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The Informer

WAR POWERS TODAY IN AMERICA
by the principles applied in 1862
FALLACY & MYTH of PEOPLE BEING THE SOVEREIGN
and that the Constitution was created by the comimam.
By The Informer

In reading the Book WAR POWERS, by Whiting, wikas the
Solicitor General of the War Department of The BdiGtates,
published in 1864, it does not come as a shocketdhat we are
nothing but slaves of Congress, AKA United Stat#hiting was
Lincoln point man and developed the basis for Linso
justification of the War Policies. Whiting teamepl with Francis
Lieber who wrote the "Lieber Code" that we are nowler. James
Montgomery, a present day researcher, also hatewektensivel
on the Reconstruction Acts and the Lieber Coderandthey
apply to Americans to this very day. After Whitilgdt office, his
position that he held, was never replaced.

A little prelude to the book by John Yd¥ar Powers Under the
Constitution of the United Sates, Author William Whiting.

An introduction by John Yoo, Professor of L&walt Hall
School of Law, University of California at BerkleyD., 1992,
Yale Law School; AB., 1989, Harvard University wieaches and
writes in the areas of constitutional law.

Upon opening this book, the tenth edition oflMfin Whiting's
War Powers under the Constitution of The United States the
reader may be surprised . . .. If anything, Whisngork helps
remove the blinders that a half century of contreyever
undeclared wars- from Korea to Vietnam to Pananthdd’ersian
Gulf- has placed over the eyes of the legal prodasg8orn on
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March 3, 1813 in Concorde, Mass., he attended Hamaad got
his law degree in 1838. As a Boston attorney, \Wgibecame
known as so masterful a trial lawyer that, in rag,dhe Common
Pleas Court was sometimes called "Whitings Courtie Boston
lawyer began writing in support of the Lincoln adrstration’s
arrests of suspected sympathizers of the rebelierthe war
proceeded, Whiting joined the War Department agciai at the
request of President Lincoln himself. No doubtatho do with
Whitings publication, in 1862 in Boston. Whatevee reason for
his appointment, Whiting became the point manferltincoln
administration on the difficult and delicate congtonal issues
that arose from the war.

Whiting joined a truly exceptional group of kaevs who would
create many of the theories of the independenigarsy and the
national security state that would reappear imticgzle of the
twentieth century. In addition to patent officertété/Nilson,
Whiting was joined by former cabinet member anstfiudge
advocate general Joseph Holt, international lawlsthand
Francis Leiber, and Eathan Allen Hitchcock and kaff
Halleck, both lawyers who became generals, therlatcoming
General in Chief in 1862.

In Whiting's documents he developed the |dgabties that
would justify Lincolns measures to conduct the saccessfully
on both the war front and home front; he also agkominent
role in publicly disseminating and explaining thesaws.

One of the best students of Lincoln and ofGhel War,
Pulitzer Prize--winning historian- Mark E. Neelyes suggests
that it was Whiting's first pamphlatyar Powers and the
President, that convinced Lincoln that as commander in cheef
could abolish slavery in the rebellious states.ilWaading
Whiting's works, Neely suggests, Lincoln had bedaatant to
issue the Emancipation Proclamation.

It is perhaps a tribute to Whiting's success tlo successor was
ever appointed to his position upon his resignatioh865. His
ardent support for the Republican Party contindest &eaving
government service. In 1868 he served as presalahtictor for
Ulysses S. Grant, and in 1872 he was overwhelmielgigted to
Congress by the third district of Massachusettatbat age sixty,
however, prevented Whiting from joining the legisia body that
he had once worked with as a member of the exexbtianch.

End of prelude.
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Contrary to what many people believe, the t&mited States is
NOT separate and distinct from the term UnitedeStaf America
because the two are synonymous. As | stated wayiba®90
and continue to state, America is a country, aed_thited States
IS NOT a country. The United States belongs to AcaeiSince th
phrase United States OF America contains the WOFl' 'betweer
the two words United States and America, properofisiee word
OF means the United States belongs to America.h¥ematile of
grammar is that the phrase United States is acpéatiplace and
not a group of states united. To become a growgtadés the word
United would have to appear as united States. fitad! Su" would
change the word United from a noun to an adjec®eeone, to be
grammatically correct, would have to write unitegdt8s of
America to correctly mean all 50 States. But eVet is not a
country. Simply writing United States of Americaans only
Congress, AKA United States. A very simple proofvigen the
TV airs the State of the Union message. The Preside
announced as always, "l now present the PresidehedJnited
States." It is never announced, | now presenPtisident of the
united States of America. To be the President@fthted States
of America would mean that the Governors of eacthefstates
would not have the final say on any laws passedanhstate but
would have to depend on submitting anything theegooer had to
sign to the President for final approval.

Since | have shown previously in my other botfksough
copious government documents, both of the UnitateStand
England and History, that the common people neatifrad the
constitutions of any of the states, much less thitged States;
people still believe that they created the constitis and are,
therefore, the so-called Sovereigns. This soversigtus is
claimed to be that the people can tell governmdrattvand when
to do anything through their perceived notion thaty have
representatives and these so-called representatigdbeir
servants. This is a myth that has been told peidplen through
the centuries. This big lie is passed from genendth generation
so much so that people of all walks of life nowedtkas gospel
truth. This myth is what has caused much dissertnang the
vast majority of people and even to cause infighamongst
people called "patriots”, "militia" and otherslikde mind.

This War Powers book is just another suppartrfg research
and others such as Mr. Montgomery. | will lead itits myth by
guoting this great authority on War Powers and vilealhad to say
back in 1864. This will be very short and as | rdadugh the
book | will add to his work to further show the lealy and Myth.
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It will be unbelievable to many, who still belietlee Big Lie, that
they are sovereign and somehow have control oftipposed
government they alleged they created and can dsgpeith it
when it becomes oppressive as it has today. | fiopare ready
because what follows are not my words but thoseetuthor
Whiting and concurrence of all government branchiest also
have to remember that we have been in a stateroivitlathese
people called Congress and the other two brandhss called
government.

The United States is a belligerent governmendeu
international law of nations and the people therées you, dear
reader, are the enemy subject and have never,lman,a
sovereign, and neither have your relatives datamkto 1787,
UNLESS your relatives were one of the aristocraayiig land
and money and possibly a grant from the Crown.

Before | get into the book, and to give you twva call modern
day research---Dr. Eugene Schroder did excellegameh on this
at the time | was also researching this materidédided that sinc
Mr. Schroder was doing this it would be redundardd the same
research, so | proceeded back to Lincoln to rebgaewar
powers back then. | had asked about 10 good rds=ari they
knew of the War Powers Acts, specifically 12 StB® and none
had researched it in order to give me any ansvierts.| have to
start with 48 Stat 1 which Roosevelt shoved thromgBxecutive
Order 2039, without Congress, on the 4th and Stafch 1933.
Then on March 9, 1933, Roosevelt convened Conguads
basically told them what he did and that they lasign off on it
as he declared a national emergency. This Nati&margency
made the United States citizens enemies by addemg to the
1917 Trading with the Enemies Act by changing Bfldhat Act
to include Americans, which it never did before jethis you
today.

The original draft was by the Federal Resesesn, NOT
Congress, and can be found in President Hoovepsr®#hat can
be obtained from any Federal Depository. On March933,
President Hoover said it was unconstitutional afdsed to
implement what the Federal Reserve Board draftechddiately
after taking office on March 4, 1933, the firstiRoosevelt did
after implementing what Hoover refused, was toelb® banks ¢
they could be issued licenses by the Presidergabwith the
enemy, who was defined now to be all people ircthentry.
Immediately after that, each State set up its omefgency War
Powers regime to coincide with the United States.
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After thorough research in North Carolina ligam of 5
people, we came up with documentation between theet)
States, and not only North Carolina, but other&stat was to
slowly induce people into obtaining licenses as tlosvpeople,
being declared public enemies, had to have liceriges
documentation showed how all people that were emqiired to
have a license to drive were now required to haeease merely
to travel as a right because they were the eneMigsnother and
father, both deceased, told me that they nevetdgdt a license
until 1936. This documentation also showed how dpaes were
set; how federal labor laws and unemployment corsgigon was
legislated into the States; and the most impoéatl the social
security; touted as insurance, it was in actualitgeans of
licensing the "enemy" to track their commerce uriderTrading
Acts with the newly revised 1917 Trading with threemy act.

This enemy surveillance is very evident todgyhe use of
what should be termed the Social Slave numbersoedlied Soci:
Security. It was instituted by the President, NQdn@ress as most
people believe. Oh sure, Congress passed legisksidt appears
they instituted it, but under the war powers ohky President
institutes anything of importance and Congress utiae
constitutional war powers takes a second seat., Tih&ffect,
become the puppets of the Executive branch. Winidkeuthe war
powers, all branches that should come under theslatige
branch and even the judiciary are controlled byetkecutive
department through the Commander-in-Chief.

Since 1933, and before then, we have always beder
Executive Emergency Orders despite in 1974 allnepsaled
EXCEPT for section 5(b) of the Trading With the ErneAct of
1917. You can find it alive and well in Title 12 D5 (a)&(b).
You can also find the other emergency war powess sl
existing from 1862 which have NEVER been repealéey have
their genesis from 12 Stat 319, and are 50 USC 2112, and 215
and 28 USC 2461 to 2465 as statutes passed ascaand
immediate result of declared emergencies. Youse# how this i
done as you read through this memorandum of mine.

