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Next, we turn now and address the | egal procedures used to
crack Protesting giblets when an invisible Federal
taxation reciprocity contract has been |l ayered on us from
t hat heavy and overwei ght King we have in Washington, with
the adm nistration and enforcenent of those invisible
contracts falling under a very curt, short, accelerated,

and abbrevi ated | egal procedure called Admralty

Jurisdiction. | wll be discussing two separate itens
under this section --

1. First, the legal procedure of Admralty

Jurisdiction, which is not necessarily rel ated
to taxation; and

2. A specific Admralty Taxation Contract
Itself. Federal Judges do not call this contract

an Admralty Contract, but my use of this
nomencl at ure occurs by reason of rel ational

I dentification, because there are invisible
financial benefits originating fromthe King

that involve Limtations of Liability, which is
characteristic of Admralty.

The | egal procedure known as Admiralty Jurisdiction
applies in Federal areas concerning tax collection,

because once a Person takes upon any one of the nmany
I nvisible taxation contracts that the King is enriching

his | ooters through, then Admralty Jurisdiction as a
rel ati onal procedure can be invoked by the Judiciary and
the King's termtes in the RS to get what they want out
of you: Your npney.

Admralty is a subdivision of King's Comrerce such that
all of King's Conmmerce that takes place over waterways and
the H gh Seas (at |east, such a geographical restriction
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of Admralty to navigable waterways of all types is now
only theoretical), is assigned to be governnent by a
speci al set of grievance settlenment and evidentiary rules,
just customtailored to Commerce of that nature... at

| east that was the case in the old days when Admralty was
once restricted to govern |legitinmte business transactions
with the King out on the H gh Seas.

Back in the old days, back way early in England's history,
our Fathers saw that the rul es governing the settlenent of
grievances that occurred on land just didn't seemto fit
right into grievances that nerchants had wth each other
on sonme Commerce that transpired out on the Hi gh Seas. A

| arge portion of business involved the transportation of
mer chandi se fromone place to the next. For exanple, on

| and, goods that were damaged in transit for sone reason
were generally always recovered fromthe accident for

val uation and i nsurance adjustnent purposes, and eye

W t nesses were often present to descri be how the damage
happened, i.e., whether a gust of high w nds cane al ong,
or sone other carriage violated rights-of-way and caused

t he accident, or that thievery took place. In that way,
fault and damages coul d be properly assigned to the
responsi bl e party. But transportation that crosses over
water is very different, indeed. Wenever high gusts of
squall wi nd cane about on the H gh Seas as nerchandi se was
bei ng shi pped from say, England to India, then many ships
were | ost at sea. No one saw the ship sink, the
nerchandi se is gone for good, the crewis gone as well,
and nonths and years transpire in silence as a ship that
was expected to arrive in a foreign port never appears. It
coul d have been piracy, a Rogue Wave, or the weather, or
that the captain and crew nade off with the boat to the
South Pacific, but in any event, there is no other party
to be sued, and no one knows what happened (there were no
radi os then). In sone cases, searching expeditions were
sent out to look for the [ost ship, and so years would
pass between the initial sinking or stealing, and a
declaration to the fact that was accepted by all

I nterested parties.

Question: How do you assign negligence for damages out on
the H gh Seas? No one saw anyt hi ng happen; no one has any
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evi dence that anythi ng happened. Who was at fault, and
why ?

On land, assigning fault and making partial recovery by
the responsible party is quite comon, but not so out on
the H gh Seas. So this special marine jurisdiction (and
"jurisdiction” neaning here is sinply a special set of

rul es) was devel oped organically, piece by piece and
soneti nes Case by Case, which grew and developed to limt
|iability exposure to the carrier and others, and al so

m nimzed the | osses that could be clained by forcing
certain parties to assune risks they don't have to assune
when nerchandi se i s being shipped over |and. Al so, sone of
t he ot her special rules applicable to grievances brought
into a Court of Admralty are that there is no jury in
Admralty -- never -- everything is handled summarily
before a Judge in chronol ogically conpressed proceedi ngs.
Al 'so, there are no fixed rules of |aw or evidence (neaning
that it is sonewhat |ike an Adm nistrative Proceeding in
the sense that it is a free-wheeling evidentiary
jurisdiction -- anything goes).|[1]

And so when [imtations of liability were codified this
way into the King's Statutes, this was actually Speci al
Interest Goup legislation to benefit insurance carriers.
[ 2] I nsurance conpany risk analysts are brilliant people,

and they now know, |ike they have al ways known, exactly
what they are doing at all tinmes when sponsoring statutes
that limt the anount of noney they have to pay out in
clains.[3]

And due to the extended tinme factors that were involved in
t he shi pping of Commerce out on the High Seas in old

Engl and, rules regarding the tineliness of bringing
actions into court, just never fit just right with a ship
| ost for nonths or years before the involved parties even
knew about it. So sonething originated out on the Hi gh

Seas known as Doubl e I nsurance; which is a general

busi ness custom continuing to be in effect down to the
present tinme, for carriers to purchase double the val ue on
mer chandi se transiting in a marine environnent (insuring
Commercial merchandise in transit for twice their cash
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value), and this insurance doubling was | ater enforced by
English statutes to be mandatory, due to the "inherent
ri sks involved. "[ 4]

Do you see the distinction in risk and procedure between
Commerce transacted over the | and and Commerce transacted
over the H gh Seas? As we change the situs fromland to
wat er, everything changes in the ability to effectuate a
judicial recovery for goods danmaged in transit. And
everything in Conmerce cones into the Courtroom
eventual |y, so setting down a variety of courtroomrules
just customtailored to nmarine business al so devel oped in
time, and properly so.

So in the right geographical place (neaning in the right
risk environnent), the application of special marine rules
to settle Commercial grievances is quite appropriate. And
| nsurance, i.e., the absorption of Commercial risk by an

| nsurance underwiter in exchange for sone cash prem uns
pai d, has al ways been considered by the Judiciary to be an
Admralty transaction. In other words, even though the

mer chandi se is not being shipped over water, and even

t hough the business insurance policy has absolutely
nothing to do with a marine environnent or a physical High
Seas setting, the issuance of the policy of insurance now
attaches Admralty Jurisdiction right then and there.[5]

And all persons whose activities in King's Conmerce are
such that they fall under this marine-|like environnent,
are into an invisible Admralty Jurisdiction Contract.

Admralty Jurisdiction is the King's Commerce of the High
Seas, and if the King is a party to the sea-based Comerce
(such as by the King having financed your ship, or the
ship is carrying the King's guns), then that Comerce is
properly governed by the special rules applicable to
Admralty Jurisdiction. But as for that slice of Comerce
goi ng on out on the H gh Seas without the King as a party,
that Commerce is called Maritinme Jurisdiction, and so
Maritinme is the private Commerce that transpires in a

mari ne environnent. At |east, that distinction between
Admralty and Maritinme is the way things once were, but no
nor e.
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Anyone who is involved with Admralty or Maritine
activities are always Persons involved wth Commerci al
activities that fall under the King's Commerce, but since
Admralty and Maritine are subdivisions of King's
Commerce, the reverse is not always true, i.e., not
everyone in King's Coomerce is in Admralty or Maritine.
Admralty Law Jurisdiction is a body of |egal concepts,

i nternational in character, which has its own history of
organic growth concurrent both within the parallel Anglo-
Aneri can devel opnent of King's Equity and Conmon Law
Jurisdictions, and in addition to organic gromh from
out si de Angl o- Anerican Law. Admralty Law has been around
for quite sone tine, and it very nuch does have its proper
time and place. Admralty Jurisdiction goes back quite
farther than just recent English history involving the
Magna Carta in 1215; it has its roots in the ancient codes
t hat the Phoenicians used, and it appears in the Rhodesian
Codes as wel | .

Generally speaking, Maritime Jurisdictionis the it

happened out on the sea version of Comon Law Jurisdiction
and Jury Trials are quite prevalent; Admralty

Jurisdiction is the it happened out on the sea version of
summary King's Equity Jurisdiction, and generally features
non-Jury Trials to settle grievances (as Kings have a | ong
history of showing little interest in Juries).[6] Just
what grievance should lie under ordinary Cvil Law, or
should Iie under Admralty Jurisdiction is often disputed
even at the present tine, and has al ways been di sputed.|[7]

Admralty Jurisdiction is the King's Commerce of the Hi gh
Seas, while Maritinme Jurisdiction could be said to be the

Common Law of the Hi gh Seas. If you and | (as private
parties) entered into Commercial contracts with each ot her
that has sonething to do with a marine setting, that woul d
be a contract in Maritine. If you or | contract in
Commerce with the King (such as shipping his guns across
oceans), then such an arrangenent would fall under
Admralty Jurisdiction. This distinction does not always
hold true any nore, as |awers have greatly blurred the

di stinction by lunping everything into Admralty.[ 8]
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This is why Admralty is the King's Commerce of the Hi gh
Seas and navigable rivers and | akes (or at |east, should
be). Aleast, that is the way it used to be. Up until the
m d-1800s here in the United States, very frequently
merchants paid off each other in gold coins and conpany
notes, i.e., there was no nonopoly on currency circulation
by the King then like there is today. So in the old days,
It was infrequent that the King had an involvenent with
private Maritime Comerce. And there was an easy-to-see
distinction in effect back then between Maritine
Jurisdiction contracts that involved private parties (or
Maritime Torts where neither parties in the grievance are
agencies or instrunentalities of Governnent) and Admralty
Jurisdiction, which applied to Commerci al contracts where
the King was a party. (Renenber that Tort Law governs

gri evances between people where there is no contract in
effect. So if a |ongshoreman fell on a dock and broke his
| eg, his suing the owner of the dock for negligence in

mai ntai ni ng the dock should be a Maritinme Tort Action).
However, today in the United States, all Commerci al
contracts that private parties enter into wth each other
that are under Maritinme Jurisdiction, are now al so under
Admralty: Reason: The beneficial use and recirculation of
Federal Reserve Notes makes the King an automatic silent
Equity third party to the arrangenents.

| n Engl and, which has |ong been a jurisprudenti al
structure enconpassing Maritine and Admralty Law, open
hostility and tension has flared on occasion regarding the
guestion of applying a marine based jurisdiction on |and.
During the reign of King Richard Il, there was a
confrontati on between inland Equity Jurisdiction Courts
and the assertion of normally sea based Admralty
Jurisdiction Courts. The confrontation resulted in a
King's Decree being issued to settle the grievance. That
Decree provided that:

“"The admrals and their deputies shall not
meddl e from henceforth of anything done within
the realm but only of a thing done upon the
sea..."[9]
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This Decree abated the encroachnment grievance for the tine
bei ng, but other encroachnent questions arose |ater on,
because the use of fee based summary Admiralty
Jurisdiction raises revenue for the Judges, and is
admnistratively quite efficient, and therefore all
factors considered, the inherently expansive nature of
Admralty is quite strong, and as such, Decrees issued by
Kings trying to limt the contours of Admralty were
sinply tossed aside and soon forgotten. So now one
nmeani ngl ess Royal Decree was soon foll owed by anot her:

“...of all manner of contracts, pleas, and quarrels, and
other things arising wthin the bodies of the counties as
well by land as by [the edge of] water, and al so by weck
of the sea, the admral's court shall have no manner of
cogni zance, power, nor jurisdiction; but all such manner
of contracts, pleas, and quarrels, and all other things
rising within the bodies of counties, as well by |land as
by water, as afore, and renedied by the |aws of the | and,
and not before nor by the admral, nor his lieutenant in
any w se."[ 10]

In the reign of King Janes the First, the disputed

boundary controversi es between the Courts of Commobn Law
and the Admralty Jurisdiction Courts continued on, and
"even reached an acute stage."[1l1] We find in the second

vol unme of Marsden's Sel ect Pleas in the Court of
Admralty, and in Lord Coke's witings[1l2] that despite an

agreenent nmade in 1575 between the justices of the King's
Bench and the judge of Admralty, the judges of the Conmon
Law Courts successfully maintained their right to prohibit
suits in Admralty upon contracts that were nmade on shore.
(Notice who your friends are: Judges sitting over Common
Law Courts). Other conplaints of encroachnent by Courts of
Admralty into | and based grievances surfaced during the
rule and reign of King Henry the Fourth.[13] So, Admralty
Jurisdiction is by its historical nature an expansive and
adhesive Jurisdiction for Kings to use to acconplish their
Royal revenue raising and adm nistrative cost cutting

obj ecti ves.

Qur Foundi ng Fathers al so had an i nappropriate assertion

http://famguardian.org/PublishedAuthors/Indiv/M ercierGeorge/I nvContrcts--06-Admiral ty%20Jurisdiction.htm (7 of 110) [3/30/2009 8:10:17 AM]



"Invisible Contracts" by George Mercier -- Admiralty Jurisdiction

of this expansive Admralty Jurisdiction throwm at them
fromthe King of England, which was a strong contributing
reason as to why the Anerican Colonists felt that the King
had | ost his rightful jurisdiction to govern the Col onies.
[ 14] Yes, King George was very nuch working Anerican

Colonial giblets through an Admralty Cracker; and so
Admralty has had a | ong habitual pattern of nmaking
appearances where it does not belong, of creating
confrontations, and of being used as a juristic whore by
Ki ngs functioning as Royal pinps: And all for the sane

| denti cal purpose: To enrich the Crown and not hing el se.

