential problems well in advance of
needing to make decisions sbout them.

12, m:mm.mm{mwmﬂmmbmuwmmmﬂnmmwdm-lmmhm.
and provide more exposure for neglected issues and ideas.

13 - Tha cizens be educsted froe chikihood to independently interpres and apply their constitutions to all official acts
with which they may be involved, snd not to delegate that responsibility to judges, suporiors, or legal advi

24- Thalcmun:hdmbhﬂdmﬂmmwmﬁmpﬂblwnﬂ'mmmm:mm
issues. to participate in the political process. and not to aliow their votes to be bought by bribes from government.
Constitution Society, 6900 San Pe¢ro #147-230, San Astoaio, TX 78216, 210/224-2868
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