This is totally under military powers of the if@mander in
Chief, The President. This military Rule allows thel
government to operate as it has, only it all coomeer
administrative directives of the Commander In Chldfis
explains the reason all courts fly the Executivesn@ander In
Chief gold fringe flag and Federal courts havei@tairy using the
United States Executive Seal. Now that you know, §y@u have
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been under executive Rule before and since 198®.mow go
back to the first President to institute the EmeoyeWar Powers
Act to make the people the enemy of the State. &adijust
made you the enemy of the banking cartel to prdakest. That is
why the private banking system Board can do whay thant with
impunity. They even wrote in the law that the signa card you
sign when opening a bank account, unbeknownstugstates in
the 35 to 38 page contract they are to give to paudon't, that
you assume the debt of the United States. Thisasnscionable
under the commercial law that you were never inEanThis is
your promise, assumpsit in legal terms, which a@tég and binds
you to pay the debt of the United States by becgrthe surety.
Remember all Banks controlled by the Federal ResBystem ar
agents of the United States Treasury.

How many people would enter a contract like,tkaowing
they are responsible for the national debt? Sined-ederal
Reserve is a private corporation and was madddbal agent of
the Treasury to collect and disburse money, orelhosction
called federal reserve notes, is the reason th@ [R& Form is a
return; a return of a use portion of the debt thatrculated arour
by the enemy, AKA the people of America. This \geay
insidious scheme that people have no idea existact | have
found and written on the fact that in Title 31tates that banks
can collect taxes on the 1040 form that is presetate¢hem. | hav
posted this research on www.atgpress.com/.

The first President to use the Emergency powess
Washington. He used it to institute the first ptevhank of the
United States, which, was against all principlethefconstitution,
EXCEPT, when instituted under constitutional wawpoit
became constitutional. Then in order to controlldaeks in each
of the separate states, which Congress could nohder the
Constitution in time of peace, he made districtsajweach of the
states. So now you had states and district stattthat is how the
district courts of each state were formed so theddrStates coul
now have control where it dared not tread beforecedemergenc
had been declared then all done under this acinstitutional.
Contrary to what people believe this act DID NOTtke
Constitution aside. It only operated in a differesty under
emergency powers.

Now with all this in mind that the CommandeGhief can
operate within the Constitution when military ruleder the
Emergency Powers Act is invoked; we move to Linsdime and
his Solicitor General of the War Department who terihhe book
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to show how common people have always been comesider
nothing but mere chattel property of a group oftagracy that
was called Congress. From the beginning, thisaddhndation
that has caused people to slowly lose what rigteg THOUGHT
they had, but the plan was to get where we areytathout a
major rebellion by the people.

This almost took place in 1861 with the South®tates wantin
to secede from the Union, and caused Lincoln tokevthe
Emergency Powers Act in Order that he could contrel
Government without Congress. He did this undegtiiding of
the works of Whiting. Once he invoked it Congressld do
nothing to stop it and the Courts, under this Aatroot stop it at &
as you will see why in End Note 17.

My comments, are placed]iorackets] so you know they are
not from the Book. All other comments and inforroatareend
noted so as to keep the flow of the book in order. Eyetyand
tittle is duplicated as in the Book. So with thamind let us move
to the Book.

WAR POWERS
Chapter |--THE CONSTI TUTI ONAL RI GAT OF THE
GOVERNMENT TO APPROPRI ATE PRI VATE PROPERTY
TO PUBLI C USE, EITHER IN TI ME OF PEACE OR I N
TI VE OF WAR

There is no restriction as to the kind or chtaaof private
property which may be lawfully thus appropriatedhether it be
real estate, personal estate, right in action possession,
obligations for money, or for labor and service. Thus the
obligations of minor children to their parentsapiprentices to
their masters, and of persons owing labor and seta their
masters, may lawfully be appropriated to public, esalischarged
and destroyed for public benefit, by Congress, wWithproviso
that just compensation shall be allowed to thergase master.
See END Note #1

The right to use the services of the minor,apprentice, and
the slave, for public benefit, belongs to the Whigtates. The
claims of all American citizens upon their servicabether by
local law, orby common law, or by indentures, carabnulled by
the same power, for the same reasons, and undsairthe
restrictions that govern the appropriations of ather private
property to public us8ee END Note #2

THE UNITED STATES MAY REQUIRE ALL SUBJECTS TO
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DO MILITARY DUTY.
Slaves, as well as apprentices and minors, ardlgcpubjects of
the United States, whether they are or arecitizens thereof. The
government of the United States has the right licugan its
subjects to daonilitary duty.
See END Note #3

"The general government of the United States has, in time of
peace, a legal right, under the Constitution, to appropriate to
public use the private property of any subject, or of any number of
subjects, owing it allegiance.

Each of the States claims and exercises a singlar over the
property of its citizens.
See END Note #4

"The only question is, whether this power is exclusive, see
Chirac v Chirac, 2 Wheat. 269; U.S. v Villato, 2IDa72; Thirlow
v Mass., 5 How. 585; Smith v Turner, 7 ib, 556; @0l v Prince,3
W.C.C. Reports, 314

Congress may thus give the privileges of aitstep to any
persons whatsoever, black or white. Colored mevingebeen
citizens insome of theSates ever since they were founded, having
acted as citizens prior to 1788 in various civi anilitary
capacities, are therefore citizens of the UnitedesSt see case of
Dred Scott; which no part denies that if colorechmere citizens
of either of the states which adopted the Consiitythey were
citizens of the United States. ... If white sulgeat citizens, owe
labor or service, even by formal indentures, suaigations afforc
no valid excuse against the requisition of goveminb@ have ther
drafted into the militia to serve the country."”

See END Note #5
INDEMNITY IS REQUIRED

"But, when individuals are called upon teegup what is their
own for the advantage of the community, justiceunexg that they
should be fairly compensated for it; . . . (AmendiseArt. V, last
clause,) Nor shall private property be taken for public use without
just compensation.”
The language of thiamendment admits the right of the United
States to take private property for public uses®@mendment,
being now a part of the Constitution, leaves tigittrno longer
open to question, if it ever was in questioned.

"PUBLIC USE"

What is public use" for which private property may be taken?
Every appropriation fothe benefit of the United States, either fo
national public improvement, or to carry into effaad valid law
of Congress for the maintenance, protection, oursigoof national
interests, is "publicse.”

See END Note #6
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REFERENCES AS TO THE CONSTITUTION, SHOWING Tt
WAR POWERS OF CONGRESS
The powers of thieegidative department in relation to war are
contained chiefly in the following sections in thenstitution:--

Art. I., Sect.8, Cl.1Xongress mayinstitute war by declaring
it against an enemy. The President alone cannsbdAlso
Congress may make laws concerntagtures on land, as well as
on water.

Art. ., Sect.8, Cl 12. Congress mrayse and support armies:
and provide and maintain a navy

Art. I., Sect.8, Cl.14. Congress may malwesl for the
government of land and naval forces.

Art. I., Sect. 8. CI. 15. Congress may [utevfor calling forth
the militia to execute the laws of the Union, sgggrinsurrection,
and repel invasion.

Art. I., Sect.8, Cl. 16. And may provide firganizing,
arming, and disciplining the militia, and fgoverning such part of
them as may be employed in the service of the drStates.

The preamble to the Constitution declares the ¢bfec which it
was formed to be these: "to form a more perfecobnestablish
justice;insure domestic tranquillity; provide for thecommon
defense; promote the general welfare, and to secure theibgs o
liberty to ourselves and our posterity."
See END Note #7

RULES OF INTERPRETATION

"Congress may pass such laws in peacewairas they are
within the general powers conferred on it, unlésytfall within
some express prohibition of the Constitution. Ififtecation or
emancipation laws are enacted under the war poésngress,
we must determine, in order to test their validitfpether, in
suppressing a rebellion of colossal proportions,Uhited States
are, within the meaning of the Constituti@hwar with its own
citizens? Whether confiscation and emancipatiorsanetioned as
belligerent rights by law and usage of civilizedioas? And
whether our government has full belligerent righgainst its
rebellious subjects."

ARE THE UNITED STATES AT WAR?

"War may originate in either of several wa@svil war, within
the meaning of the Constitution, exists whenevgrambination
of citizens is formed to resist generally the execuof any one or
all the laws of the United States, if accompaniét wvert acts to
give that resistance effect."

See END Note #8

"Hence it follows, that government, while engagn
suppressing a rebellion, is not deprived of thatagf abelligerent
against rebels by reason of the fact that no formal declaration of
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war has been made against them, as though theyaneaien
enemy--. . .. The right of a country to treat ébellious citizens
both as belligerents and as subjects has long been recognized in
Europe, and by the Supreme Court of the UnitedeStatee
Geo.lll. Ch. 9 1777; Pickering Statutes, Vol. 3age 312;
President's Proclamation, April 16, 1861 and UiStu$e at Large
1861, App.P. 2. It has been decided, since thisoedias in type,
that citizens of the States in rebellion are cagr®d agpublic
enemies, and are not entitled to sue in courts of the United States
See END Note #9

THE LAW OF NATIONS IS ABOVE THE CONSTITUTION
Having shown that the United States being actwailyaged in
civil war ---- in other words, having become a lggdlent power,
without formal declaration of war,--- it is impontato ascertain
what some of theights of belligerents are, according to the law of
nations. It will be observed that the law of nasias above the
constitution of any government; and no people wdnddustified
by its peculiar constitution in violating rights ofher nations. Wit
this caveat, it will be desirable to state som#efrights of
belligerents.
Either belligerent may seize and confiscate all the property of the
enemy, on land or on the sea, including real aswell as personal
estate.
[This is exactly what theydid to the woman as expressed in el

note #9 and hundreds of
thousands of people in this country every year]
CAPTURE BY TITLE

Some persons have questioned whether titleepasshis
country by capture or confiscation, by reason ofis®f the
limiting clauses of the constitution; and othergdigone so far as
to assert that all the proceedings under martral $aich as
capturing the enemys property, imprisonment ofspigd traitors,
and seizures of articles contraband of jadirdrug related or
other avenues the government of 1999 uses, whetlggrilty or
not to seize such property]and suspending th@beas corpus,
are in violation of the Constitution, which declateat no man
shall be deprived of life, liberty, or property taut due process
law, Art. V; that private property shall not be ¢éakfor public use
without just compensation, Art. V; that unreasopa#arches and
seizures shall not be made, Art IV; that freedorspdech and of
the press shall not be abridged, Art. I; and thatright of the
people to keep and bear arms shall not be infringad|I.