This concept of using Admralty as a slick tool for
Revenue Raising is an inportant concept to understand, as
this procedure to raise revenue through an invisible
Admralty Contract is now surfacing in the United States
in the very | ast place where anyone woul d think a nmarine
based jurisdictional environnent bel ongs: On your |nternal
Revenue Service's 1040 form as | will explain |ater on.

What is inportant to understand here is not nerely that

t here has been an expansi ve at nosphere of perpetual

enl argenent of the jurisdictional contours that
characterize Courts of Admralty that has been in effect
for along tine in old English history, but what is

I nportant is why this state of expansion continuously took
pl ace:

"The present obscure and irrational state of
admralty jurisdiction in Arerica is the
consequence of the |ong feud between the English
common | aw and admralty judges, clerks and

mar shal s, who conpeted for jurisdiction by fees,
not salaries, until 1840. They, therefore,
conpeted for jurisdiction of profitable
litigation between nerchants, but were happy to
escape unprofitable cases. In particular, the
common | aw j udges sought excl usive jurisdiction
whenever a jury of vicinage could be
enpanel ed. "[ 15]

So the reason why King Richard Il and the other Kings of
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Engl and had to keep issuing out restraining Decrees, to
hemin the Admrals with the ever-expandi ng jurisdiction
that they were assum ng, was because those admrals were
financially conpensated based on the nunber and types of
Cases they accepted to rule on -- so they obviously
accepted and asserted Admralty Jurisdiction over the
maxi mrum nunber of Cases practically possible; and why
shoul d they care about "nere technical details" as to

whet her or not that grievance really bel onged under
Admralty or not? Wiy should they concern thenselves with
the nmere question of jurisdiction when the nore inportant
event of looting a Defendant was so inm nent? Wiy shoul d

t hey concern thenselves with the comtes of limted inter-
tribunal jurisdiction when an operation of banditry was so
cl ose at hand? What the old Admralty Judges wanted was to
savor, experientially, the conquest of financial
enrichnent, and with such fee conpensated Courts,
Admralty Judges got what they wanted. Can't you just hear
the old Admralty Judge now

“"Way, the Plaintiff brought this Case into ny
Court, I've got jurisdiction!"

Here in the 1980s in the United States, have you ever
heard this sane identical |ine when challenging sone
rubbery little Star Chanmber Town Justice on a speeding
ticket? That determned little Justice of the Peace wants
just one thing fromyou: Your noney. Like the Admralty
Courts of old England, his little Star Chanber is also fee
based. And he represents everything curt, accelerated, and
I nconsi derate when ignoring your traffic infraction
citation jurisdictional argunents that was al so curt,

accel erated, and inconsiderate when fee based Admralty
Courts assuned jurisdiction on Cases they had no business
taking in 1300 A D.

Those old Admralty Courts wanted the self-serving
financial enrichnment that filing fees paid by Plaintiffs
gave them And so in seeking Admralty Jurisdiction
relief, Plaintiffs expected and got quick, fast, and
summary relief. And being financially conpensated the way
they were, are you really surprised that Admralty
Jurisdiction Courts were sinply expected by customto be
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the shortest, curtest, nost summary, and chronol ogically
nost abbreviated form of adjudi cation inagi nabl e? Who has
time for a Jury in Admralty? | can just hear a poor
fellowtry to argue rights in an old Admralty Court back
t hen.

"You want what? You want Due Process in this
Court? You want your Magna Carta rights? Ha!

[snort] This is Admralty. Judgnent entered in
for the Plaintiff. Next Case."

Today in the United States, just |like in those days of
King Richard Il, there is now an assertion of Admralty
and Maritinme Law going on in places where it does not
belong, and it is nowtrying to nake an appearance where
It has no business. Admralty Jurisdiction has in nmany
respects, "cone ashore" and now "neddl es" with nmuch of our
donestic "realm" as it currently affects al nost every

el ement of our inland Commercial society. Today's practice
of Admralty and Maritinme Jurisdiction is found not only
Iin its appropriate hone in that slice of business of
King's Commerce that is going on out on the seas, but also
on the navigable rivers of the United States, as well as
wor | d-wi de of f-shore well drilling activity. Admralty
Jurisdiction rules are used to settle clainms and
grievances regarding cargo, international conventions,

fi nanci ng, banking, insurance, |egislation, navigation,
hazar dous substances from nucl ear power plants,
stevedoring (the unloading of a vessel at a port), and
undersea m ning and devel opnent. An exam nation of sone
Commerci al contracts that aerospace defense contractors
enter into with the Pentagon and each other (from general
contractor to subcontractor) reveals slices of Admralty
very much now in effect. It is probable that Admralty
Jurisdiction will also surface sonetine in the future to
settle Tort clains arising out of the ClA s planting of

| CBMs on the ocean floor up and down the East Coast in the
1960s under instructions from David Rockefeller, using

t hat ship Howard Hughes built especially for this purpose,
called the d omar Explorer. Every few years since 1977,
strange stories have appeared in the news regardi ng whal es
beachi ng t hensel ves on Anerican coasts. On February 6,
1977, a |l arge nunber of whal es began beachi ng thensel ves
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at Jacksonville, Florida for no apparent reason;
comentators conj ectured that the whal es nust have | ost
their sense of navigation. Soon, 120 whal es had
nysteriously beached thensel ves at Jacksonville.[16] NBC

Tel evi sion News reported that evening that no autopsies
were going to be perforned on the whal es, but NBC was fed
i naccurate information. Wen privately dissected by

doct ors who knew what to | ook for, those whales had enpty
stomachs [neaning that the whal es had not eaten in a while
and were sick], and al so had heavy pl utoni um poi soning in
their lungs, originating fromone of the undersea mssiles
| eaki ng plutonium |ocated on the seabed 290 m | es ESE of
Jacksonville, at 30 9.9" North and 77 8.44' Wst, which is
one of those aging Cl A underwater ICBMs sites. Wat the
whal es were up against was a fungus |like infection that
had interfered with their breathing, originating fromthe
wat er - born pl utoni um and when dragged out back to sea
fromthe Jacksonville beaches, the whales returned to the
beach [negating the "l oss of navigation" theories]. The
whal es preferred to die on the beach, rather than carry on
life in their underwater agony. Those beached whal es were
coll ected and buried at the Gren Road Landfill in
Jacksonville, Florida, but today, they should not be
forgotten. Whales are mammal s |i ke you and ne, and soon,
rat her than mammal i an whal es acting strange (like running
up a stream and refusing to go back into the ocean) and
others trying to die by beaching thensel ves, people are
next;[17] and muni ci pal nedi cal exam ners perform ng

autopsies are not oriented to performplutoniumtoxicity
density exam nations in the cadavers they ponder over, so
the real cause of strange behavior and death will |ikely
be puzzling for a while.[18] But when correctly
identified, the King's Admralty Jurisdiction wll be
there to settle those inpending clains, as the source of
the Tort is juristic. There are a | ot nore nunerous
sources of plutonium now avail able to contam nate Anerican
dri nki ng water supplies than just sonme agi ng undersea

m ssiles, and what ever plutoniumcannot slip into your
drinking water by itself, will one day have the |iberating
assistance of a terrorist. And it is ny conjecture that
when the first hotel is built on the Moon or sone other
renote astral place, Admralty Jurisdiction will be right
there to make an appearance when the doors open.[19] Here
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In the contenporary United States, the very first Federal
Court ever established by Congress, was a Court of
Adm ralty. [ 20]

And so the use and availability of Admralty Jurisdiction
i s deened very inportant to our King; and for the

| denti cal sane reasons why Admiralty Jurisdiction
organically grew into the nost summary, shortest, and
swiftest formof "Justice" inmaginable in the old fee based
Admralty Courts: Because the King is financially enriched
by the maxi num nunber of assertions of Admralty
Jurisdiction that he can get. So |ikew se our King today
Is being financially enriched by his expansively asserting
“"Courts of Admralty" where they rightly do not bel ong.
Today in the United States, a King's Agent (sone hard
wor ki ng private contracting Termte who works for the | RS)
sinply sends a letter to an Enpl oyer stating that a
particul ar Enpl oyee's wage deductions are being

di sal lowed, or this fine is being | evied, and the Enpl oyer
junps instantly and sends the noney into the I'RS w thout
even telling the Enployee that the sunmary confiscation

t ook place. No opportunity to be heard in opposition, no
expectation of even being heard in opposition to the
Notice, just sunmmary confiscation. And the nore the King
confiscates without any Adm nistrative Hearings preceding
the confiscation, the richer the King gets, just like in
the old fee based Admralty Courts of old England -- so
you can just forget about getting any Contested Case

Adm ni strative Hearing on a grievance with the IRS.

The reason why summary Admiralty Jurisdiction is of
concern to us is because our King is using jurisdiction
attachment rules applicable to an Admralty Jurisdictional
environment to us interior folks out here in the
countryside where Admralty Jurisdiction does not
correctly lie. (The only ordinary | and based fol ks who

shoul d properly be under King's in personam Admralty
Jurisdiction are Governnent Enpl oyees (Federal and state),
MIlitary Service personnel, and those who specifically
contract into Admralty Jurisdiction (such as Enpl oyees
wor king for a Defense contractor with a Security

Cl earance, and private contractors hired by Governnent to
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perform | aw enforcenent related work)). The King and the
Princes are using Admralty Jurisprudence reasoning to

ef fectuate an attachnent of Enfranchi senent on Natural
Persons, by virtue of all Ctizens, so called, being nade
a Party to the 14th Anendnent; well, that is the process
by which Admralty attaches, however the confl uence of
reasons why the King so attaches Admralty all focuses on
just one Royal objective: The King wants your noney, and
he is going to hypothecate you, and use invisible
contracts in Admralty to get what he wants.[21]

Most folks think that, well, the 14th Anendnent just freed
t he sl aves, or maybe sonet hing noble and righteous |ike
that. Not so. Every single Anrendnent attached to the
Constitution after the original Ten in the Bill of Rights,
Is in contravention to the original version of 1787 for

one reason or another, and each of the after Ten were
sponsored by people -- Genlins, inps -- operating with
sub silentio sinister danmages intentions. Under the 14th
Amendment, there now lies a state of Debt Hypothecation on
the United States that all Enfranchi sed persons bear sone
burden of,[22] i.e., all citizens who are a Party to the

14t h Anendnent can be nmade personally liable for the
paynent of the King's debt. So now when the King cones
along with his statutes and clains that, despite his own
14t h Anendnent, his Enfranchi sed subjects are now going to
be [imted in their liability profile exposure to nati onal
debt, inportant financial benefits are being conferred
upon Citizens, and the King believes that Admralty
Jurisdiction, with all of its giblet cracking
accoutrenents, attaches right then and there.[23]

The King and the Prince are using twisted logic to justify
this assertion of Admralty Jurisdiction where it does not
bel ong: Where it belongs is out on the H gh Seas where it
cane from Royalty now believes that the | egal environnent
of Limted Liability conferred on risk takers sufficiently
replicates the original legal risk environnment of Limted
Liability that organically grew up out on the H gh Seas to
be Admralty Jurisdiction. Renenber that Limted Liability
itself is a legal trick of enrichnment used by insurance
conpani es as debtors to reduce the anount of noney they
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have to pay out on clains; yes, Limted Liability is a
mar vel ous |l egal tool for the insurance conpanies to bask

in. Fromthe Price-Anderson Act that cuts nucl ear power
pl ant | osses to the Warsaw Convention that cuts airplane

crash | osses,[24] fromAdmralty Limtations on Liability

Act[25] on marine shipping to nedical doctors nal practice
suits,[26] Limted Liability is nothing nore than a
brilliant wealth transfer instrunment for Special |nterest

G oups to bask in, and all very neatly acconplished
t hrough the use of statutes.[27]

Soinalimted sense, the |egal environnent of Admralty
Jurisdiction could be properly said to apply to any
Commerci al setting where a debtor owes noney to other
peopl e as risk insurance, wth the anount of debt payable
by the risk insurance carrier being artificially | owered
by statutory Limtations of Liability. The true origin of

t he adhesive attachnent of Admralty Jurisdiction (which
Is just legal procedure) lies in the existence of
invisible contracts that are in effect, wth the contracts
being of such a maritine nature that grievances arising
fromthemare settled pursuant to Admralty Jurisdiction
rul es.