THESE PROVISIONS NOT APPLICABLE TO A STATE OF

WAR

If these rules are applicable to a state of temn capture of

property is illegal, and does not pass a titledaefensive war can
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be carried on; . . .Not a gun can be ficedstitutionally, because
might deprive a rebel foe of his life withodue process of law ---
firing a gun not being deemed due process of law.

If these rules above cited have any applicatidime of war,
the United Statesannot protect each of the States from invasion
by citizens of other States, nor against domestience;.

TRUE APPLICATION OF THESE CONSTITUTIONAL
GUARANTEES

The clauses which have been cited from the dments to the
Constitution were intended as declarations of igjiets of peaceft
and loyal citizens, and safeguards in the admatistn of justice
by the civil tribunals; but it was necessary, idarto give the
government the means of defending itself againstesic and
foreign enemies, to maintain its authority and digrand to
enforce obedience to its laws, that it should havenited war
powers. The right of war and the rights of peageoacoexist.
One must yield to the other. Martial law and claiv cannot
operate at the same time and place upon the saijeesmatter.
Hence the Constitution was framed with full recaigm of that
fact; it protects the citizen in peace and war;tbsitrights enjoyed
under the Constitution are different from thosavtoch he is
entitled in time of war.

See END Note #10
WHETHER BELLIGERENTS SHOULD BE ALLOWED CIVIL
RIGHTS UNDER
THE CONSTITUTION DEPENDS UPON THE POLICY OF
THE GOVERNMENT

None of these rights, guaranteed to peaceful citizens, by the
Constitution belong to them after they have become belligerents
against their own government. They thereby forfeit all protection
under that sacred charter which they have thushddagverthrov
and destroy[People, this was the ploy that the Roosevelt and
Lincoln governments used to reign over the peoplef dmerica.
The South wanted to leave, not overthrow the govement.
The United States always talks with forked tonguerad
reversed the roles, as they declared the people teeemy, not
the other way around]. One party to a contract cannot break it
and at the same time hold the other to perform tbis true that i
the government elects to treat them as subjectsoamold them
liable only to penalties for violating statutesmitist concede to all
of them all the legal rights and privileges whi¢her citizens
would have when under similar accusations;.

THE CONSTITUTION ALLOWS CONFISCATION

Nothing in the Constitution interferes with thelligerent right
of confiscation of enemy properf)Always remember people,
that you are the enemy declared by your wonderfuligpposed
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government that you, claiming to be Sovereigns, caabolish.]
The right to confiscate is derived from a statevaf. It is one of
the rights of war. The right of confiscation belsrg the
government as the necessary consequence of the podeluty
of making war--OFFENSIVE or defensive. (EMPHASI )

If authority were needed to support the rightanfiscation, it
may be found in 3 Dallas, 227; Vit.lib.iii., ch. $ct. 188; lib., ch.
9, sect. 1619mith v Mansfield, Cranch, 306-7Cooper v Telfair, 4
Dallas;Brown v. U.S., 8 Cranch 110, 228, 229. >From the
foregoing authorities, it is evident that thavernment has a right,
as a belligerent power, to capture or to confiseateand all the
personal property of the enemy; that there is ngtim the
Constitution which limits or controls the exercifehat right; and
that capture in war, or confiscation by law, passesmplete title
to the property taken; and thatjutlicial condemnation of enemy
property be sought, in order to pass title to ifdoynal decree of
courts, by mere seizure, and without capture, tméigcation mus
have been declared by act of Congress, a mereratataof war
not beingex vi termini sufficient for that purpose.

See END Note #11
MILITARY GOVERNMENT UNDER MARTIAL LAW

In addition to the right afonfiscating personal property of the
enemy, a state of war also confers upon the govemhother not
less important belligerent rights, and among thi right to
seize and hold conquered territory by military &grand of
instituting and maintaining military government ovie thereby
suspending in part, or in whole, the ordinary cadiministration.
The exercise of this right has been sanctionedhéylécision of
the Supreme Court of the United States, in the cb&alifornia,
Cross v Harrison, 16 How 164-190. And it is foundedn well-
established doctrines of the law of nations. Nizert, whether
loyal or rebel, is deprived of any right guarantéztiim in the
Constitution by reason of his subjection to mataat, because
martial law, when in forceis constitutional law.

A SEVERE RULE OF BELLIGERENT LAW

"Property of persons residing in the eneptumntry is
deemed, in law, hostile, and subject to condemnatthout any
evidence as to the opinions or predilections ofaveer. If he is
the subject of a neutral, or a citizen of one efhlelligerent State
and has expressed no disloyal sentiments towasdsohntry, still
his residence in the enemy's country impresses hisgoroperty,
engaged in commerce and found upon the oceantigehos
character, and subjects it to condemnation. Tsli@ principle
of law is sanctioned in the highest courts of Endland of the
United States, and has been decided to apply esadsivil as
well as of foreign war.
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CIVIL RIGHT OF LOYAL CITIZENS IN LOYAL DISTRICTS
ARE
MODIFIED BY THE EXISTENCE OF WAR
While war is raging, many of the rights heldrea by the
Constitution-- rights which cannot be violated Iy acts of
Congress-- may and must be suspended and hel@yaade.
See END Note #12
BELLIGERENT RIGHT TO CONFISCATE THE ENEMY'S
REAL ESTATE
Thebedlligerent right of the government to confiscaseemys
real estate, situated in this country, can hardly admit of a questic
The title to no inconsiderable part of the reaatssin each of the
original States of the Union, rests upon the vglidf the
confiscation acts, passed by our ancestors adayatadherents
to the crown. Probably none of these States failghss and
apply these laws. English and American acts ofisoafion were
recognized by the laws of both countries, and tbearation
modified by treaties; thewalidity was never denied. Theonly
authority which either of the States or coloniesrdwvad for
passing such laws was derived from the fact theat Were the
belligerents.
THE PRESIDENT IS THE SOLE JUDGE
"It belongs exclusively to the Presidenjudge when the
exigency arises in which he has the authority, utfoe
constitution, to call forth the militia and his d@&on is exclusive
on all other person.
*Such is the language of Chief Justice Taney, liveeng the
opinion of the Supreme Court, Martin v Mott, 12 Wheaton, 19

[Jumping to Chapter five and reading what the truemeaning
of the constitution is, will be shocking to thosehat think what
they read is what they read, and cannot infer anytber
meaning. No so because the Constitution is couched
technical meaning, NOT common sense meaning. Thisaw
shown when | quoted Article | Section 8 clauses.]

TECHNICAL LANGUAGE TO BE CONSTRUED
TECHNICALLY.

The language of the Constitution is peculiais technical; and
it shows on the face of it an intention to limiettechnical
operation of attainders, not to limit the scopextent of
legislative penalties. If the authors of the Cdnbn meant to sa
that Congress should pass no law punishing trelagattainder,
or by its consequences, viz., forfeiture of estatesorruption of
blood, they would, in plain terms, have said sat @énere would
have been an end to the penalties of attaindéheas was an end
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to bills of attainder. Instead of saying, "Congrsksall have the
power to declare the punishment of treason, but sbaimpose
the penalties of attainder upon the offender,'y #ad, "Congress
shall have the power to declare the punishmeneakbn, but no
attainder of treason shall work corruption of blpodforfeiture,
except during the life of the person attainted."

This phraseology has reference only to techeitact of
attainder. The Aworking of forfeitures" is a phrased by
lawyers to show the legal result or effect whicises from a
certain state of facts.

Note. Since the publication of the seventhiedljtit has been
decided by Underwood, J., in the Eastern Distrmti€of the U.S
for Virginia, in the case di.S v Latham, first, that the
Confiscation Act above cited is authorized by tlom€titution;
second, that by the terms of that Act (dated July 17tHG2,&h.
195), as modified by the joint resolution of Julstl2, 1862 (No.
63), the punishment of treason is not limited tdeibure of the life
estate of the offender, and is not required todokensted by the
Constitution; but the forfeiture extends to therengstate in fee
simple.

See END Note #13
THE CONFISCATION ACTS OF 1862 IS NOT A BILL OF
ATTAINDER,
NOR AN EX POST FACTO LAW

This act is noa bill of attainder, because it does not punish the
offender in any instance with corruption of bloadd it does not
declare himby act of the legislature, guilty of treason, inasmuch
as the offenders guilt must be duly proved andoéisteed by
judicial proceedings before he can be sentencesintitex post
facto law, as it declares no act committed prior to theetwhen
the law goes into operation to be a crime, or tplr@shable as
such. It provides for nattainder of treason, and therefore none of
the penal consequences which might have othenaige tollowec
them from such attainder.