Let us be objective like an unpire or a judge for a
nonent, and stop thinking in ternms of what we want and
don't want for ourselves, so we can Open our Eyes to see
what is really there, by trying to view things fromthe
perspective of an adversary.[28] If we could |ay aside,
just for a nonment, the presunption by many that judges are
Fifth Col um pinkos and are ot herw se norons, and now
exam ne the King's reasoning on Admralty Jurisdiction
attachnment (that his Title 46 statutes have Limted the

Liability that Enfranchi sed Persons have encunbered

t hensel ves into through the 14th Anmendnent), then
unfortunately for Protesters, we find that there is sone
nerit to the King's contentions, and the reason is because
speci al financial benefits are being accepted by

Enf ranchi sed Persons, and so now an invisible contract is
in effect, with the result being that if a grievance cones
to pass on the contract, sonmewhat unpleasant Admralty
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settlenment rules will prevail.[29]

[When | was first told about the story of the 14th
Amendnent, | was told a story by nunerous peopl e and
groups, who should know better, that parents can bind
their offspring into Equity Jurisdiction rel ationships
with Royalty; and | heard this sane |line of reasoning from
nunerous different sources. When | heard that line, |
tossed it aside as a brazen piece of foolishness; the idea
of having parents assign debt liability to their offspring
by evidence of a Birth Certificate was then, and now
remains, as utter foolishness. | was correct in ny

| deol ogi cal rebuffnent of that line of liability
reasoni ng, as one person cannot bind another absent a
grant of agency jurisdiction. But |ater through a Federal
Judge | realized that there are special financial benefits
t hat persons docunented as being politically Enfranchi sed
at birth experience later on as adults when they are being
shaken down for a snooth Federal looting; and it is this
acceptance of benefits as adults, in the context of

reci procity being expected back in return, that attaches
contract tax liability, and not the existence of a Birth
Certificate docunent itself. This concept sone fol ks

propagate -- that we are locked into juristic contracts by
our parents since it is the parents who have caused the
Birth Certificate to be recorded -- is not correct: As a

poi nt of begi nning, one person cannot bind another. But
nost inportantly, all the Birth Certificate and
correlative docunents in the world will not separate a
dime in taxation fromyou until such tinme as you,

I ndi vidual |y, and personally, have started to accept
juristic benefits. The Law does not operate on paper; what
IS on paper is a statenent of the Law, but that does not
trigger the operation of the Law. Al the docunents with
Royalty in the world will not separate a dinme fromyou,
until juristic benefits have been accepted by you out in
the practical setting. In a sense, Birth Certificates can
be properly construed as docunents evi denci ng your

entitlenment to Rights of Franchise, if you decide to
exercise those rights |ater on when you cone of age, but
the reciprocal taxation liability Enfranchi sed fol ks take
upon t hensel ves occurs by operation of contract -- the

i nvisible contracts that quietly slip into gear whenever

http://famguardian.org/PublishedAuthors/I ndiv/MercierGeorge/InvContrcts--06-A dmiral ty%20Juri sdiction.htm (15 of 110) [3/30/2009 8:10:17 AM]



"Invisible Contracts" by George Mercier -- Admiralty Jurisdiction

juristic benefits are being accepted: Now, here, today --
and by you, personally and individually. The rel ati onal
status of your parents to Governnent, past and present, is

an irrelevant factor Birth Certificate Pushers are

I ncorrectly assigning significance to. Those who warned ne
of the adhesive Equity tentacles of the 14th Anendnent
were absolutely correct in their conclusory observations
of the effects of the 14th Anendnent, but they were

I ncorrect in their views that liability singly attaches by
reason of the existence of a Birth Certificate docunent
that their parents caused to be created. By the tine you
are finished with this Letter, you will understand why
written Docunents, of and by thensel ves, nean absol utely
nothing -- as it is the existence of Consideration

[ benefits] experienced or rejected out in the practical
setting that attaches and severs liability, and the
witten Docunent or statenent of the contract itself is
uni nportant for liability determ nation purposes -- and
for good reasons: Because the Law operates out in the
practical setting and not on paper, of and by itself; to
say that the Law cannot operate except if on paper is to
say in reverse that if there is no paper, there is no Law.
Not understanding the significance of that Principle wll
render yourself prone to error in your thinking.]][30]

Havi ng your Debt Liability Limted by statute is a very
real and tangi bl e benefit that inures to all such naned
Enfranchi sed debtors (inmagi ne bei ng an i nsurance conpany,
and having to pay out only 80% of your clains -- you then
get to pocket the 20%that the statutes restrai ned your
policy holders fromcollecting); the fact that, in
exam ni ng your own individual circunstances, you cannot
assign any substantive financial significance to it isn't
anything the King is going to concern hinself with. And

| nsurance conpani es are prine exanples of the
institutionalized use of this marvelous legal tool to
enrich thensel ves, and they are al so prine exanpl es of
just howreally valuable a Limtation on Liability really
I s. Renenber that when benefits are being accepted in the
context of reciprocity being expected back in return, then
there lies a good tight contract. If, for exanple, you are
an i nsurance conpany, and your average | osses for clains
under honeowner's policies is $100, 000, and the King cones
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al ong and decl ares that henceforth, the maxi num cl ai m
anyone can nake in his Kingdom agai nst an i nsurance
conpany for damages experienced by honeowners is $95, 000,
t hen those i nsurance conpani es very nuch did experience a
very real, legitimate cash benefit; and so it is now
norally correct for the King to participate in taxing the
profits the insurance conpani es made for this reason

al one, as the King very nuch assisted in enriching those

| nsurance conpani es by decreasing their cash expenditures.
Neither it is imoral for the King to enact statutes that
enrich sone Gane players in Comrerce while sinultaneously
perfecting the Enscrewnment of others, as renenber that
entrance into the cl osed private domain of King' s Comrerce
I's purely voluntary.[31]

So do you see what a well worded statute can do? ...

i nvisible political benefits accepted get converted into a
gusher of cash for the King, to be used as a wealth
transfer instrunment by Special Interest G oups. The nore
nuner ous the nunber of wealth transfer instrunents the
King can create, the nore he can correctly justify before
the eyes of the Judiciary taxing certain Persons who

financially benefit fromthe statutory grab and give
schene. [ 32]

In your Case as a benefit acceptant Enfranchi sed Person
under the 14th Amendnent, if your share of the National
Debt is $250,000, and the King conmes along and slices off
$150, 000 fromthat Debt, so your exposure is now $100, 000,
then did the King just give you a benefit? Certainly he
did, and it is now norally correct for the King to
participate in taxing the gain he participated in
creating, just like he did wth insurance conpanies. If in
your business judgnent throwi ng half of your annual incone
out the windowto the King for these paltry artificial
political debt liability limtations is just not worth the
| arge percentage tax grab the King demands year in and
year out without |etup, then that is a business judgnent
you need to make; and that business question is not a
guestion that a Federal Judge can or should cone to grips
With in the mdst of sone Title 26 enforcenent

prosecution, after you previously accepted the King's
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Commerci al benefits, and now for sone phil osophically
oriented political reason, you don't feel Ilike

reci procating by paying the invisible benefits that you
previously received under an Admralty contract.[33]

Here in New York State, the regional Prince in 1984 becane
the first Anmerican Prince to enact statutes requiring the

use of seat belts by all notorists driving on his

hi ghways. This statute was openly announced as being
designed to cut the hospital costs of accident victins
(nmeaning, to limt the liability exposure of insurance
conpany clains by reducing the anmount of cash they spend
on each hospitalization claimwhile collecting the sane
anount of annual notorist insurance premuns). Here in
Rochester, New York, nunmerous insurance conpani es ran

| ar ge newspaper advertisenents at the tinme encouraging the
enactnent of the Seat Belt statute. | have exam ned the
| obbyi sts' material that was distributed to State
Legislators in 1984 on this issue; they were presented
wWith an inpressive array of the history of simlar
statutes enacted in over 90 foreign jurisdictions world
wide to justify their proposed statute in New York State
-- yes, where high-powered noney is at stake, there wl|
be hi gh- powered research and docunent ati on.

You may very well resent this grab and give environnent
that is designed to enrich the King while perfecting your
Enscrewrent in the practical setting, but if you do
voluntarily participate in the Enrichnment Gane of King's
Commerce, then your resentnent for being cornered in on

the grab side of this wealth transfer ganme, and your Tort
Law argunents of unfairness centered around that

resent nent, neans absolutely nothing to any judge at any
time for any reason. But what if you are different? Wat
If you don't voluntarily participate in Comrerce? Wuat if
you filed tinely objections, and have refused and rejected
all Commercial benefits? Now what ?

The reason why the King entertains this Admralty
"Limtation of Liability" Jurisdictional attachnent
reasoni ng goes back into the Gvil War days of the 1800s,
when a Special Interest G oup, perhaps a bit overzeal ous,
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exerted strong controlling dom nance in the Congress and
announced that they had effectuated the ratification of
the 14th Amendnent, in order to "correct the injustice"
fromthe Suprenme Court's Dred Scott Case,[34] and its
maj estic restrai nnent on the Congress not to forcibly
attach Equity Jurisdiction on individuals absent a G ant
of Jurisdiction to do so (Gtizenship is Equity
Jurisdiction, and the casting of Blacks (or anyone el se)
into King's Equity Jurisdiction relational settings

W thout the requisite initiating Charter jurisdictional
authority being there, is null and void). The reasoning

the Suprene Court used to rule on in Dred Scott was quite
correct; but unfortunately for political reasons, it
caused its correct reasoning to be related to persons who
are Bl acks instead of persons carrying other mnority
denogr aphi ¢ characteristics, such as blue eyes.[35] And so

al t hough the pronouncenents of Law in Dred Scott are quite
accurate, the factual setting was tw sted around j ust
enough to cause those poor downtrodden Bl acks to be

pi ctured on the wong side of the practical issue, and so

the Dred Scott Case becane a tool used by politicians
seeking a hot issue to enrich their own fortunes.[36] But

substitute sone ot her denographic feature of people for

Bl acks, and the Dred Scott Case woul d have been ignored.
[ 37]

The Dred Scott case ruled that African races, even though
freed as slaves by President Lincoln, and freed again from
bei ng sl aves by the 13th Amendnent, still could not be

pl aced into that high and unique |ofty political status
called Ctizen, with all of the rights, privileges,
benefits and immunities that G tizens have: Because
Congress was never given the Jurisdiction to do so, and
the reason has to do with the original intentions of the
Foundi ng Fathers in 1787 to create a sanctuary for white
Christians to live in without the unconfortable tensions
and frictions of society that always follow in the wake of
forced relations with other people of strongly contrasting
denographi ¢ characteristics. Al though the 13th Anendnent
very much abolished slavery, it nowhere tal ks about
Citizenship, which as a contract is sonething totally

el se, and which has very significant and inportant |egal
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meani ngs since Citizenship attaches King's Equity

Jurisdiction. Under this Dred Scott Doctrine, Blacks could
not even becone naturalized Gtizens (i.e., the Congress
coul d not enact statutory jurisdiction to grant
Citizenship rights to Blacks that the original version of
the Constitution specifically restrained and the 13th
Anmendnent never reached into.) So the 14th Anendnent cane
al ong, designed to change all that.[38]

Since politicians saw this Dred Scott Case as havi ng very
uni que qualities to acquire maximum political m |l eage out
of it due to the passionate public sentinents associ at ed

with it, the novenent towards adapting the 14th Amendnent

to deal with those utterly heinous and raci st Suprene

Court Justices quickly acquired nomentum and having the
power ful support that the 14th Anendnent possessed, it was
sinply assuned that it would quickly pass Congress and be
ratified by the States. Like statutory bills in Congress,
[39] the 14t h Anmendnent becane | oaded down with very

I nteresting declarations on the Public Debt, that had
absol utely nothing to do with granting Blacks Citizenship
rights -- seemngly the very reason for the 14th Amendnent
in the first place. Like the Panana Canal Treati es,
Grenlins saw a uni que w ndow opening to perfect just one
nore turn of the screws. And those pronouncenents on
Public Debts and Enfranchised Citizens are the structured
| egal franmework of the King to seek Citizenship contract
liability as a partial justification to pay |Incone Taxes
here in the 1980s. Renenber that nmere witten docunents,
of and by thensel ves, do not create liability. Liability
Is always perfected in the practical setting;, and it is
your acceptance of the benefits of Enfranchi senent (of
which the Limted Liability of your share of the Public
Debt is one such benefit), that gives rise to a taxing
liability scenario, and not the unilateral debt
declarations in the 14th Amendnent itself.[40]

The actual legal validity of the ratification of the 14th
Amendnment is now di sputed. The Utah Suprene Court once
ruled that the ratification of the 14th Anmendnent was
invalid and therefore the Bill of R ghts was non-
applicable in Uah.[41]
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For nore than a hundred years now, the courts have applied
the 14th Amendnent to pertinent Cases that have cone
before them And although questions have been rai sed about
both its | anguage neaning and the | egal correctness of its
adoption process, Federal challenges to the Ratification
of the 14th Amendnent have always fallen on deaf ears. Its

| ong time usage and the Lateness of the Hour Doctrines
have caused the Suprene Court to accept the 14th Amendnent
as law. [42] O and by itself, the 14th Anendnent is an

I nstrunment that creates a great deal of litigation.[43]

Despite the disputed authenticity of the background
factual setting perneating the Ratification Process of the
14t h Anendnent, the story of its alleged Ratification is

I ndeed a strange and fascinating chapter in Constitutional
history. It goes well beyond the natural confusion that
woul d be expected on the heels of a great Cvil War and

t he secondary political readjustnents that foll owed the

di sruption of power relationships. The nature of the

uni que political conditions back then and the energing
attitudes of individuals to furnish the key elenents in
the factual setting relating to pure, raw physical force
t hat the sponsors of the 14th Amendnent pressured on
Ratification-reluctant Southern States; and the sane

uni que political conditions are now responsible for the
first two assertions of an invisible |layer of Admralty
Jurisdiction over us all.[44]

Patriots now have a position to take on this 14th
Amrendnent: Do we want this 14th Amendnent thing or not? On
one hand, the 14th Anendnent has been used by judges as
their excuse to give us noble sounding, although largely
m |k toast, Due Process and other w de-ranging rights that
have been used as judicial intervention justification
jurisdiction in such diverse factual settings |ike opening
up Governnent law libraries to the public; chopping away
at the lingering vestiges of Richard Dailey's Machine in
Chi cago; ordering the Tonbs Prison in New York Gty

cl osed; ordering affirmative action in the hiring of

pol i cenen; ordering school integration busing; denying
retail business proprietors the discretion to select their
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own custoners; and in Boston, Federal Judge Arthur Garrity
actually took over adm nistrative operations nmanagenent of
a portion of the local school district in an intervention
effort to deal with that utterly heinous evil of racism
And it was through an operation of the 14th Anmendnent's

| ncorporation Doctrine that the entire Bill of Ri ghts was
made bi ndi ng on your regional Prince by the Suprene Court
(as the Bill of Rights was initially binding, by original
intent, only on the King hinself).[45]

And on the other hand, in an area of nore direct interest
to Genmins, the 14th Anendnent now spins an invisible
stealthy web of an adhesive attachnent of King's Equity
Jurisdiction so strong and with benefits so invisible,

t hat Bl ack W dow Spiders would be hunbled if they could
ever appreciate their reduced Status in |ight of this new
conpetition in the Jungle.

In a sense, what we want or do not want at the present
time is uninportant, since we as Individuals are w thout
jurisdiction to effectuate into the practical setting the
corrective political renedies of annulling the 14th
Amendnent .

In Fairchild vs. Hughes,[46] the Suprene Court refused to

consider the possibility of the illegitimcy of the
Ratification of the 19th Amendnent, and used as
contributing justification the conparative exanple of the
judicial recognition of the 15th Amendnent by its | ong
usage, regardl ess of argunents about its technical
validity. In Coleman vs. Mller,[47] the Suprene Court did
lightly review questions pertaining to the Ratification of
the 14th Anmendnent, and of attenpts by two States to
rescind their previous Ratification of an Amendnent as an
exanpl e of their philosophy that such questions be
deferred to "the political departnents of governnent as to
[ whet her or not the] validity of the adoption of the 14th
Amendnment has been accepted. "[ 48]

Al t hough the right of judges to nullify statutes was
seemngly settled in Marbury vs. Madison,[49] the question
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of Judicial statutory annul nment |ingered on,[50] Judicial
Revi ew now conti nues down to the present day as a topical
source of conversation, since the Doctrine of Judicial

Review is often used as a legal tool to justify taking a
phi | osophi cal position.[51]

Just as the low |l evel question of statutory annul nent by
the Judiciary continues on as a disputed jurisdictional

item so a fortiori[52] the higher question of actually
annul ling portions of the Constitution itself, due to

technical Ratification procedures, is strongly disputed.
[ 53]

Al t hough that line of reasoning is facially defective if
I ntended to apply universally to all circunstances [the
right time to do the right thing is right now], there is
sone nerit in the Suprene Court's desire that grievances
of this nature are best settled by what they call the

Political Departnents of Governnent, under nor mal
ci rcunst ances. However, when unl awful sources of
jurisdiction are being used (such as nonexi stent
Constitutional Amendnents) as justification to danage

soneone, then the Alice in Wnderland fantasy of

gentl emanly interdepartnental political comties that the
Suprenme Court would prefer to intervene and settle the

gri evance, becone i nappropriate and unrealistic grievance
settlenment renedy tools; and by indifferently all ow ng
fraudul ent sources of jurisdiction to be thrown at soneone
as justifying Governnent Tort damages, the judiciary is
dimnishing its own stature.[54]

As for the holding of the Bill of R ghts into binding
effect on the States, in every single Suprene Court
decision | have read involving the 14th Amendnent Due
Process Cl ause application, the Suprenme Court could have
equally justified the ruling based on the Republican Form

of Governnment Clause in Article IV, Section 4, if they
wanted to -- but they don't want to.

One of the receptive concerns one finds in the Suprene
Court is their perceived |lack of federal jurisdictionto
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I ntervene into, and overrule state proceedings -- This

Republican Clause is a real sleeper as such a Gant of
Supervisory Jurisdiction is inherent in its positive
action mandates. Shifting to the neaning of the C ause
itself: A Republic, properly understood, involves the
restrai nnent of the use of Governnment by majorities to
work Torts on mnorities, as distinguished from
Denocracies where sinple majority rule forces their wll
and their Torts on everyone el se.[55]

VWhat are Mnority Rights? Those Rights are the Rights to
be | eft alone and ignored by Governnent absent an
i nfracted contract or a Tort damage.[56] And those rights

are very appropriate to i nvoke when you are in the m dst
of a crimnal prosecution, wthout any contract in effect,

wi t hout any nens rea, and w thout Any Corpus Del ecti
damages bei ng found anywhere; and it has to be this way
since wsdomis not conferred upon majorities by virtue of
their sheer collective aggregate nunbers.[57]

| see a real germof tyranny in theoretical Denocracies.
[ 58] Since everyone, even | obbyists for Special Interest
G oups, belongs to one or nore overlapping mnority

I nterest groups of sone type, then attention to this

Republ i can C ause by the Suprene Court (and by us in our
briefs) can acconplish far nore than the | ess specific
"Due Process" words in a sinister Arendnent that carries
negative and unattractive secondary enscrewrent
consequences along with it. But we are not the Suprene
Court, so our know edge and wi sdom has to be filed away in

abat enent under Hi atus Status, pending our future
ascension into the corridors of power.

There are several ways to cure the mschiefs of factions
and their Torts; one is to renove its sem nal point of
causality [by the elimnation of troubl emakers, not

perm ssible without creating nore problens than were

"sol ved"]; another way is to control the net practical
effects of Majority Torts by creating a confederate
Republic, consisting of several regional states, and then
creating several layers of Juristic Institutions operating
on narrow jurisdictional contours, and sonewhat operating
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agai nst each other to alimted extent; this is very
simlar to the structural configuration of the United

States, with a federal |ayer operating vis-a-vis the
regi onal States.[59]

By the way, the original version of the United States
Constitution, which includes the first ten Arendnents (the

Bill of Rights), is organic just |like a contract, and is
subject to nodification, annul nent, and reversal by any
subsequent Anmendnent.[60] Therefore, the general

applicability of this Republican Form of Governnent C ause
shoul d be viewed cautiously, and should even be viewed in
the Iight of possible non-applicability on any one

I ndi vidual if any contam nati ng adhesive attachnent of
King's Equity or Admralty Contract Jurisdiction is found
operating on that Person. Therefore, the pleading of this
Cl ause without correlative avernents of Status pleading is
to be discouraged, as nultiple Anmendnents fromthe 11th to

the 26th have quiet Sub Silentio |lines of Admralty
Jurisdiction running through them which may very well

vitiate the enforcenent of the Republic Form C ause. [ 61]

Yet, nowhere in Anendnents 11 to 26 do the words Admralty

Jurisdiction appear anywhere, just |ike nowhere on your

| RS 1040 formdo the words "Adm ralty Jurisdiction governs
this contract" appear anywhere: And they never will. Angl o-
Saxon Kings have a long history of showing little

practical interest in the financial health of their

Subj ects, and so any full disclosure of inpending

financial liability, that would give the Countryside
sonething to think about in the nature of buggi ng out of

t he Bol shevi k I ncome Tax system al together, is the | ast
thing that interests a King. So how do sone of those

Amendnment s acconpl i sh such Sub Rosa objectives, when a

| i ght and qui ck readi ng nakes the Anendnents seem so
facially reasonabl e? Renenber that Admralty Jurisdiction
grew up in the old days quietly in the practical setting;
and it is there, today, out in the practical setting that
Admralty Jurisdiction is now roaring along. But Admralty
Jurisdiction is not a block of concrete or sone grand
nmonunent |i ke Mount Rushnore we can all | ook up at and
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plainly see; Admralty is only |egal reasoning, and so
properly understood, Admralty Jurisdiction is nothing
nore than a sequential set of ideas in the brains of
Federal Judges. So in order to understand this line of
Admralty reasoning, we need to examne its natural
operation and practical effects. Since

“...the purpose of an [Anmendnent or Jurisdiction] nust be
found in its natural operation and effect..."[62]

we now need to probe for the natural operation and effect
of these after Ten Anendnents. For an exanple of the real

meani ng behind the after Ten Anendnents, |et us
nonentarily consider just one of them The 25th Anendnent.
What an Anmendnent this is. The closest draft to what is
now t he 25th Amendnent was witten in New York City in the
Spring of 1963 by |l awers hired by Nel son Rockefeller for
t hat purpose. Rockefeller famly political strategists had
previ ously concluded that Nel son Rockefeller's |ong-term
Presidential anbitions were only marginally feasible in a
conventional Anmerican election setting, and that a
redundancy factor was therefore necessary to give Nel son

t he best possible chance he wanted to be President: That
redundancy factor was a plan to circunvent that irritating
Constitutional requirenent that all Presidents be el ected.

After lke had a heart attack, Nel son Rockefeller proposed
an appoi nt nent anendnent to the Constitution in April of
1957, so that a person could becone the President by
appoi ntnent, w thout going through an el ection. The
proposal was nmade t hrough Nel son's nomnee in the office
of United States Attorney Ceneral, Herbert Brownell.[63]

Three weeks after President Kennedy was nurdered in Dall as
on plans previously approved by the Four Rockefeller
Brot hers, [ 64] Rockefeller |egislative nom nee Senator

Bi rch Bayh introduced Nel son's 25th Anmendnent into the
United States Senate, [65] and supervised its way through

t he procedures of Congress,[66] and ratification through

the States were later effectuated in 1967 under | obbying
by inp Herbert Brownell, Nelson's intimte.[67]
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So it was planned by the Four Rockefeller Brothers to try
and generate sone circunstances so that a man coul d now
come up the Presidential |adder, by appoi ntnent and

unel ected, through a succession of Presidents who |eft
office prematurely for various different reasons.[68]

Wth the 25th Anmendnent tucked in under his belt, just two
years later circunstances to place Nelson into the Wite
House were in full gear, and they soon bl ossoned into

public view with what was known publicly as Watergate, as

two Cl A Agents posing as reporters for the Washi ngton Post
drove the story into the ground, acting on instructions to
do so and under continuous advisory supervision. Nelson
Rockefeller's plans to ascend into the Presidenti al
corridors of power were contingent upon his successfully
getting rid of both Spiro Agnew, as well as Richard Ni xon
-- avery difficult task.[69]

First, Spiro Agnew was gotten rid of by Attorney Ceneral
Elliott R chardson, Nelson's friend, acting partially on
sonme dirt Nelson had been holding on Spiro all along, and
partially by Nelson's barking dogs in the news nedia; both

Time and Newsweek ran overly dramatic articles on Spiro
during the week of August 13th, 1973, signaling that he
was then to be cut down fast.[70] After sicking the IRS on

Spiro Agnew to go over every single purchase Spiro nmade
for 6 years -- even checking out $16 of honespun cloth
Spiro once bought,[71] Nelson arranged the ultimte

i ncentive to have a resistant Spiro Agnew resign and get
out of the way: By planning to kidnap Susan Agnhew, Spiro's
daughter.[72]

The day Spiro Agnew resigned [ Cctober 10, 1973], Nel son

was quoted by the New York Tines as being very well versed
in the technical wording of the 25th Amendnent -- as well
he should be for the extrenme central inportance of that
Amendnent in his inportant plans for conquest.[73]

Wth Spiro out of the way, Nelson sent his dogs to get
Ri chard N xon. Nelson's barking dogs in the controlled
maj or nedi a had been busy getting their juices prined;
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they were waiting for a key feature article to appear in
Ti me Magazi ne, which would call for R chard N xon's
resignation [the article had been witten, and the
acconpanyi ng phot ographs portraying a dejected N xon, had
been chosen al nost a year before publication]. Wen the
trigger article cue appeared, the dogs were turned | oose,

and the how ing was heard around the world. ...And a
vindictive Richard N xon reluctantly left the White House.
[ 74]

Now Nel son had the Vice-Presidency, but the Vice-

Presi dency wasn't Nel son's objective: He intensely |onged
for the day when he could officially hold, in public glory
for the world to honor, jurisdictionally the sane powers
he had al ready been exercising practically in Washi ngton
since Wrld War Il through a succession of Presidenti al
nom nees -- but now it was going to be his turn.[75]

Foll owi ng two assassination attenpts in California on
Gerald Ford by Lynette Fromme and Sara Jane Moore, a

poi soning attenpt, quiet staff suggestions that "...this
m ght be a good tine to nove on," offerings of private
enpl oynent, and then public demands from Henry Ki ssi nger
that Gerald Ford resign, Vice President Nel son Rockefeller
ran out of Aces to pull fromhis sleeve.[76]

Nel son's 25th Anmendnent had gotten himthis far, into the
Vi ce-Presidency, but it still wasn't the public spotlight
of the Presidency that he had been craving for since he
was a teenager.[77] On the eve of Jimmy Carter's

| nauguration as David' s nom nee for President, Nelson nade
one final attenpt to use his 25th Anendnent to el evate

hi nself into the Presidency via appointnent, by using a
slick legislative device related to the Electoral College

and his Status as President pro temof the United States
Senate; [ 78] but under pressure from brother David, Nelson

reluctantly backed off and | et go.[79]

Two years | ater, when Nelson was shot to death in his
forehead in his New York Townhouse on a Friday evening,
his plans for using his 25th Arendnent to assist himin
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acconplishing his political objectives died with him][80]

Today, in reading the 25th Anmendnent, no where in it are
there any words |ike Nel son Rockefeller or Dallas or

conquest or nurder or WAatergate or Bob Wodward appeari ng
anywhere, yet an understanding of the real existential
meani ng of the 25th Anendnent requires a contextual

know edge of the background factual setting that
Rockefell er political conquest was then swirling in: A
wel | -oil ed vortex of kidnappings, torture, disnmenbernent,
bri bes, whol esal e executions, nmurder, and intrigue.[81]