ACT OF 1862, SECTION VI, DOES NOT PURPORT TO
PUNISH BY TREASON

If the death penalty is not inflicted on thealtyyand if he be nc
accused of treason, no question as to the validitige statute
could arise under this clause of the constitutioniting the effect
of attainders for treason. No objection could gedragainst its
validity on the ground of its forfeiting of configting all the
property of the offender, or of its depriving hirnliberty by
imprisonment, or of it exiling him from this countr. . .But the
crime punished by section 6 is not tineme of treason; and
whether there be or be not a limitation to the poefd¢he
legislature to punish that crime, there is no litaitts power to
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punish the crime described in this section,*. SeteNpage 111
United States v Latham.

Though treason is the highestitical crime known to the cod
of law, yet wide spread and savage rebellion isastiigher crime
against society; . ..

See END Note #14
STATE RIGHTS AND SECESSION DOCTRINES IN THE
JURY ROOM

The jury are by law judges of the law and thet,faccording to
the opinion of many eminent lawyers and judges. Wérethis be
so or not, their verdict, being upon the law arelftct, in a
criminal case, they become in effect judges of dand fact.
Suppose that a judge presiding at the trial is &baed loyal, and
that the jury is composed of men who believe tbgalty to the
State is paramount to loyalty to the United Stateshat the State
had, and have, a lawful right to secede from thskfDid not
the Declaration of Independence give that lawful ght? Think
again.] Whatever of the opinions of the judge presidinghim
United States courts might be on these questiang/duld have
no power to root out from the jury their honestiéfelthat
obedience to their own laws of their own seceditajeSs not, an
cannot be, treasofNow you are going to see how they have
destroyed the jury to gain a conviction in 99 perast of the
cases, say IRS cases, so that the courts controé thutcome
under the doctrine of the Military Rules of War, and the jury
be damned] The first step towards securing a verdict wouldde
destroy the belief of the jury in these doctrifgsunds like jury
tampering] of State rights, paramount State sovereignty,thed
right of secession. To decide the issue, accoritirige
conscientious judgement of the jurymen upon thesfand the
law, would require them to find a verdict agairs tUnited States

SYMPATHY

But this is not the only difficulty in the odion of this statute.
The grand jury and the petit jury are to be dravamfthose who
are neighbors and possibly friends of the traftemember, a
traitor is a "political" enemy as defined by the Sdicitor
himself and you are a "political enemy" today] The accused h:
the further advantage of knowing, before the tirhtial, the
names of all the jurors, and of all the witnessesa produced
against him; he has the benefit of counsel, angtbeess of the
United States to compel the attendance of witnasdeis behalf.*
Statute of April 30, 1790, Sec.29. How improbabl& that any
jury of twelve men will be found to take away tiheesk or estate
of their associates, when some of the jurymen teéras, or their
friends and relatives or debtors, are involvechandgame offense!
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[This is why the government stacks the jury. Now ware going
to get to the meat of jurisdiction in IRS cases. have stated all
along and written about it extensively that all revenue is under
admiralty, but very few will listen. Well read the next
statement of the Solicitor.]

LAWS ARE MOST EFFECTIVE WHICH REQUIRE NO
REBEL
TO ADMINISTER THEM

Those sections of the act of 1862, empowertggment to
seize rebel property, real, personal, and mixed agqply it to the
use of the armyftoday it is the local police using seized
property] to secure the condemnation and sale of seizecpyop
SO as to make it available, and to authorize pmiogsin rem,
conformably to proceedings in admiralty or revenases, are of a
different and far more effective character.
See END Note #15

Some persons have turned their attention taiogpassages in
the amendments relating, as was supposed, touthjscs. Let us
examine them:

Article IV. "The right of the people to be secumeheir persons,
houses, papers, and effects againseéasonable searches and
seizures shall not be violated".

This amendment merely declares that the rigbemg secure
against UNREASONABLE seizures or arrests shallbgot
violated. It does not declare that NO ARRESTS dhalinade.
Will any one deny that it iseasonable to arrest or capture the
person of the public enemy?

If all arrests, reasonable or unreasonableg \washibited,
public safety would be disregarded in favor of tights of
individuals.[So much for people who believe the rights of the
individual supersede the public AKA Government rights. Now
| ask you, Are you Sovereign?]

Not only may military, but even civil, arrests made when
reasonable. Emphasis the Solicitors.

[48 Statutes at Large 1, very specifically demted the people
of America public enemies, whether of the bankingartel or
otherwise, it was already done by Lincoln. Now to qove public
enemies have no rights that are protected by the fiamous Bill
of Rights is this passage in the Book.]

OBJECTION THAT ARRESTS ARE MADE WITHOUT
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INDICTMENT
The Fifth article of the amendments to the @artgon provides
that--[l let the reader obtain a copy as it is quoted hex in the
Book]

This article has no reference to the rightsitidens under the
exigencies of war, but relates only to their rightme of peace.
OFFI CERS MAKI NG ARRESTS NOT LI ABLE TO ClVIL
SUT OR CRIM NAL PROSECUTI ON

That military arrests are deemed necessargublic
[definition for "public" means government only] safety by
Congress is shown by the act of March 3, 1863,1cw@erein it
Is provided that no person arrested by authorithefPresident of
the United States shall be discharged from imprsamt so long
as the war lasts, and the President shall seesiispend the
privilege of the writ ohabeas corpus.

MILITARY ARRESTS LAWFUL

The laws of war, military and martial, writtand unwritten,
founded on the necessities of government, areisaect by the
Constitution and laws, and recognized as valicheySupreme
Court of the United States.

Arrests made under the laws of war are nedhatrary nor
without legal justification.
In Cross v Harrison, Judge Wayne, delivering the opinion, (16
Howard, 189, 190,) says:
Early in 1847 the President, as constitutional camaer -in-chief
of the army and navy, authorized the military aadel
commanders of our forces in California to exertmebelligerent
rights of a conqueror, and to form a civil govermtir the
conguered country, and to impose duties on img@ortstonnage
as military contributions for the support of goveient and of the
army which had the conquest in possession. No ane&lgubt that
these orders of the President and the action cisay and navy
commanders in California, in conformity with thewere
according to the law of arms &c.

So inFleming v Page, (9 Howard, 615,) Chief Justice Taney
says:
"The person who acted in the character of colleictonis
instance, acted as such under the authority amnihiary
commander and in obedience to his orders; ancetipdations he
adopted were not those prescribed by law, but ytesident in
his character as commander-in-chief."

It is established by these opinions that mijitarders, in

accordance with martial law or the laws of war utpo they may
be contrary to municipal laws; and the use of thealimeans of
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enforcing such orders by military power, includcapture, arrest,
imprisonment, or the destruction of life and prapgisuch as
those in the Waco incident and others throughout ta country]
are authorized and sustained upon the firm basisaofial law,
which is, in time of warfand national emergency that we have
been living under all our lives]constitutional law.

END OF PART ONE OF WHITINGS WAR POWERS
End Note #1

Now people, are you still sovereign? Did commenple write
such a Constitution that would destroy the childserthey could
be taken by Congress without your consent? | thok
End Note #2

And you think that the people who fought ferddom would
have written and ratified such a power to a groumere men,
Congress, by way of this Constitution that you sarty love? Are
you stating to realize something is amiss?

End Note #3

Now if you are Sovereign why do they call albgects?

They italicized the words, not I. Without a dbev of a doubt
you are slaves to Congress. Do you have to wordanare why
the state can take your children and you are pes®ito do
anything about it? And the common people wrotelagldtve in a
Constitution that would allow a group of men cal@ongress to
have so much power when they just fought for free?ld dont
think so, and in fact it has been proven in eveiyial
constitution that no common man had a say in drgfiny
Constitution. The proof can be found in every Statdive
Building by obtaining the original writings.

Was not Patrick Henry correct when he stategtlenJune 7th
1788 Convention that the Constitution, "Among otheformities,
it has an awful squinting: it squints toward motgrcAnd does
not raise indignation in the breast of every Amemie Your
President may easily become King. . . The army salute him
Monarch: your militia will leave you and assistnraking him
King and fight against you. And what have you tpage this
force? What will then become of you and your rightgill not
absolute despotism ensue?"

And what of James Wilson when he voiced, "Hdooked
upon "that paper" as the most fatal plan that cpokkible be
conceived to enslave a free people." Ok, so whas dommit you
to the wrath of Congress? It is stated in the Biodig italic
letters, which you all should look in a grammatrtidicary to see
what italics mean.

End Note #4
As stated, the people are "SUBJECTS" of thegBawent just
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like the "subjects" of English Rule and the womlgalics that
control you as subjects amHegiance. Allegiance can be found in
many ways. People are pledging the Pledge of Adlecg;
claiming to be a citizen of either a State or & thited States;
registering to vote; claiming to be a "residentthe state of the
forum; signing a signature card at the bank th&gates you to
accept the debt of Congress so you are bound kdyacoio pay,
thereby becoming a "subject".; claiming that thex§lution is
yours; claiming the Constitution was designed bypbe like you
and that is the law that you must abide by. Allanesumed to be
allegiance. Now did this apply to all, even colopsbple? Why
yes, and this Book proves that the Constitution &RED
slavery, and that it took away the rights of cmigkip of the
colored people. Now, those people that argue bealth
Amendment made the colored people free might beecibut it
also made the white people slaves when relyingnerifith
Amendment, even though they became slaves to tablisbment
when declared enemys of the "State". Thereforebldeks just
traded masters as the belligerent power, the Ceagecentrolled
them as enemy property as no money was paid torih@al slave
holders (just compensation) according to the ctutgin in time o
peace. After all it was Congress that took theksdans 1787 and
by recognizing them as property of the slave hodadually
instituted slavery of all blacks that once werdiZzens" having all
the rights and privileges they had before the Gutigin was
enacted by those in power.

The Book shows the misinformation used by peafdiming
that only white people were citizens. It also shtlvet the word
citizen was used well before the 14th Amendmenseas in the
guotes below.