Hi storians witing their views on the history and

exi stential reasons for the 25th Anendnent try to cast the
Amendnent's origin in historical light, by discussing the

Renoval C ause of Article Il, Section 1, while | eaving out

any commentary about any Genlins extraordinaire at work

I n the background, |ike Nelson Rockefeller, who stayed
back in the shadows while directing the visible players in
this 25th Amendnent act.[82]

Li kewi se, a |light and qui ck reading of the proposed Equal
Ri ghts Anrendnent al so reveal s seem ngly nobl e and

ri ght eous purposes and | ofty objectives that are designed
to termnate, once and for all, that utterly heinous evil
of gender based discrimnation. The sponsors of the ERA
who circulate in the genre of leftists, Bol sheviks,
statists, and socialists, etc., have grand enscrewrent

pl ans for the ERA, but you are the |last person they intend
to bring this information to.[83] A |l arge nunber of other

peopl e who nean well also support it (or believe that they
want to support it for the righteous goals it says it wll
acconplish).[84] For an om nous portrayal of what the ERA
wi Il acconplish on its mssion in the United States, one
need only to exam ne the practical effects of |aws
simlarly worded in Europe and the Scandi navian Countri es.
[85] But the real objective and neani ng of the Equal

Ri ghts Arendnent lies in another strata altogether: The
Equal Ri ghts Amendnent was desi gned to harm and danage
people -- and how it wll acconplish that is quite subtle.
[ 86]
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Let us examne a favorite Patriot factual setting to see
what happens when |l egal equality is forced on objects that
bel ong, out in the practical setting, in their own class,
free to commngle with other simlar objects sharing the
sane approximate attributes, orientation, velocity, and

di mensi ons. Wiy are bicycles, pedestrians, and buggi es

di scouraged fromusing interstate hi ghways where

aut onobi | es and huge sem's reign suprene at accel erated
velocities? Because as a matter of practical concern,

al t hough, arguendo, each formof transportation is legally
entitled to sone right-of-way access, in the practical
setting each formof transportation operates best in its
own protected path and status, free fromeach other's

uni que requirenents. Do railroads really bel ong on

aut onobi | e hi ghways? Even though both are particular forns
of transportation that carry freight and people, by their
nature they belong on separate tracks or paths. To have
all fornms use the sane highway path, by legally forcing
non-di scrimnation in effect between different forns of
transportation ("It just isn't fair that | cannot use ny
bi ke on that highway!"), although initially it sounds

| egally inpressive to get rid of discrimnation, this
actually creates hard damages out in the practical setting
when hi gh velocity vehicles weave their way around buggi es
and bicycles that non-discrimnation |egislation has
forced into using the sane track or status; bicycles and
pedestrians bel ong on their own bicycl e/ pedestrian paths,
sharing that path with transportation forns that operate
under simlar characteristics, and under simlar velocity
paraneters. Not all particular fornms of the sane general
classification belong in the sane status or path, and when
forced to cross over and comm ngle with each other, then

damages occur. Custom zed | egislation (or discrimnation
as sonme would characterize it by trying to cast anillicit
derogatory inference on the subject even before the
substance is addressed on its nerits), providing for each
particular formof transportation to operate in its own

| deal tract and setting, at its own naxi mum velocity,
prevents the danages that are caused by reason of

| nprovidently commngling different particul ar forns.

Correct Principles of Nature, however invisible, operate
across all factual settings, transparent to the particul ar
application vicissitudes then under discussion.[87] And
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just as nen and wonen were designed by their Creator to
operate at different velocities and acconplish different
obj ectives down here, although both are manmali an
vertebrates and share sim |l ar dinensions, forcing both
particul ar genders into the sane track and status to
acconplish legal equality will actually secondarily create
hard damages out in the practical setting.[88]

Sorry, Genmins, but each formof transportation should

not be entitled to equality before the Law, as F. A Hayek
stated so well, forcing legal rights equality on nmateri al
objects that operate best in different strata, always
creates hard damages. And nen and wonen are very different.
[ 89]

One of the reasons why so many fol ks are synpathetic to
the ERA, is that they know, and properly so, that wonen
have been given the short end of the stick by having been
denied political rights and enfranchi senent in the past;
and so nowis the tine to right all of that and gi ve wonen
full dignity rights. That, too, sounds high, noble, and

ri ght eous; but renenber the highway transportation exanple
| gave. The damages that are created by forcing particular
forns of transportation to operate on the sane track with
each other, are not at all related to nerely allow ng nen
and wonen to have identical political relationships wth
the State. This neans that there is a big difference in

| egally forcing particular forns to comm ngle with each

ot her, as distinguished fromallow ng each formto
politically commngle with the State passively, if and
when they feel like it. Go back and read the ERA again, as
It does not just nerely all ow passive gender political
equality relationally with the State (which, of and by
itself, is harmess and fine, and | approve of); but it

al so forces hard inter-gender track comm ngling out in the
practical setting by jurisdictionally disabling

di stinctive custom zed |l egislation that restrains
particular forns fromcrossing over into each other's
pat hs and status. And therein lies the presently invisible
sinister objective that the world's G enlins want to see
so nuch: Danages. [ 90]
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Yes, the police powers of Governnent are very often called
upon by Special Interest Goups to work Tort feasance on
ot hers,[91] but |egislators, however bought and purchased,
wi |l necessarily always have to cast their Tort feasance

i n nobl e and righteous sounding rhetoric.[92]

But inportant for the nonent, no words in the proposed
Equal Rights Anendnent itself |ead anyone to suggest that
soneone as sonet hing possi bly sinister planned, just |ike
there were no words in the proposed 25th Anmendnent of 1963
that woul d | ead anyone to believe that soneone has
sonet hi ng possibly sinister up his sleeves. Only a handful
of people knew at the outset of the 25th Anendnent that

Nel son Rockefeller had grand sinister plans for that
Amendnment: Pl ans that involved creating danmages by nurder,
I f necessary.[ 93]

And as it is with those two Anendnents, so it is with
mul ti pl e other Amendnents which were appended to the
Constitution after our Founding Fathers |left the scene and
took their genius with them The real neaning of the
“"After Ten" Amendnents are no where to be found on their
face, so a quick light facial reading of any of the "After
Ten" Anendnents is to be di scouraged. [ 94]

So this Republican Form of Governnment C ause appropriately
applies to everything fromJury size to enlightennent on
Jury Nullification, to a Jury of your Status peers, to
taxi ng powers, to police powers, to statutes sponsored by
Special Interest Goups: In any setting where Mnority

Ri ghts are being hacked away at. All factors considered, |
am opposed to the | egal standing of the 14th Anendnent.
Qpposition to the | egal standing of the 14th Anendnent

will itself cone with bitter opposition from Bl acks -- as
the term nation of the 14th Anmendnent will strip Bl acks of
all |law enforcenent jobs and many el ected Gover nnent

positions where United States Citizenship is required, and
additionally create a status stigma over themthat is
necessarily unpl easant for them Yet, despite those
unconfortabl e secondary practical effects of term nating
the 14th Amendnent, such termnation, if it ever occurred,
woul d be just the right nedicine, as a disciplinary
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neasure, to shake the King into thinking twi ce before

pul ling anything |ike that off again; yes, a few good

sel ectively placed judicial spankings can act |ike

restrai nment magic in preventing Royal Torts. After the

G vil War ended, Union troops remained quartered in
several Southern States until after they ratified the 14th
Amendnment: To perfect by naked physical duress what could
not be perfected by argunents of reason and | ogic,
political attraction, good comobn sense.[95]

Even so, Blacks do not have nuch substantive nmerit to
their argunents that the term nation of the 14th Anendnent
woul d be detrinental to them as they try to deflect the
termnation of the 14th Amendnent with their sweet
soundi ng rhetoric of unfairness. Sending the Bl acks back
to Liberia, |like was planned after the Gvil War, isn't
very likely right now (although that would be just the
right nedicine to get rid of racismin Anerica, by getting
rid of the irritant races). |If the 14th Amendnent was
term nated tonorrow norning, the political clinmate today
Is such that it would be reenacted by the Congress and
nost States properly within a few weeks. [ 96]

And as for the Suprene Court, rather than believing |like
they do that they are being smart and clever by protecting
t he King when sweeping his dirty laundry under the car pet
for him they would be truly wise, in contrast, to explore
the possibility that a few good public spankings once in a
while are actually just the right nedicine to reduce their
own Case | oad by conveying the nessage to the King --
preventively -- that generous awards to renedy his Torts
w Il be enforced by the Court, and that fraudul ent

adm ni strative announcenents on Constitutional Amendnent
Ratifications by Secretaries of State will be annulled in
due tine.[97]

Admralty Jurisdiction has a sister called Maritine
Jurisdiction; and Maritine, like Admralty, is a body of
Law international in character, and is considered by
Federal Judges to be the Law of all Nations.[98] In 1922,

Justice Holnes of the United States Suprene Court had a
few words to say about the reason why we are now burdened
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down with Maritinme Jurisdiction:

“"There is no nystic overlaw to which the United States
must bow... However ancient may be the traditions of
Maritinme Law, it derives its power from having been
accepted in the United States."[99]

Li ke the National acceptance of Maritine Jurisdiction by
the Federal Judiciary, it is the individual acceptance of
the benefits of King's Admralty Jurisdiction by you that
IS your problem and not the universal benign assertion of
that Jurisdiction by the King that is your problem Yes,
Admralty Jurisdiction is a jurisdiction skewed heavily to
favor the King, and it very nuch operates in
chronol ogi cally conpressed gi bl et cracking Summary
Proceedi ngs. Yes, Admralty has quite a reputation for
being curt and abbreviated, and the curtness of Admralty
extends even into such areas as pleading itself.[100]

This silent benefit acceptance is what is partially
responsi ble for the King's ability to throw his Speci al

Interest Group crimnal Lex at us: Wthout any express
contract, w thout any nens rea, and w thout any Corpus

del ecti danmges anywhere; that's right, no damages to be
found anywhere, no evil State of Mnd as a driving force
in the mnd of the actor, and seem ngly, no contract: Just
summary gi bl et cracking. The King is maki ng an assertion
of Admralty Jurisdiction here against you, but it is an
assertion only in the sense that it is a qualified
assertion: The Judiciary exists to intervene and separate

the King fromyou, after you have filed your Notice of
Severance and Waiver, Forfeiture, and Rejection of

Admralty Benefits on the King, and have recorded a
resci ssion ["Waiver and Rejection of Benefits"] derived
fromyour Birth Certificate in your County Clerk's Ofice,

and Notice of Enfranchi senent Benefits Forfeiture, and
Notice of Status, that you are a Stranger to the Public
Trust.[101]

The word "Trust"” itself nmeans contract. However, the nere
uni | ateral declarations by you of your relational Status
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ex-contractu neans nothing by itself without a correlative
substantive contract annul nent term nation; and by the end
of this Letter you will see the correct contract annul nent

procedure. Public Trust Contracts are in effect
automatically by your acceptance of juristic benefits --
an acceptance that takes place, very properly, through
your silence, as | wll explain |ater; but getting out of
Public Trust Contracts is a different story.[102] And the

Contract remains in effect until you correctly attack the
Contract substantively, such as through Failure of
Consideration by the tinely rejection of benefits.

The 14th Amendnent story is a very long one, and that is
another Letter. If you at all question the ability of that
14t h Anendnent to actually do all of this, then nmay I
suggest that you consider the possibility of reading the
14t h Anendnent over very carefully, and ask yourself why
guestions of debt validity would be discussed in a
Constitutional Amendnment and not in statutes? Like the
16t h Anendnent, what words an Amendnent contains actually
spell a far different story than what a |ight quick
readi ng of the Amendnent actually conveys. The Judiciary
of the United States has never applied the force of a
Constitutional Anmendnent to a specific factual setting in
a grievance presented to it that I can renenber wthout a
prior detailed analysis of the Arendnent C ause's real
nmeani ng t hrough successive cases; and | woul d suggest that
we all follow simlar detailed procedure. And as for debt
collection, the Congress already had all of the necessary
initiating jurisdiction in the original version of the
Constitution of 1787 to borrow noney and pay debts. What
was different about the Gvil War Era that pronpted the

Radi cal Republicans, so called, into placing that |anguage
into that Amendnent ?[ 103] (An exam nation of the Dred

Scott Case may open your eyes).[104]

The severance of yourself away fromthe Admralty
Jurisdiction that the 14th Amendnent creates for the King
IS by Rescission and a Notice of Public Record served on
the King, Notifying himthat your acceptance of his
assertion of Admralty Jurisdiction and his contenporary
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version of old Roman Civil Law on you is now term nat ed,
and that all benefits he intends to offer on the good ship
United States, particularly those benefits of Limted Debt
Liability, are now declined, rejected, and waived.