End Note #5

Hence the President and Congress via the @Qatnsti took
away the rights of the colored people by declatimegn property.
The Constitution, that you people reading thisidwe that you ar
sovereign; believe that common people drafted atified the
Constitution; believe that you own your propertglieve that you
are not subjects of a group of men called Congmghat of
legislators of the states; believe the Bill of Rgyprotects you;
believe the Constitution is the supreme law ofiamel. Well let
me tell you that your beliefs are 100 percent wrdigat if | told
you that this Book states that treaties and Intemnal law of
Nations are supreme over even the Constitutionettdfy the
aristocracy of this country and that even the statecumb to
these treaties and International Law?

This Book proves it. This Book had an advisoogard of eight
professors and eminent lawyers carrying L.L.D.;[3.55.J.D.;
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J.D., M.ALL.S.; F.R.B and Ph.D. to authenticatectistents that
was written by the Solicitor General of the War Begment of the
United States. The Constitution that you claim jaxe so much,
took away natural rights of man via the war powet a
congressional right in time of peace.
End Note #6

| end Chapter one of the Book on this note. dih@ve are only
parts gleaned from Chapter one of this 342 pagk.l®@leapter on
Is only 31 pages. The word "Public" means goverriroaly and
not the mass of people. It is limited to CongrasState
Legislators. You common people have no representati
whatsoever. All Congress people do is representthed States
corporation claiming they represent you in therdisstate that
Washington created under the War Powers clausédh.1n this
chapter it explains the specific parts that are peavers clauses
and they are; Article I, Section 8, Clauses 11,1%2,15, and 16.
The Book also states that, "The preamble to thesttation
declares the objects for which it was framed tdéhese"-- then it
Is quoted. | now quote from another authority. dhadition of
Cases in Constitutional Law, by Cushman & Cushnirahere
they quote the Supreme Court in U.S. v. CurtissgirExport
Corporation, 299 US 304, 1936. "As a result ofdbparation fror
Great Britain by the colonies, acting as a ung, powers of
EXTERNAL sovereignty passed from the Crown note t
colonies severally, but to the colonies in theitemive
CORPORATE capacity as the United States of Ameérita.
purposely emphasized the words because the Crowistillahe
sovereign INTERNALLY because of his corporate casn
mineral rights that he still controlled. This isufa in Mr.
Montgomerys works on www.atgpress.com. The fadtitia
United States is a corporation, see 28 USC 300 i @hy the
United States can seize property of anyone whertbeaneed
arises. The evidence for this is found in:
16 USC Sec. 831x
TITLE 16
CHAPTER 12A
Sec. 831x. Condemnation proceedings; institutio@bgporation

venue
-STATUTE-

"The Corporation may cause proceedings to be stituted
for the acquisition by condemnation of any lands, @&sements,
or rights-of-way which, in the opinion of the Corpaation, are
necessary to carry out the provisions of this chapt. The
proceedings shall be instituted in the United Statedistrict
court for the district in which the land, easementyight-of-way,
or other interest, or any part thereof, is locatedand such cour
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shall have full jurisdiction to divest the completetitle to the
property sought to be acquired out of all personsroclaimants
and vest the same in the United States in fee singpland to
enter a decree quieting the title thereto in the Uited States of
America."

The corporation spoken of is the United Statesny of its
created corporations that take land under eminemiath, such as
the States or any corporation they form in whickytbwn 51
percent or more of that corporation.

End Note #7

So in time of war, which a national emergeraiisfunder, even
though no shooting or invasion has occurred, thighe
Constitution that you so dearly love and wouldfdig is the very
same document that allows all the presidents siaghington to;
declare the first emergency powers act to institueefirst Bank of
the United States in direct contradiction to thengaution in time
of peace; Lincoln who made the people the enentigeotUnited
States and its Union Members, the States; Roosaselaring the
national emergency in 1933 under the war powerardthe
trading with the enemy act; to the present Presi@énton to
control you as citizen/subjects/ slaves with th&tesyn designed
and drafted by the landed aristocracy in treaty wie Crown.
That is why the Solicitor, Whiting, stated thatdmtational Law of
Nations and Treaty rein supreme and not the Caitistit when
emergency powers are invoked. This | exposed byt cases in
my bookThe New History of America. The Big Lie is now even
more evident and | have just scratched the sudatee first
chapter of eight, in this book @¥ar Powers, by Whiting.

In the second chapter we find the Congresshepower under
the war power clauses to write statutes in aidhefRresident "in
the final and permanent conquest of a public enérhgannot
iImpress upon the reader the words conquest antcri@my and
| implore you to study these words on your ownni Bbrary and
to save you time, Mr. Montgomery has posted mudhisf
documentation on the web site previously mentiofiés Book
pertains to the time of the civil war but has feaching
consequences in the principals it spells out.

End Note #8

Right here is proof that if Congress pass [thas are repugnant
to human rights, and there has been a total eradiorany, many
freedoms of Americans, as you well know, then Wilgitis stating
that the people, who are perceived by people thiessé be
Sovereigns, are without any such power to corrextdaw or laws
repugnant to their rights. If the people were tratywereigns as
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they claim, no such section in the constitutiorated by the
common man would exist. For if in doing so, thegdeavould
have declared that they elected another King datdicc and to
thwart these rights the people claim as soveregh#)e Presider
or Congress has to do is invoke the emergency @oier Such
was done in 1933 when people demanded their mooeythe
banks that stole all their money. You know, thesotiat you have
signed the signature card agreeing to accept thieridd debt?
This right to seek a return of money depositedcheldanks for sai
keeping was thwarted by Roosevelt to protect alldhnks, whicl
included his friend Rockefeller who owned the Chmdank and
would lose all his holdings if forced to return {heople’s money
that was rightfully theirs. This was called supgres by
government because they were suppressing a rebeflithhe
people to claim what was rightfully theirs from ravpte banking
system that was now under the supposed contrbledthited
States as it acted as the agent for the Unite@sStetten the
United States did away with a truly Independena$uey by the
Act of 1920 in the year 1921, making the PRIVATEddeal
reserve system the fiscal agent of the United State
End Note #9

Although this Book deals with the Civil Wargtprinciples laid
out are for any emergency declared under the WaePcolauses,
not just the Civil war of 1860's, but Rooseveltgaking of that
Act, which to this day still exists. So the follovg must be read
with this in mind when considering that a majoofypeople say
there is no more constitution. There is a Constitytas it is
constitutional for what the government does to §gmlay under
war powers---like take your land as most peopleonfrontation
with farm land or wet lands would agree; confisaae home and
whatever under the war on Drugs with out due poésany law
that would exist in time of peace; license and nenadl people to
track the public enemies, that being you. It wdugthoove the
reader to seek the definitions of belligerent ithdegal and
standard dictionaries. The United States, as leeéigf, IS the de
facto government although constitutional, when fpeopad the
definitions closely.

| am at this point, inserting what came off theernet of the
hearings before Congress, of just one evidencdeeotdnfiscation
of hundreds of thousands every year, that, in biifgeace and not
under war powers, would have never taken place.nwéading
this keep in mind what you have already read aadbout to rea
after this actual happening.

Introductory statement at the Judiciary Hearing, July 22,
1996. Rayburn Building.
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To: House of Representatives / Committee on the Jidgdary /
Civil Forfeiture Reform

| sincerely appreciate this opportunity to spelto you in
person about my mother's experience with the abusa# our
national civil forfeiture law, a law which ignoresdue process,
encourages abuse by police and prosecutors, conises
property from innocent law abiding citizens and threatens our
sacred honor with the tyranny of a police state. Mymother is
an 85 pound, 75 year old hardworking frugal lady, wo chose
to squirrel away any extra money she had rather tha buy
herself any of the things most people consider nessaties.
Although she has bought a few residential rental perties,
she still tears Kleenex in half to stretch her mone and settles
for eating half sandwiches rather than run up her gocery bill.
She has never taken a vacation or missed a day's tkan the
business, but neither has she ever been to a shapgpimall.
She's always lived as though the next Great Depress would
happen any day. By 70, she managed to save arountD$00
which she kept in her house because her Depressiexperience
taught her not to always trust banks.

In December of 1989, the U.S. Government came iny
mother's home and took her savings from a floor sa&fin her
basement. Three months later, they seized her honaad two
rental properties she owned (20 men). You need tomkw my
mother was never charged with a crime, and the pale
acknowledged she was never part of my brother's mguana
ring conspiracy. Mom's biggest sin was allowing thadult son
she loved to live next door to her. After my brothewas
indicted, he fled town. The government suspected sh
PROBABLY had allowed him to use her property illegdly,
and PROBABLY been given cash earned by him illegatl As
you know, asset forfeiture laws only require probale cause to
seize property. Once property has been seized ittise owner's
burden to prove innocence to the government. Whernis
happened to Mom, | thought "innocent until proven guilty"
would apply in her case and she would immediatelyeg her
cash back. Trusting the government, | didn't even e an
attorney then for that matter. | soon learned laterthat under
the Constitution a citizen isn't afforded innocentuntil proven
guilty in civil forfeiture cases. She wasn't consigred innocent
and the government didn't have to prove anything. fie
$70,000 they took from mom was mostly old bills dad from
the 60's and 70's and was covered with mold and rdigw. The
safe was rusted shut and had to be drilled open. &gically, the
FBI did not keep her cash in an evidence locker, iudeposited
her money into a bank, co-mingling it with other peple's
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money and thus destroying her evidence and proof of
innocence.

The morning government agents banged on Mom'soor
telling her they were there to seize her home, ihcluded the
local police, County Sheriff's Dept., U.S. Marshal§ Service,
several FBI agents, and IRS agents (about 20 in allAll this
force to take some property from one, innocent, urraned, law
abiding 70 year old, 85 pound woman. | immediatelgalled
our family attorney and he met me at Mom's house.tlhad
previously been said to me by an agent, "They warto take
everything your mother has a make her tell what sh&nows
about your brother, and maybe it will make him comeback,
too !"

When | arrived at Mom's home she was in a daze. Oregent
had a camcorder going on her as she sat there inthad
negligee at 8:00 AM. She said she asked the agewtsere she
was suppose to live and was told, "I don't care whe you go,
but you have a halfhour to pack up and get out " Thankfully,
our attorney was able to reach an agreement that lawed
Mom to "rent" her own house from the government untl the
case went to trial. The horror of the forfeiture squad invading
her home still brings regular nightmares to mom 6 gars later.
| did everything in my power to convince the goverment
agents that they were making a huge mistake and thenom
was not a criminal. To them that didn't matter. Since they
COULD seize her property, they did. An agent saidd me,
"When | first took this case to my boss, he said rieeven to
mess around with it, that it was just another stupd marijuana
case, until I showed him how many assets we couldty§y |
spent many, many cooperative and truthful hours tryng to
convince them that this was insane, and finally rdaed it
would cost me more going to trial than her propertes were
worth. | eventually made a settlement with them andom got
to keep a little of what she worked her whole liféor. They
took most of it, including her dignity and love forour
government.

| am here for my mother and our Country. It istoo late to
help her case, and besides, | had the governmengjsia paper
that they could never bother her again. | want to nake sure
they can never do this to another mother with a badid. | have
been on this crusade since | saw a Readers Digesice in
1992, titled, Is It Police Work or Plunder, about rationwide
forfeiture abuse and Congressman Hyde's effort toeform this
law. | bought a computer, joined an Online InternetService
and have been e mailing thousands of unaware citizg to
educate them about this barbaric civil forfeiture bw.
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Nobody thinks it is right when they learn howt is used,
except prosecutors who do not want a proof provisioin the
law. One prosecutor told me, "Citizens don't need g@roof
provision, those in charge of a case are perfectbapable of
determining who is guilty!" That statement, | was pld by a
Constitutional law professor, is the definition oftyranny. | love
the America | knew growing up in the 40's and 50'shbut am
scared to death of the police state this Country edd become
with more and more laws allowing forfeiture. IT HAS TO
STOP. Our Founding Fathers put their lives on theihe agains
tyranny and cavalier attitudes. In my opinion, no real or
personal property should be forfeited except in crninal cases.
Eliminate this ridiculous, insane, corrupting law, or re-write it
to include meaningful proof, fairness and compassio It is
ruining people's lives and is just another nationatlisgrace.
Thank you.

Note: Mom eventually took her own life over this méer.

End of testimony

Now please read the rest of this Book moresetyosr go back
and refresh your memory before reading furthersTould very
well happen to you. This man, speaking for his ragthas no ide
he is talking to the proverbial foxes guarding sketus quo to see
that it is kept in tact and paying lip service trect what they
know cannot be corrected unless the Presidentra@scldl a repe
of 12 Stat 319. #2 a repeal of 12 USC 95 (a) &#B)A repeal of
section 5 (b) of the Trading with the Enemy Actagten in 48
Stat 1, AND, abolishing the District States the Yagton created
to gain control over the people of the States @117
End Note #10

Now one must remember, that present day lawnsality
military law that allows the civilian authorities apply the rules «
war upon belligerents, the domestic enemy, YOU. @ost also
remember that the United States has declared vear itgocitizens
by the act of 12 Stat 319 and 48 Stat 1, whiclthi®day, has
never been repealed by Congress. The fact that T2IUSC 95
(a) & (b) has declared the people of America "pubhemies” stil
exists, proves it is a "domestic war" upon whicadttent
Roosevelt acted at the behest of the Federal Reséte have
become the belligerent enemy to the belligerentddnGtates.
Now mind you that we did not declare war againstlimited
States but rather the United States declared aerfeqi war upon
the people of America. There is no public declaraas if we wer
a foreign power as Japan was in 1942. No, theaesishtle
declaration in 48 Stat 1 and 12 Stat 319. Peoptethis hard to
believe until they read for themselves all theséus¢s and United

http://www.atgpress.com/inform/wep029.} 9/9/201(



Against the Grain Pre«- The Informe Page26 of 37

States Codes and regulations | have quoted hdreamlaw speaks
for itself quite clearly and after reading therwauld be
impossible for anyone to deny this fact. Belligesane are, and
with that in mind | return to the Book.
End Note #11

This is exactly how and why the IRS operates,BATF
operates, the DEA operates and all those otheabhfitagencies
of government, even down to child services. Anthember the
IRS is nothing but hired private collectors by tR& District
Director to collect for the private federal resesystem, the debt
owed to the International Monetary Fund by the &thiBtates, thi
caused you to become the "enemies" in 1933 by &B81$tvhich
was written by the Board of Directors of the FetlRaserve. You
also must remember at the beginning of this quBtak, it is saic
by Whiting, that minors can be taken in time of firam their
belligerent parent, or have you forgotten so spon?
End Note #12

The following proves that you never owned yproperty and i
you did, it can still be taken, evidence the wommgtight in end
note #9. So much for the argument that even thg Kiay not
enter your house although the cold, wind, rairc., efic. may. And
so much for the argument that you are sovereigrttaand
government takes a back seat to your wishes. Reeremdader
that you have been declared the "enemy" by thdsgad$ of
government, namely, Congress and the presidentsyatn claim
to be your servants. The confiscation acts havéeen repealed
and have been in force since 1787. Is it not nogieau that the
common man, wishing to be free, would have setugh &
government if he were Sovereign?
End Note #13

How does the U.S. government or the Statesisggnget
around this attainder or ex post facto law wheizjiisg property o
the farmer; people that they want the land forareti parks; wet
land violations that they dream up; seizures okialils of propert
under "drug war laws" whether innocent or not withdue
process? The reasons are found in War powers, vainech
constitutional. If you are not found guilty of tszm the validity of
any statute passed by Congress, or for that nthgeBtate
legislatures cannot be questioned, only if yousareharged with
treason, and, therefore, what you thought was &gtion does nc
become a protection under the constitutional operatf military
rule by civil authorities under war powers actsu¥uaill
understand by what is stated by Whiting in retugrimthe body c
the Book
End Note #14

So now you know that treason is ONLY a POLITIC&ime,
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how is it that we, the people of America, have Ipeedhe enemie
of the POLITICAL establishment? The answer is \v@mple aftel
reading my booKhe New History of America. The political
aristocracy who wrote the Constitution did not nador the
masses to take part and become sovereigns as ybunkahat
you are. No, neither you nor your ancestors evee\agarty to
the contract called the Constitution of any of tbénies nor of
the United States. | have quoted the case itNewHistory of
America from which | quote only a small part here,
" to this: that the States, in making the Congbtutintended to
give up the power of self preservation."

Lastly, the Court at page 491, said this offeple who made
the constitutions,

"The people of the States who made the tionhen,
considered themselves as the sovereign, and ther@uoent as
the subject. They were the principal- it the agé&hat this is also
true none will dispute.”

We all know it is not us people who made@omstitutions
but the select few as stated by the Court at pa@etb wit;

"But, indeed, no private person has a rigltomplain, by
suit in court, on the ground of a breach of the STitution. The
Constitution, it is true, is a compact, Inatis not a party to itThe
States are the parties to it. And they may compléihey do they
are entitled to redress. Or they may waive thetigltcomplain.”
END OF QUOTE.

The only way to control the masses is to insiconstitutional
war powers to institute a different, but consttiaal, set of
parameters upon the people. Once the war poweesdaped the
can change the statutes to fit the ends they waamthieve. They
do it slowly so as to not give a clue to the mas§hs war powers
act of 1862 now allowed the President and Congdress
constitutionally change the statutes that guarartee people, in
juries, to rule on both the law and the facts. dldy were the
statutes changed that took away to power to juldgéatv but it
also took away the right to be judged by your peBne meaning
of peers will be very evident when reading the et of
Whiting's Book and shows why today you have no such
protections because the enemy can have no sudatpoois. Even
to the point that the jury is not aware of the sladoctrination
over the years that they really do have the righadge the law,
but not under the Rule of Necessity in the Rulesitifary Rule.
End Note #15

Since | have been talking about these actsinfise and so has
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the Solicitor, | think it only fair to produce th@sodified statutes
that were born by 12 Stat 319 and never repedheayiag that the
war powers and military rule still exists. If themagainst the
people, by the government were over, these lawddAtave been
repealed.

Notes on Title 50, Section 212

SOURCE

(R.S. Sec. 5308.)

CODIFICATION
R.S. Sec. 5308 derived from act Aug. 6, 1861, 6hSgc. 112
Stat. 319.

Title 50 Sec. 212. Confiscation of property empbbye aid
insurrection

Whenever during any insurrection against theegament of
the United States, after the President shall hactaded by
proclamation that the laws of the United Statesopmosed, and
the execution thereof obstructed, by combinationsgowerful to
be suppressed by the ordinary course of judiciatgedings, or b
the power vested in the marshals by law, any pemonis agent,
attorney, or employee, purchases or acquires, @efs/es, any
property of whatsoever kind or description, witkemt to use or
employ the same, or suffers the same to be usechployed in
aiding, abetting, or promoting such insurrectiomesmistance to tf
laws, or any person engaged therein; or beingwhepof any
such property, knowingly uses or employs, or cotssensuch use
or employment of the same, all such property dfalbwful
subject of prize and capture wherever found; astatl be the
duty of the President to cause the same to bedsainafiscated,
and condemned.