Remenber that it is the Waiver of Benefits in the
practical setting that termnates contract liability, and

not the so-called Notice of Rescission Contract, in rem|
hear tal ked about, which neans absol utely nothing.[105]

Contracts do not dissolve thensel ves nerely because you
announce a Rescission to the world; contracts can only be
unilaterally termnated by you for good reason, such as a

requi red Operation of Nature that collapsed -- such as
Fai lure of Consideration or default by the other Party,
etc.[106]

Those |l ast few words | just spoke are the Grand Key to
effectuating a rescission that the Suprene Court w ||
respect. Renenber the Pan Am et | easing exanple and our
friend the roofing contractor: You don't need a witten
contract on soneone else to work himinto an i mor al
position if the noney is not handed over. So too you don't
need any evi dence of soneone el se's know edge of the

exi stence of the facial contract to extract noney out of
himas well. But you do need to show an acceptance of
benefits. And when the King publishes a | arge vol une of
statutes that define statutory benefits, a good case can
be nmade that liability exists, even in ignorance, under

the Ratification Doctrine I wll discuss |later. And so
t hose i ndividuals who have filed a Notice of Rescission of

Contract, in remregarding their Birth Certificate are
decei ving thensel ves, as that Rescission, of and by

I tsel f, nmeans absolutely nothing. You m ssed altogether
the one single nost inportant feature that attaches
liability to contracts: The acceptance of benefits out in
the practical setting. Correctly witten, those contract
Resci ssi ons many fol ks have been filing should enphasi ze
that benefits are being waived, rejected, and forfeited,
and no benefits are being accepted; and excessive
attention to the existence of the facial Birth Certificate
docunent itself, isin error. And it is the rejection of
benefits that is the Gand Key to unl ock an adhesive
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attachnent of state taxation jurisdiction.[107]

| know of several crimnal prosecutions where nerely
filing a clunsy Qbjection to the 14th Anendnent in their
| ocal county recorder's office termnated the prosecution.

In one Case, there was a pre-Trial dismssal; in others
appeal was necessary, with the prosecution being
sandbagged on appeal. In another Federal crimnal Case,

t he Defendant was nysteriously released frompre-Trial
commtnment on his friend's Noticing the Court of his
Status and Resci ssions. (Even though his Rescissions were
deficient in Waiving Benefits). That is just how powerful
that 14th Anendnent really is -- so nmuch so that

| nproperly prepared defense attacks have been sunmarily
granted at the trial |evel occasionally to term nate
prosecutions. But renmenber that absent an explicit
appel l ate court ruling, lower Trial Magistrates wll

al ways rul e inconsistently; so propagating | egal
suggesti ons based on a handful of isolated trial |evel
victories is inproper. The 16th Amendnent story is not
taught to Federal Judges in their semnars, and so in a
simlar way, there will be inconsistent Trial |evel
rulings on 16th Amendnent pl eadings just as there is now
i nconsistent trial level rulings on the 14th Anendnent,
until such tine as the High Lama in Washington settles the
gquestion [and they will settle it by affirm ng an
Individual's liability attachnent to the Internal Revenue
Code of Title 26, while ignoring the 16th Anendnent as
being either necessary or as a source of jurisdiction, as
| wll explain |later.]

So it is the acceptance of the benefits of Admralty
Jurisdiction by us that is responsible for this state of
affairs, and not totally by the King's benign juristic
aggression.[108] And if the contract calls for Admralty
Jurisdiction, and you are still experiencing Federal
Benefits, the contract is still very nmuch in effect,
regardl ess of what unilateral declaration you announce to
the world with your Birth Certificate docunent. Any

sni ckering at Federal Judges for ruling adversely agai nst
us under a factual setting that skews off on a tangent
favoring the King by virtue of nultiple invisible
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contracts in effect is inprovident; and any tongue-| ashing
adm ni stered by the Judge in such an adhesive Admralty
Jurisdiction environnent is a fully earned account.

The invisible Birth Certificate Enfranchi senent story, and
the hairy tentacles of Admralty and Equity Jurisdiction
it attaches, is a long one (and that is another Letter,
and further elucidation in this Letter is unwarranted),

but the inportant realization is that none of this

i ntroductory information | have told you is to be found
anyplace in the typical juristic sources of l|legislative or
judicial pronouncenents. The assertion, all across the
United States, of such an Enfranchised jurisdiction

wi t hout your know edge and perhaps even alien to your
desired Status, originates out in the practical setting,
and it is also there in the practical setting that it wl]l
be term nated by you: Wthout any statutes saying you can,
W t hout Presidential certification saying you can, w thout
New Yor k news nedi a approval saying you can, and w thout a
Court ruling froma judicial tribunal differentiating
crimnal liability on Persons based on Public Trust Status
grounds. None of those sources wll ever tell you that
contract termnation can be perfected by Rescission and
Wai ver and Rejection of Benefits. It is only your own
exploratory self-initiative that wll termnate this
adhesi ve attachnent of King's Equity and Admralty
Jurisdiction taxing liability; and Federal Judges are
correct in so attaching Title 26 liability to Enfranchised
Persons accepting Citizenship benefits, benefits the King
has created and offered. And your Status and your Benefit
Wai vers are very nmuch a powerful practical instrunment to
use to rescind invisible Admralty Contracts the King w ||
never publicly admt to their existence... Only a tiny
handful of words in a few Federal Appellate Courts
cautiously speak about the significance of Admralty
Jurisdiction in a Tax Collection setting. | know of sone
Judges who only reluctantly talk about these concepts in
their chanbers, but clamup tight and refuse to tal k about
anything in their Court while on the record; alnost as if
they are afraid of being eaten alive by a super-sized

Bl ack W dow Spider. But the nost inportant item of

busi ness is waiver, forfeiture, and rejection of benefits
-- and to acconplish that, your explicit disavowal is
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required. [ 109]

Yet, that story of the relationship in effect between
Admralty Jurisdiction and the 14th Arendnent is only the
first layer of two layers of Admralty Jurisdiction that
the King has to justify picking your pockets clean. The
second | ayer of Admralty invol ves your acceptance of
Social Security benefits. Very sinply stated, Soci al
Security is an insurance programw th Prem uns bei ng paid
into it, clainms being paid out of it, and future
retirenment endowrent benefits are being accepted.[110]

Several private commentators have suggested that there is
a close correlation between what is called Tontine

| nsurance and Soci al Security. Tontine Insurance is
characterized as benefiting only the remaini ng survivors
of the policy holders, i.e., no noney is paid out to those
Persons who die off. Thus, the Insurance Conpany pays out
benefits to the survivors based on the Premumforfeitures
t hat those who died (and got nothing) |left behind. So the
survivors are enriched based on maxim zi ng the nunber of
co-policy holders that have died off.[111] Thi nk about

that for a nonent, because it fits Social Security
straight down the line. In Social Security, if you die,
your wife gets nothing (wth a few dog bone exceptions),
but rather what woul d have gone to you is sinply given
away (forfeited) to other Prem um payers who haven't died
yet. [112]

But the Congress does recogni ze Social Security as an

I nsurance operation, and in Title 42, which contains the
Social Security Act, there are nunerous blunt references
to Social Security to be structured as the insurance
programthat it is; such as:

Title I'l: "Federal AOd Age... Ilnsurance
Benefits"

. Section 402(b): "Wfe's insurance benefits”

. Section 415: "Conput ati on of Primary
| nsur ance”
. Section 423: "Disability Insurance
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Benefit Paynents"
. Section 426(a): "Transitional provision ..
for hospital insurance benefits"

When the Congress created the Social Security program
itself in the 1930s, the creation legislation specifically
referred to their intention and desire to have Soci al
Security be nodel ed around that collectivist welfare
program of social insurance that its Gemin sponsors
want ed so much.

"The [ Social Security] Board shall performthe duties

| nposed upon it by this Act and shall also have the duty
of studying and nmaki ng recommendati ons as to the nost

ef fective nethods of providing econom c security through
social insurance, and as to legislation and matters of
adm ni strative policy concerning ol d-age pensions,

unenpl oynent conpensati on, accident conpensation, and
related [insurance] subjects."[113]

Soci al Insurance itself is comonly defined as an
| nsurance program

"Soci al I nsurance: A conprehensive welfare plan
established by law, generally (conpulsory) in
nature, and based on a program which spreads the
cost of benefits anong the entire popul ati on
rat her than on individual recipients. The
federal governnent began to use insurance
prograns in 1935 wth the passage of the Soci al
Security Act. The basic federal and state
approaches to social insurance presently in use
are: Od Age, Survivors, and Disability

| nsurance (i.e., social security); Medicare and
Medi cai d; unenpl oynent insurance; and worker's
conpensation. "[ 114]

If in fact Social Security is an Insurance Program at | aw,
t hen the reason why the King has another invisible |ayer,
a second layer, of Admralty Jurisdiction to steamrol

you over with, is because in the United States, going

cl ear back to Day One, the Federal Judiciary has al ways
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consi dered grievances that were brought into their Court

based on Policies of Insurance, to fall under the summary
gi bl et cracking |egal reasoning of Admralty Jurisdiction:

"My judgnent accordingly is, that policies of
I nsurance are within... the admralty and
maritime jurisdiction of the United
States."[115]

In 1870, the Suprene Court of the United States revi ewed
i n extended detail the history of Admiralty Jurisdiction
as it relates to insurance contracts, and of the opinion

of Judge Story in Delovio, and then affirmed Del ovi o;
ruling that insurance policies are now to be consi dered

wi t hout any dispute as being contracts within Admralty
Jurisdiction, and this remains true even though the
contracts were witten on land with no part or party to
the contract having anything to do with a marine or Hi gh
Seas physical setting.[116] So, it is the fact that Soci al
Security is an Insurance Programthat is the tie-in
between that I RS 1040 form and Admralty Jurisdiction.
[117]

No, that Social Security Nunber of yours is not "just a
nunmber” -- it is a Taxpayer ldentification Nunber, just

| i ke that bank account of yours is not "just a checking
account." The fact that so many ot her fol ks have these

I nstrunments does not reduce or dimnish their |egal
significance in a Federal Courtroom Just because you are
surrounded by a very |arge nunber of fellow people who

al so have these nultiple instrunents does not nean that
they lose their force or effect in Status declension to
perfect an attachnent of King's Equity Jurisdiction. The
comm ngling of the passive national acceptance of these

i nstruments, with an attitude that there just nust not be
t hat nuch special significance to these instrunents, is
def ecti ve reasoni ng.

Remenber the environment of risk that insurance
underwiters encunber thenselves with when witing

I nsurance policies for nerchandi se that goes afl oat on the
Hi gh Seas: That is where Maritinme (now Admralty)

http://famguardian.org/PublishedAuthors/I ndiv/MercierGeorge/InvContrcts--06-A dmiral ty%20Jurisdiction.htm (41 of 110) [3/30/2009 8:10:17 AM]



"Invisible Contracts" by George Mercier -- Admiralty Jurisdiction

Jurisdiction has forned and took root. Initially,
“"Policies of Assurance" grew out of The Doctrine of

Contribution and General Average, which is found in the
Codes of the ancient Rhodesians. By this doctrine, if any
ship, cargo, or freight was | ost, damaged, etc., then all
of the remaining pool holders had to contribute their
proportionate share of the |oss. This division of |oss
natural |y suggested a division of risk: First anpngst

t hose engaged in the sane enterprise, and Second, anongst
associ ations of ship owners and shi pping nerchants. So
what we have here is nmutual insurance.[118]

Once mutual insurance was accepted as a conmon busi ness
practice, it was nmade obligatory in Italy and Portugal,
[119] and the next step up its | adder of organic

devel opnent was that of insurance risk assuned upon a paid-
in premum Once insurers becane acquainted with the risks
and nunbers involved with nerchandi se floating around on
the H gh Seas, they then becane willing to guaranty

agai nst danages for a small specific prem um paid.[120]

So contenporary Anerican |legal reasoning is that, well,
the risk environnment of prem um based insurance policies
shoul d be the sane today as it was under the old days of
mari ne based Maritinme, because the |egal grievance

adj udi cati on environnent that insurance underwiters used
to encunber thenselves with back then is replicated over
agai n today when anyone goes to an insurance conpany and
asks themto assune sone risk they don't feel |ike taking
t hensel ves. As you and | would perceive it, that line of
conparative reasoning is not quite accurate, because fol ks
today are forced into Social Security and autonobile

| nsurance they woul d not have bought if left to their own
free will and busi ness judgnent, but state penal Speci al

| nterest Group notor vehicle statutes and cl ever Federal
adm ni strative rule making on Enpl oyers has changed all
that -- but with virtually no one filing an Cbjection to
their involuntary entrance into policies of insurance,
Federal Judges had little choice but to obey the nmandates
of the Suprene Court, until such tinme as a different
factual setting (regarding the involuntary application of
Admralty applied coercively) is presented to them
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Yes, very nmuch, now you should see the fact that there is
a strong relationship going on nowadays between the

coll ection of Internal Revenue and Social Security

I nsurance premuns in the United States and Admralty
Jurisdiction. The I RS generally does not pursue folks for
Tax Col | ection purposes without a Social Security Nunber
havi ng appeared sonewhere, absent special circunstances

("...get hint); although renenber that Social Security is
only one of several King's Equity contracts nost folks
have with the King, and the I RS does not have to have a
Soci al Security Nunmber to go after soneone. Through the
unnecessarily expansive | egal reasoning on |Insurance
policies, and through the historical customof marine
merchants, this Admralty Jurisdiction which grew up out
on the H gh Seas to govern the risk and risk-taking nmarine
based grievances of nerchants, and where it still bel ongs
today, is nowinland all over the United States.[121]