Notes on Title 50, Section 213

SOURCE

(R.S. Sec. 5309; Feb. 27, 1877, ch. 69, Sec. $d19253; Mar. <
1911, ch. 231, Sec. 291, 36 Stat. 1167.) -COD-

CODIFICATION
R.S. Sec. 5308erived from act Aug. 6, 1861, ch. 60, S&;12
Stat. 319.Act Mar. 3, 1911, conferred the powers and dudfebe
former circuit courts upon the district courts.

AMENDMENTS
1877 - Act Feb. 27, 1877, inserted "may" aféery"district in
which the same".
Sec. 213. Jurisdiction of confiscation proceedings
Such prizes and capture shall be condemned inigshrécticourt of
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the United States having jurisdiction of the amoonin admiralty
in any district in which the same may be seizedntar which they
may be taken and proceedings first instituted.

Notes on Title 50, Section 215
SOURCE
(R.S. Sec. 5311; June 25, 1948, ch. 646, Sec. $t€2909.)
CODIFICATION

R.S. Sec. 531derived from act Aug. 6, 1861, ch. 60, Sec.12,
Stat. 319.-CHANGE-

CHANGE OF NAME
Act June 25, 1948, eff. Sept. 1, 1948, substittitadted States
attorney" for "attorney of the United States’e Section 541 of
Title 28, Judiciary and Judicial Procedure, anddtisal and
Revision Notes thereunder.
Sec. 215. Institution of confiscation proceedings
The Attorney General, or the United States attofoegny
judicial district in which such property may at tin@e be, may
institute the proceedings of condemnation, andigh<ase they
shall be wholly for the benefit of the United Stater any person
may file an information with such attorney, in winicase the
proceedings shall be for the use of such informerthe United
States in equal parts.
Now this is not the only place that seizure is fhumow move to
28 USC.

FEDERAL RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE
Admiralty and maritime rules of practice (which included libel
procedures) were superseded, eind and admiralty
proceduresin United States district countgere unified, effective
July 1, 1966, see rule 1 and Supplemental Rule€éotain
Admiralty and Maritime Claims, Appendix to thisléit

Sec. 2461Mode of recovery

(a) Whenever a civil fine, penalty or peieuy forfeiture is
prescribed for the violation of an Act of Congrasthout
specifying the mode of recovery or enforcementebgnt may be
recovered in a civil action.

(b) Unless otherwise provided by Act of Gaess, whenever
a forfeiture of property is prescribed as a pen@ltyiolation of
an Act of Congress and the seizure takes plachehitjh seas or
on navigable waters within the admiralty and ma&ijurisdiction
of the United States, such forfeiture may be emfdiay libel in
admiraltybut in cases of seizures on lanthe forfeiture may be
enforced by a proceeding by libel whishall conform as near as
may be to proceedings in admiralty
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Sec. 2462Time for commencing proceedings

Except as otherwise provided by Act of Congressaion, suit
or proceeding for the enforcement of any civil fipenalty, or
forfeiture, pecuniary or otherwise, shall not béeeiained unless
commenced within five years from the date whencthan first
accrued if, within the same period, the offendetherproperty is
found within the United States in order that progenvice may be
made thereon.

Sec. 2463Property taken under revenue law not repleviable
All property taken or detained under any revenwedathe Unitec
States shall not be repleviable, but shall be ddemée in the
custody of the law and subject only to the ordext @decrees of ti
courts of the United States having jurisdictionréud.

SECTION REFERRED TO IN OTHER SECTIONS
This section is referred to in title 26 section 443

Sec. 2464Security; special bond

(a) Except in cases of seizures for faufeitunder any law of
the United States, whenever a warrant of arresthar process in
rem is issued in any admiralty case, the UniteteStanarshal she
stay the execution of such process, or dischamgerbperty
arrested if the process has been levied, on regefvom the
respondent or claimant of the property a bondipuksttion in
double the amount claimed by the libelant, witHfisignt surety,
to be approved by the judge of the district courere the case is
pending, or, in his absence, by the collector efgart,
conditioned to answer the decree of the court ah siase. Such
bond or stipulation shall be returned to the caaumt] judgment or
decree thereon, against both the principal andisarenay be
secured at the time of rendering the decree itiggnal case. Th
owner of any vessel may deliver to the marshalred oy
stipulation, with sufficient surety, to be approvwsdthe judge of
the district court, conditioned to answer the de@fsuch court in
all or any cases that are brought thereafter ih soart against th
vessel. Thereupon the execution of all such proagasst such
vessel shall be stayed so long as the amount sebyreuch bond
or stipulation is at least double the aggregatewusnnclaimed by
libelants in such suits which are begun and pendgainst such
vessel. Similar judgments or decrees and remedagsh@ had on
such bond or stipulation as if a special bond ipugdtion had
been filed in each of such suits.

(b) The court may make necessary ordetary this section
into effect, particularly in giving proper noticéany such suit.
Such bond or stipulation shall be indorsed by teekavith a
minute of the suits wherein process is so stayedh&r security
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may be required by the court at any time.

(c) If a special bond or stipulation in fherticular case is
given under this section, the liability as to seage on the general
bond or stipulation shall cease. The parties maylstte the
amount of the bond or stipulation for the releasa wessel or
other property to be not more than the amount @dim the libel,
with interest, plus an allowance for libelant'stsofn the event of
the inability or refusal of the parties to so slgte, the court shall
fix the amount, but if not so fixed then a bondlkba required in
the amount prescribed in this section.

Security; special bond

Sec. 2465Return of property to claimant; certificate ofseaable
cause; liability for wrongful seizure

Upon the entry of judgment for the claimanany proceeding
to condemn or forfeit property seized under any &dcCongress,
such property shall be returned forthwith to thermobnt or his
agent; but if it appears that there was reasorchlse for the
seizure, the court shall cause a proper certifiteeeof to be
entered and the claimant shall not, in such casephtled to
costs, nor shall the person who made the seizarghge
prosecutor, be liable to suit or judgment on actofisuch suit or
prosecution.

SECTION REFERRED TO IN OTHER SECTIONS
This section is referred to in title 26 section 832
| now proceed to IRS cases to prove the abouendnat
Whiting stated about revenue and admiralty beiregstime
jurisdiction for collection and seizure. He did shat under th
war powers "in rem" proceedings are used. His r@agovas
adopted by the Supreme Court in 1863.

United States v. One 1966 Chevrolet Pickup Tr&ékF.R.D. 450
(1972);

"A proceedingn rem is governed by the Supplemental Rt
for Certain Admiralty and Maritime Claims, a supplement to the
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, 28 U.S.C. (hexkar
Supplemental Rules), See Rule A, Supplemental Rules

And this next case, United States of Angeridbelant v
$3976.62 In Currency, One 1960 Ford Station Wa8a@rF.R.D.
564; Key 31. "Although presumably for purpose ofanting
jurisdiction, action for forfeiture under Interrfaévenue Lawis
commenced as proceeding in admiraltyafter jurisdiction is
obtained proceeding takes on the character of @otibn at law,
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and at least at such stage of proceedings, Rulés/bfProcedure
control."

"On August 14, 1964 a 'libel' of informatioseé Supreme
CourtAdmiralty Rule 21; 28 U.S.C. Sec. 1355; 26 U.S.Z323)
was filed by the United States Attorney."Ibid 565.

Further proof is gleaned from Benedict on Admiraltly Edition.
Quoting from Benedict on Admiralty, 1850;

"Its necessary effect [the Act] was, however, tot $kee
courts on that system of practice, and really toase upon them,
in admiralty and maritime cases, the civil law pice; as that
under which they mugtontinue to administer justice, even after
the expiration of that act, until further provisioauld be madeé.

Section 105 states;

"The Purpose of the Constitutional Grant--The Esakent
Harmony of the Maritime Law. The grand purposehef t
Constitution was to unify the several Stdt=s/eral meaning
separate] the whole people, in their national, internatioaad
interstate relationandall other purposes were subordinate and
ancillary to this."

Section 123 states;

"The commission to the Governor as Vice-Admiral wary
full, granting, in language so clear that it canp@imisunderstool
an admiralty jurisdiction as wide and beneficiatzs most
zealous supporters of the English Admiralty evamaeéd for it

This is the type of court that exists today amy we cannot
bring a pure Article of the Bill of Rights argumenta contract
court of the law-merchant in their civil law undear powers act
of 1862. Benedict states at Section 5 that,

" ** *the civil law was held to be the law of admiityg and the
course of proceedings in admiralty, closely resewhibhe civil lawn
practice'

Remember, in 28 USC 2461, it statssnear as may be to
admiralty?

Revenue comes under commerce and is basie jaribdiction
of the admiralty/maritime court. Evidence the facery judge
states you can't bring the Constitution in his €oviou can't bring
in the Seventh Article of the Bill of Rights. Whiggcause it is
evident after reading Benedict ®he American Admiralty, Its
Jurisdiction and Practice, 1850, Chapter Xlll section 195, to wit:
" So the seventh amendment is limited to suits aincomlaw,
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which does not include either suits of equity, badmiralty and
maritime jurisdictiof.

The American people are not under common laangrother
law but Emergency War Powers.

American Ins. Co. v Cantet Pet. 511, 545 (1828). "A case in
admiralty does not, in fact, arise under the Cdursdin or Laws of
the United States."

Most people would not understand why such a vasild not
come under the Constitution. The reason being wherar, and
proceeding in admiralty, International law and tydaw takes
over. It is stated in Chapter two of Whiting's Bdbkt the Law of
Nations, which is International law, rules over @enstitutions.
One of the International laws is that of Treatyhvithe United
Nations. So try as you might to oust the Unitedestdrom the UP
treaty, as long as we are the enemy and the USiieés the
belligerent power running the show you will neuander
international law that we live under, obtain yooats.

Benedict states at section 204;

"In such cases, the question before thetcsunot whether
the court has jurisdiction, but whether the pagdyéright; it is no
a question in abatement, but a question of thetsnefrithe action.
“If the cause is a maritime cause, subject to atypicognizance,
jurisdiction is complete over the person as welbasr the ship. |
must in its nature be complete, for it cannot befioed to one of
the remedies on the contract, when the contraat iswithin its
cognizance'." The quote he used is from 12 Wheait A6loward
729 Boyd's proceedings.

Whether the party have the right? Yes. As easmaf the State,
you have no rights that you call unalienable. Amel ¢ase for that
is called, The Sally, 8 Cranch 382, 384, whereendburt stated;
"By the general law of prize, property engagedmitlegal
intercourse with the enemy is deemed enemy propiéis/of no
consequence whether it belong to an ally or aesitizhe traffic
stamps it with a hostile character, and attachésalbthe penal
consequences of enemy ownership".

In The Shark, (1862)page 218 the courestat

"All persons doing business with the enewlyether citizens
of the United States or citizens of the other gellent nation or
neutrals, are as to their property to be deemenhigse'

Therefore, with all this knowledge as to whyyare deemed
the enemy, this case called The Julia, (1813) fagjl# into what
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Whiting stated in 1864 about the enemy having gbtsi.

"No contract is considered valid as betweemeeg, at least so
far as to give them a remedy in the courts of eifozrernment,
and they have, in the language of the civil lawabdity to sustait
a persona standi in judicio."

Now you know why people charged under the raedaws that
are in court have a 99 percent chance of losinge na right to
present the law or regulations to the jury, as liaatbeen
eliminated slowly since 1867; to claim and showeéedse; are 99
percent of the time denied all motions that wowdsténto be ruled
in their favor. AND, when having a claim agains thnited State
they always institute a Rule 12(b)(6), that claivi@3U have not
stated a cause in which relief can be granted. i§tge because t
enemy in rebellion, the cash cow of the Unitedeitathe so calle
"tax protestor”, can never overcome. The IRS caegwoperty o
all types without any due process in the courtsteethey take the
property as explained in Whitings Book continuetgayou read
this endnote. Also, for those people who beliewa ihyou revoke
all signatures and get out of banking and socialisty, get rid of
all contracts with the government that you are.fiat so,
because you are still the neutral under the emeyg@var) power:
act. You could claim to be the highest exhaltedmrédom another
country, but as long as you stay in this countrgtarrine
belligerent power, you are the subject of this goreent. This is
fact that no one can deny. The "neutral" spealkisa¢dact that
your presence in the state or country makes yanamy, so to
argue you are not subject, because you have renyovegdelf
from banking or social security, holds no watetht® conqueror
holding the guns, or | might add to internatiorzaV ]

End Note #16

Yes, the habeas corpus is a PRIVILEGE and N@QgH, and i
Is granted by government in time of peace. It aahfzas, for all
intents and purposes, been suspended. This isn¢\agleéhe fact
that between 1957 and about 1990 only 3 percealt bhibeas
corpus have been granted. Now, all this materidsbas proven
one thing. That is, the people of America who thHdubey were
sovereign; who thought government was their serwamb
thought the Constitution was their doing; who thautdpe Bill of
Rights were written for them; who thought the cdosbn was
there to protect them; who thought that white etz were always
above the blacks; who thought the term "citizenl' mibt show up
until after the Fourteenth Amendment; who nevelized that
blacks voted, held office, held military commissdrefore the
1787 Constitution; who did not realize that the 2 Tnstitution

http://www.atgpress.com/inform/wep029.} 9/9/201(



Against the Grain Pre«- The Informe Page35 of 37

enslaved the black people by considering them ptpjg the
institution of Article I, Section 2, Clause 3; wtlmught the
constitution was over all treaty law or Internaablaw of nations;
who thought we were living in times of peace; winmondt believe
they are considered "public" enemies; who beliénet they are
free, are sorely mistaken. So let us move alortgerBook and
destroy some more myths. One has to rememberhisaBbok
was written during Civil war and talks about mititdaw, the
principles apply to this very day, even though you do not see
uniformed officers behind the desks of the alphalgeicies of
government, although you do see quasi militarygaes in the
form of a police officer that is termed "law enfengent." They ar
no longer peace officels.

End Note #17

Turning to Whiting's separate section Titl@tie Return of the
Rebellious Sates to the Union, we see the mindset of government,
our enemy, as so aptly stated by Albert J. Nodkisrbook, Our
Enemy, The State. It shows that the people of thétSand the
North became enemies of the United States, AKA Gzs¥g]j
because the southern states could not be adméatedifito the
Union and have disabilities different than the hoB8o Congress
over rode President Johnsons veto of the war poafersJohnson
decreed the war powers over, and then Congresardddhat in
order to have all states on equal footing they daaintinue the
emergency war powers to include all the peopléenStates of tr
Union to be enemies, subject to the confiscatids alc12 Stat
319. The section on Reconstruction of the Uniom&hihat the
southern States were forced into submitting tdthi#ed States,
thereby showing, for all to see, that the Constituts of "No
Authority" as stated by eminent Jurist Lysander@eo.

The South had sought to be free from the Uamexpressed in
the Declaration of Independence and the Constitutitat
whenever government ceased to be what it was sagpgosde,
they had the right to secede. Such was not theazasshows the
fraud of the Constitution for what it is. For ifgabuses could not
be remedied the South sought to only do what thest@ation
stated, and that was to form a new governmenthdutouch the
present government of the North. They did not war@verthrow
the old government. This also proves that the Vrebfl 783 still i¢
supreme over the Constitution which the treatytei@arhis |
brought forth in my booRhe New History of America by quoting
from the First Circuit Court of the United Statgeeaating in Nortl
Carolina in 1796. Before closing Part one | migid #hat the
emergency power can continue absent any war t@wdédgtit. The
case for one to read on this is Woods v Miller, 883. 138; 68 S.
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Ct. 421; 92 Led 596 (1948). This dealt with thet @ntrol act
that was declared unconstitutional by the Distairt. It was
appealed directly to the Supreme court and it saaethe District
courts judgement, declaring that because althduglwvar was
over the rent act was a direct and immediate cahes invoking
the war powers/Emergency powers of Congress amedftite was
constitutional and could continue as it likenetbitpolice power"
Justice Jackson concurring stated, "l think welwdly deny that
the war power is a valid ground for federal renttool now as it
has been at anytime. We still are technically stede of war."

Therefore, the emergency powers invoked byCiiegress in
the Reconstruction Acts and Roosevelts EmergenaeoActs
are still "technically" alive and well and have rebeen repealed
by Congress. One more nail in the coffin of the M¥that the
common man is Sovereign is the fact that when ése of Ex
parte Milligan was heard it was a conclusion that€ourt would
find the Reconstruction Acts unconstitutional bessaaf the
establishment of the military government throughbet South.
The court did not. Then two years later the cagexoParte
McCardle came before the Supreme Court. McCardieava
southern editor of a Newspaper. He used the stdasigned,
ironically, to protect the rights of Negroes anddral officers in
the South. The Court unanimously agreed that titetstgave it
jurisdiction in McCardles case. Then with McCarsliease alreac
concluded, Congress undertook to block a decisiaheoCourt by
repealing the law by which jurisdiction to hear Ma@les appeal
had been conferred. The repeal occurred and Mc€asll. What
happened is that Over 100 years since Ex parte Md&€dhe
action of the Congress in lopping off of the apgi@lljurisdiction
of the Supreme Court in order to forestall an urtedmlecision
has been generally regarded as a regrettabledtgeshssault
upon the independence of the Court-- a precedeichvithwas
hoped would not be followed.

This shows the power that Congress and thedergshas under
the war powers. This is why there is no separaiidhe
departments of government under emergency rules.i$hwhy the
Supreme Court of today, cannot rule against thegeney war
powers in effect. The Court is controlled by Corsgte
CONSTITUTIONALLY, under the War Powers Clause of th
Constitution. | would say, in conclusion, of Pamegthat the
Congress has continued its Sovereignty by invoknegwWar
Powers and Reconstruction Acts starting March 87180 that
they may invade and strip the rights of the pesplas to gain
more control than they had in time of peace unideiGonstitutior
The Congress are the ultimate administrators obnbt the
District Courts in time of peace, but has the caraf the
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allegedly separate branch called the Supreme Qoder War
Powers. This only further proves that the common was never
a Sovereign to begin with, despite all the hooplé eonjecture
that he is. By the term "common man" it is meaetritan on the
street, the laborer. Washington, Jefferson, Hamildohn Jay, et
etc, were not the "common man". They were aristygraad
money, had land, all had holding in the mother ¢guricngland,
and were what was called the landed people. Theg the Peopl
spoken of in "We the People" in the preamble, hetAcommon
man". The fact that grammatically the third wordaisentence,
being capitalized, denote a specific class whenaapitalized,
therefore People did not include the "common man".

If indeed it meant all the people it would hagad "We the
people”. Pull any English Grammar book and you ek for
yourselves what | say is correct. The lip servicd spin doctors
have done a wonderful job of hiding the true chietacf the
common man for all these years, that being, hesiggect here in
America, the same as he was a subject under thenCamly here
he is called a "citizen". There is no differenchislwas proven in
my bookThe New History of America, which, was written with
documented facts that were worded as if | wrogdl Mvithout
documentation, except for the direct quotes.

END of PART ONE
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