Yes, the King did acquire this envious enrichnment nmachine
(an enrichment machi ne that Kings and | ooters in other
countries only wldly dreamin fantasy about possessing
for thenselves) through the clever use of Admralty
Jurisdiction -- but never forget that before we badnouth
the King for his Torts, first we exam ne our own
circunstances. The one real reason why there are two
separate layers of Admralty Jurisdiction snothering us
all today is because we gave the King the right to |ay
Admralty on us |ike that, both individually and
collectively. Yes, the King has a denon chokehol d of
Admralty over nost of us, but an even nore honest
assessnent of the passing Anerican scene today is that

many fol ks out there want (that's right, want) Soci al
Security. If you do no nore than go around town and sel ect
a typical cross-profile of people at random you will find
t hat Social Security, so-called, isn't so badly thought of
as many Patriots believe.[122]

So if you have voluntarily surrendered over your Soci al
Security Nunber to your Enployer, or to a bank, or to
anyone else -- then not only have you accepted nunerous
statutory benefits that Enployees and bank custoners enjoy
(that | discussed earlier), but the King also has you into
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both Admralty Jurisdiction, and an Admralty Contract on
t axation, where Federal Judges routinely deal with
defendants in contract defilenment summarily al ong
abbreviated lines that both skirt the fringes of Due
Process and also largely get away with on Appeal. But you
can get out of a contract in Admralty the sane way you

can get out of any other contract you don't want [failure

of consideration]. Yes, any poor soul that the King's
Agents have dragged into a Federal Court for a Royal

fl eecing and a shake down, is in for curt process and
abbrevi ated trouble. But renenber | speak these words

pl ayfully and condescendingly down to the King: Patriots
and Protesters are up to their necks in nmultiple invisible
contracts that are in effect whenever benefits have been
accepted (and when reciprocity is expected in return), and

so the typical protesting Patriot, |ike Arnmen Condo and
Irwn Schiff, putting up a good fight the way they do, is
In error.

| f that Waiver, Forfeiture, and Rejection of the benefits
of Limted Liability that you experience under your
Admralty related Contract, as well as Social Security

Benefits -- if that Failure of Consideration turns out to
be just not good enough for the High Lama in Washi ngton --
the Suprene Court -- then perhaps the tine wll have

arrived to take seriously the tinel ess mandates of our
Foundi ng Fathers: And deal with an inappropriate assertion
of Admralty Jurisdiction by the King in terns that
accelerate in velocity as they transverse down the barrel
of a gun.[123]

Foot not es:

[1] In such a | oose evidentiary arena, C rcunstanti al

Evi dence is generally considered the ultimte form of
proof in Maritinme and Admralty litigation matters. Again,
this is so by reason of the special factual setting that
Admralty grievances have their gestation in. For exanpl e,
in Admralty such factors as "seaman status" or
unseawort hi ness are generally not admtted and nust be
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denonstrated through a series of logically connecting
factors. The only way to denonstrate the existence of

t hese factors and the conclusions that they have a
significant nmeaning within the confines of Admralty Law
I s through strong proof of circunstantial evidentiary
chains |l eading to inferences of the various types of

status. In Cox vs. Esso Shipping [247 F.2nd 629 (1957)], a
seaman brought an action for Maritine Tort damages after
he fell twenty feet to the deck of the ship. The maritine
jury was not instructed that it was not Cox's duty to
choose seawort hy equi pnent (which allegedly caused the
fall) or to select good equi pnent from bad, but rather

under Admralty Jurisprudence, it was the duty of the

shi powner to sel ect good equi pnent frombad. By the trial
court having inprovidently instructed the jury al ong such
a biased evidentiary skew, failure to explain the speci al

assignnents of negligence liability inherent in Admralty
mandat ed reversal on appeal. But it was Circunstanti al
Evi dence that won the Case. [return]

[ 2] The insurance conpani es never change their nodus

operandi in their very successful manipul ative use of

| egislation to limt the anmount of noney they have to pay
out on clainms. For exanple, few people realize it, but
here in the United States, up until the early 1950s there
were no commerci al nucl ear power plants in operation, and
none were going to be built. Reason: No insurance carrier
wanted to underwite and pay for the potential |osses

i nvol ved if an accident occurred. The insurance conpani es
knew t hat sone day there would be problens surfacing with
one of those nuclear plants -- insurance conpani es know

ri sk and ri sk managenent better than anyone el se on the
fact of this Earth. So electric utilities who wanted to
bui | d nuclear plants, but could find no insurance carrier,
acted in conbination with insurance carriers in sponsoring
the Price-Anderson Act in Congress, which limted the
potential liability of Tort clains of a donestic nuclear
acci dent to $500, 000, 000. [ Renenber that Tort clains are

| awsui ts between parties where there is no contract in
effect between the parties to govern the grievance]. See

the Price-Anderson Act today in Title 42, Section 2210.
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Had there been no Price-Anderson Limtations of Liability

Act, there would be no Commercial nucl ear power plants
built in the United States. For a brief history of the
devel opnent of nuclear power in the United States, see the

Suprenme Court in Duke Power vs. Carolina Environnental

Study Goup, 438 U. S. 59 (1978). The well - known
i nvol venent of the private insurance conpanies and their

I nfl uence on the legislation bringing forth the Price-

Anderson Act is discussed in duke power, starting at page
64, et seq. [return]

[3] "The [Federal] Limtations of Liability Act has been
applied to even small boats |ike outboard notorboats...

but the law is... understood and [insurance] underwiters
I n particular know exactly what they are dealing with." -

A report on Admralty Jurisdiction, United States as a

Party; Federal Question Jurisdiction; Three Judge Courts,
[Part 1] in Hearings held before the Judiciary Commttee,
Subcomm ttee on Inprovenents in Judicial Mchinery, United
States Senate, 92nd Congress, 2nd Session, discussing
Senate Bill 1876, at page 697 (May, 1972). [return]

[ 4] Doubl e I nsurance neans collecting double the prem um
but the nunber of ships |lost at sea did not double, so the
clainms did not double. The insurance conpanys' | obbyists
were busy behind that |egislation, as they nade their
descent then on the Parlianent in vulture formation, just

| i ke today. Black's Law Dictionary Defines Doubl e
| nsurance as exi sting where:

"...the sane person is insured by several
I nsurers separately in respect to the sane

subject and interest." - Black's Law Dictionary,
Fifth Edition ["Double Insurance"].

This is a correct definition of what is known as Doubl e
| nsurance, but that is not the Double Insurance once
forced on Admralty carriers in another era (and, of
course, you just don't need to concern yourself with
sonething illicit being pulled off by an insurance
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conpany). [return]

[ 5] Such a seem ngly expansive use of Admralty
Jurisdiction initially triggers an inquisitive attitude
guestioning such an expansive application of Admralty.
But the Judiciary is nerely replicating the |egal

envi ronnent out on the High Seas that risk insurance was
born in.

"Polices of insurance are within the Admralty
Jurisdiction of the United States." - Dulovio

vs. Boit, 7 Federal Cases 418, Case #3776, at
page 444 (1815) [that Case al so has a very
extensive history of Admralty Jurisdiction
di scussed in it].

Consi der the words of Federal District Court Judge Pel ag
Spr ague:

“...1 consider the jurisdiction of the Admralty
over polices of insurance, to be the settled | aw

and practice of this Crcuit." - Younger vs.
@ ouser Marine, affirmed on appeal, 2 Curt. C C
323; as cited in Decisions of the... District

Court of Massachusetts in Admralty and Marine
Causes, 1841-1861 (1854). [return]

[6] Trial by Jury has never, ever been a feature of
prosecutions held under summary Admiralty Jurisdiction

rul es. See:

. United States vs. Lavengeance, 3 U. S. 297 (1796);
. Whelan vs. The United States, 11 U S. 112 (1812);
. The Sarah Case, 21 U S. 391 (1823). [return]

[7] "...the precise scope of [Anerican] admralty
jurisdiction is not a matter of obvious principle or of
very accurate history." - Justice Holnmes in the

Bl ackheath, 195 U.S. 361 (1904). [return]
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[8] An exenplification of [awers sinply | unping
everything into Admralty would be a treatise that teaches
| awers how to do exactly just that: See a huge seven

vol ume set of Admralty Jurisdiction practice Law and

Rul es call ed Benedict on Admralty, by Mtthew Bender
Publishers in New York City. (Kept current wth frequent
updates to subscribers). [return]

[9] 13 Richard Il, c¢.5. (1389) [return]

[10] 15 Richard 11, c.3. (1391) [return]

[ 11] The Encycl opedia Britannica, Volune One ["H gh Court
of Admralty"], page 171 (1929 Edition). [return]

[12] Reports, Part 13, page 51; and Coke's Institutes,
Part 1V, Chapter 22. [return]

[13] This resulted in his statutes being nodified to
restrain the expansion of the Admralty Courts. See 2

Henry IV, c.11 (1400). [return]

[ 14] In the Declaration and Resol ves of the First
Continental Congress 1774, we find the foll owm ng words:

"Wher eas, since the close of the [ast war, the
British parlianent, claimng a power of right to
bi nd the people of America by statute in al
cases what soever, hath, in sone acts expressly
I nposed taxes on them and in others, under

vari ous pretenses, but in fact for the purpose
of raising a revenue, hath inposed rates and
duti es payable in these col onies, established a
board of comm ssioners with unconstitutional
powers, and extended the jurisdiction of courts
of Admralty not only for collecting the said
duties, but for the trial of causes nerely

arising within the body of the county." -

Journals of the First Continental Congress,
edited by WC. Ford, Volune |, page 63 et seq.
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[return]

[15] A report on Admralty Jurisdiction, United States as

a Party; Federal Question Jurisdiction; Three Judge Courts
[Part 11] in Hearings held before the Judiciary Commttee,
Subconmittee on I nprovenents in Judicial Machinery, United
States Senate, 92nd Congress, 2nd Session, discussing
Senate Bill 1876, at page 639 (May, 1972). [return]

[ 16] See the New York Tines ["Rescuers Head Wal es Back
fromFlorida Beach"], page 14 (February 7, 1977). [return]

[17] Exploratory plutonium poisoning trials were conducted
at the Anmerican Legi on Convention in Philadel phia on July
21 to 24, 1976; and as expected by the G emins who

adm ni stered the poi sons through an at nospheric di scharge,
the synptons that surfaced were of a flu-like nature [see

["20 Flu-Like Deaths in Penn Still A Mystery”] in the New

York Tinmes for August 4, 1976, page 1]. The Tines article
noted the puzzling sickness variation of what appeared to
be a flu; but wthout possessing requisite background
factual know edge on the invisible high-powered toxicity
i nvol ved, the nedical doctors stunbled from one erroneous
di agnostic conclusion to another [id., at 1].

[ Also note the Governnent's selection of patriotic war

veterans for their Sub Rosa pl utoni um poi soning tests, as
opposed to sone | esser sub-class of Anericans, such as
per haps convicted felons serving |ife sentences w t hout
parole in a federal cage sonewhere for heinous crines
commtted, or perhaps irretrievably insane occupants of
nunerous nental hospitals scattered around the
countryside. In other words, assune for the nonent that
you were in charge of selecting the "test group"; would
you sel ect Anmerican war veterans innocently enjoying a
convention gathering in Pennsylvania of their peers, who
had previously put their lives on the Iine for "god and
country," who had served their country honorably and
patriotically? Furthernore, please note that sonmewhere,
ri ght now, the person or persons responsible for this
atrocity, who are guilty of felonious nmurder in the First
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Degree (20 Anerican Legion veterans were nurdered), and/or
who were accessories to this nmultiple nurder, have yet to
be brought to justice. Wiere is "Anmerica's Mst Want ed"
now?] [return]

[ 18] Very few Anerican doctors are skilled in recognizing
the synptons of atom c particul ate pl utoni um poi soni ng;
plutoniumis not neasurably radioactive in that it does
not radiate ionizing electrons at a rate sufficient to
trigger geiger counters. This type of radiation toxicity
I s easily m sdiagnosed, and not just for nedical reasons,

but for political and Lack of Judgnent reasons stemm ng
fromthe mani pul ative wi thhol ding of public information on
uncontrol | ed at nospheric plutoniumdistributions by

G emins. The synptons of such ionizing toxicity
replicates closely the synptons associated with a flu |like
I 11 ness, but since nedical doctors are unaware of any
public concern for radiation toxicity, the unconfortable

i dea of a Three Mle Island scenario is tossed asi de by

t he di agnosi ng physician, and the nore confortabl e but

i ncorrect diagnosis of a hybrid flu-like illness is then
substituted in its place. For a discussion on sone of the
uncontrol | ed at nospheric di scharges of radioactive

elenents In the United States, see The Medical Basis for

Radi ati on Acci dent Preparedness by Hubner and Fry, Editors
[ El sevier-North Holland (1980)], which discusses publicly
suppressed radi odi nes di scharge "accidents" in 1974 and
1978 in New Jersey, and 1978 in Algeria. And it is ny
hunch that other simlar radioactive incidents have al so
occurred worl dwi de, with know edge of the existence of

t hose events al so being publicly sequestered. Bureaucratic
Gemins nestled in Juristic Institutions have al so

wi t hhel d public di ssem nation about radioactive

at nospheric contam nation originating fromthe now
abandoned Central Core Vault of the United States Gold
Bull i on Depository |located at Fort Knox Kentucky, which is
| eaki ng radi oactive plutonium 239 that the Governnment

| nprovidently stored there in 1968.

Fol ks placing reliance on Governnent for both radiation
acci dent recovery assistance as well as deflecting the
occurrence of the toxic poisoning event altogether ar
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exercising defective judgnent -- individual responsibility
I's the correct managenent techni que; and, as a point of
begi nni ng, factual know edge is required. For beneficial

advisory information in this area, see generally Are You

Radi oactive? Protect Yourself by Linda Cark [Devin-Adair
in Ad Genw ch, Connecticut (1973); republished by
Pyram d Publications in Monachie, New Jersey (1974);
republ i shed by the Cancer Control Society in Los Angel es
(1977)]. The isochronous dietary incorporation of
potassiumiodine is known to manifest great relief from
radi oactive poisoning, due to its "sponge" like effect in
going after those determned little plutonium contam nates
that honme in on your thyroid gland; and this remains true
even though sone physicians, speaking through institutions
sponsored by Genlins, do not want you to take any such
preventative neasures [Dr. David Becker, et al.,

di scourages such use in The Use of lodine as a Thyroi dal

Bl ocki ng Agent in the Event of a Nucl ear Accident,
appearing in 252 Journal of the Anmerican Medi cal

Associ ation, at page 659 (August 2, 1984). For a story of
t he financial sponsorship of the American Mdi cal

Association in the late 1800s by Gemin extraordinaire
John Rockefeller, Sr., see Volune Il of Wrld Wthout

Cancer -- The Story of Vitamn B17 by G Edward Giffin
[ Areri can Media, West Lake Village, California (1980)].]
[ return]

[19] Admralty Jurisdiction has a long term habit of
“foll om ng" Governnent around when new conquests are nmade.
When Hi s Britannic H ghness woul d conquer a foreign | and,
Consul ar Courts of Admralty followed H s Majesty's
conquests to the far corners of the gl obe. Wile India was
under British colonial rule, Vice-Admralty Courts were
established in Calcutta, Madras, and Bonbay. Simlarly in
Chi na, Japan and Turkey, while under British coloni al

rule, a layer of Admralty Jurisdiction was snot hered on
them Parlianent enacted the Colonial Courts of Admralty
Act in 1890 to automatically confer Admralty Jurisdiction
on CGvil Jurisdiction Courts, where ever H's H ghness
exerci sed his dynastic dom nion. [return]
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[ 20] See The First Federal Court by Henry J. Bourgui gnon
[ Areri can Phil osophi cal Society, Philadelphia (1977)].
[ return]

[ 21] When a Natural Person is "enfranchised,” such a

Person takes upon hinself the status of a corporation,
which isn't very nuch.

"The corporation is an artificial creation of
the state endowed with franchi ses and privil eges
of many ki nds which the individual has not." -

The W sconsin Suprene Court in The |Incone Tax
Cases, 148 Wsconsin 456, at 515 (1912).

However, the | ow status of corporations that nunerous
Patriots enphasize in status distinction argunents is
actually not that inportant [neaning, you are not hitting
the nail right on the head], because such a | ow rel ati onal
status is only the net effect of having accepted benefits
the state created; and when benefits conditionally offered
by the state are accepted by you, as a human being, then
contracts are in effect and all eged status distinctions
are irrelevant. This is the real neaning of

“enfranchi senent" -- a contract is in effect that is

| argely invisible -- because juristic benefits carrying

t axati on hooks on them were accepted by you. Sone of the
invisible juristic benefits that are automatic in

cor porations are:

"The corporation,... enjoys under our |aws many
privileges separate and apart from sinply doing
busi ness, such for instance as the | egal status
to sue and be sued in the Courts of our state,
continuity of business without interruption by
death or dissolution, transfer of property

I nterests by the disposition of the shares of
st ock, advantages of business controlled and
managed by corporate directors, and the general
absence of individual liability, anong others."

- The Suprene Court of Louisiana in Colonial
Pipeline vs. Traigle, 421 U. S. 100, at 106
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(1974). [return]

[ 22] To hypot hecate neans generally to pledge assets to
soneone el se, without delivering either Title or
possession of the asset. Debt Hypothecations are sonetines
used when the collateral does not lend itself well to
Title or possession security, such as borrow ng a
Certificate of Deposit to be held by a bank in your nane,
when the person who really owns the noney has practical
control over it (such as through his signature on the
deposit card). In contrast, when borrow ng noney to
finance a new car, the Title, so called, is normally
mai | ed by your regional Prince to be in the possession of
the first lien holder, so car | oans are not considered to
be Hypot hecated Debts. [return]

[ 23] An exenpl ary accoutrenent of what Admralty
Jurisdiction can pull off that Common Law did not allow,
was the summary seizure of property in crimnal Cases,
pendi ng a posting of bail by the Defendant:

"Historically, maritinme attachnment originated as
a neans of obtaining by attachnent of the
defendant's property the sane security for
paynment of a judgnent agai nst the defendant's
property which was obtained by the marshal's
body arrest and holding to bail of the
defendant's person. ... Just as when a

def endant's body was arrested in personam he
was required to give bail in order to be

rel eased fromthe custody of the marshal, so
when his body could not be found for such arrest

I n personam his property was attached by the
mar shal and held to bail in the same way."

- Areport on Admralty Jurisdiction, United States as a

Party; Federal Question Jurisdiction; Three Judge Courts,
[Part 1] in Hearings held before the Judiciary Commttee,
Subcomm ttee on Inprovenents in Judicial Mchinery, United
States Senate, 92nd Congress, 2nd Session, discussing
Senate Bill 1876, at page 645 (May, 1972). [return]
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[ 24] The international Warsaw Convention of Cctober, 1929
was ratified by the United States Senate in June of 1934.
Section 21 of that Convention Limts the anount of noney
air carriers need concern thenselves with on cl ains
paynments for Tort damages. And as International Law, it is
bi nding on all courts in the United States. [return]

[25] Title 46, Section 181 to 183. [return]

[26] In the md 1970s, nedical doctors in California "went
on strike" to protest high insurance premuns they paid
for protection against on nedical mal practice clains
thrown at themfor Tort damages they worked on their
clients (such as being told to surgically cut out a
defective |l eft kidney, and the doctor takes out the right
ki dney on the operating table, thus |eaving the poor
patient with no kidneys -- surprisingly, mstakes |ike
that are actually quite frequent, and doctors have no one
to snicker at but thenselves). Nunerous state | egislatures
enacted statutory limtations on the anpbunt of noney tri al
courts could award for nedical malpractice suits. In

California, it was the M CR Act of 1975, but those
statutory wealth transfer schenmes were |ater declared to

be unconstitutional [see Anerican Bank vs. Community
Hospital, 660 P.2nd 829 (California, 1983), and Arneson
vs. Osen, 270 NN W2nd, 125 (North Dakota, 1978)]. [return]

[27] Limted Liability for Tort clainms is very nmuch a
mar vel ous tool for insurance carriers to amass wealth

t hrough; but there is always a pathetic footnote to be
tol d when Special Interest Goups reign suprene in the
corridors of Legislatures. For a sad discussion on the
| egi sl ati ve massagi ng by insurance conpany produced
statutes mandating the Limted Liability of Tort clains
for damages from airplane crashes, has rel axed both the
| evel of safety interest by insurance carriers in the
ai rpl ane products that they insure, as well as also

di m ni shing econom c incentives by the airlines thensel ves

for safer operations (particularly in TCA's), see Is this

Any Wy to Run an Airline? by Robert Poole, 10 Reason
Magazi ne 18 (January, 1979). [return]
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[ 28] Renenber that throughout Life, in all factual
settings, always try to evaluate the position of the other
party with an open mnd; quite often we will find that the
ot her party has a strong case and that there has been sone
error in our reasoning or standing. No, it is not an easy
procedure to be objective; the snickering by a Protester
of what is being viewed in the Courtroom|[of a judge

t hrowi ng one successive retortional snortation after
another at the Protester, seemngly ventilating
expressi ons of philosophical disconfort with the argunents
and the position of defiance taken by the Protester] --
snickering at the judge is nmuch easier than adopting the

foll ow ng procedure into our nodus operandi: Mybe |et us
assune, just for a nonent, that we are in fact not correct

when trying to weasel out of WIlful Failure to File and
correlative traffic ticket scenarios where invisible
contracts actually govern the grievance (as | wll explain

| ater). Rather than adopting the Mbdus Operandi of a
Protester by the presunption he is right, and that the
judge is a noronic Comm e pinko phil osophically opposed to
the defiant political position being taken by the
Protester, let us assune, just for a nonent, that the
expressions of judicial ensnortnent being thrown at us

m ght originate with sonething el se. Maybe, just maybe,
the snortations fromon high are actually the final stages
of judicial expressions of discontentnent, with our own
argunent error, and the incorrect position we are taking,
and m ght not originate wwth the political overtones
associ ated with the phil osophical position of our naked
defiance --a defiance exhibited in areas very few people
woul d dare to defy. Let us enlarge the basis of factual
know edge that we are using to exercise judgnent on and to

formconclusions with, by adopting a new Mddus Qperandi :
By taking the judge's snortations under advi senent at
first, and asking ourselves a series of deep probing
guestions to try and enlarge the factual picture we are

viewing. Let's try out this new Modus Qperandi on the
followng news article. Like the scene in the Courtroom we

will only initially accept what is presented to us as a
poi nt of beginning and take it in under advisenent, and we
will not arrive at a conclusion until after we have asked
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oursel ves several deep probing questions: "A Tank in the
Par ki ng Lot"

"Many obscure inports have nade their way

t hrough Baltinore's port, but this one was a
true rarity: a Soviet T-54 tank. It was

di scovered | ast week near Pier 10, perched on
top of a flat bed trailer in the parking | ot of
a farmsupply conpany. Not quite sure just why
the tank was there, a specially equipped unit of
the Baltinore police force dismantled the T-54's
two . 250 caliber machi ne guns and carted them
of f for safekeeping while they searched for the
owner. A call to nearby Fort Meade did nothing
to clear up the nystery. Eventually, the truck
driver responsible for the tank called the
police to report two stolen nachi ne guns.

"The tank, of 1950s vintage, belong to the
Egyptian arnmy and had been transported to

Baltinore on the U S. barge Lash Atlantico on
Its way to Tel edyne Continental Mtors in
Muskegon, M chigan for repairs and rebuil ding.
The driver parked the T-54 for nore than a week
while he went off in search of a special permt
to transport the overweight | oad on Maryl and's
roads. In the end, the police returned the guns,
and the tank continued its decades-long voyage
from Moscow to Muskegon." - This news article on
the tank was extracted verbatimin its full text

fromTime Magazine ["A Tank in the Parking
Lot"], page 23 (May 6, 1985); That article is
Copyright ¢ 1985 Tine-Life, Inc. Next to this
news article, there appears a photograph of the
huge tank, sitting on top of a tractor-trailer's
fl atbed. ]

If in reading that news article while | eafing through Tine
Magazi ne we adopted the nodus operandi of Protesters, we
woul d then exercise our judgnent and cone to our

concl usions based largely on the information i nmedi ately
presented to us in the news article; so, wth this
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I nteresting story on how the Baltinore police quickly

gr abbed sone guns froma tank on its way to Mchigan -- we
woul d conclude that, well, it is rather obvious that the
police acted properly, decisively, boldly, and exercised
good judgnent in returning the guns to the tank after they
strai ghtened out everything. Gee, that was pretty good
work on their part -- so let's turn the page and see what
el se is going on in the world.

... To nost folks reading that article, that was the
typical reaction; here is an old tank in Baltinore going
through its foibles and headaches just trying to get to

M chigan -- but it is also the sane caliber of judgnent
that a Tax Protester exercises his decisions and
conclusions on, digesting largely only that slice of
factual information that is immediately presented to the
Protester to feed his intellectual judgnents and opinions.

And the Tax Protester replicates the nodus operandi of the
general public by sinply accepting the factual picture
that is presented to them-- by the Protester in the
ensnortnent tornado of a Courtroom and by the general
public in the coziness of their living roomreadi ng sone
news article. In both settings, no probing or deeper
guestions were asked, and no hypothetical WHAT I F

scenari os were entertained [hnrmm what if maybe the judge
Is right?]. And so as a result, the general Anerican state
of political ensleepnent continues on, accepting
conforting reassurances fromnews articles that the police
are alert, on their toes, and that all is well, and
indifferent to the possibility that termtes are running

t he house in Washington; just like the Protester continues
on in argunent error fromone WIlIlful Failure to File
courtroomto a traffic ticket courtroom indifferent to
the possibility that invisible contracts govern the
grievance and that he is not entitled to prevail for any
reason [except for the several technical reasons
protesters frequently win on, such as Want of

Jurisdiction, the Counsel Question, etc., that are not
related to the nerits of the grievance itself].

...S0 let us nowreread the story of the tank once again,
but this tinme, things will be different --because this
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tinme we are going to start asking ourselves a few probing
and razor sharp questions:

1. The first and only question that | would Iike
to ask is: Wiy is a tank, nmanufactured in
Russi a, and now owned by Egypt, being freighted
and transported hal fway around the world --
shipped literally to the other side of the gl obe
-- to have sone nechani cal work done on it; sent
to a factory located in one of the nost
expensive hourly |abor cost nations on Earth,
sent to a factory that did not manufacture this
tank; why is Egypt willing to spend the $20, 000
or so to get the tank to M chigan, spend the big
bucks to have the work done here, and then spend
anot her $20,000 or so in freight to get the tank
sent back to Egypt?

... That is the Question | want sone answers to. Sinple

common sense is telling ne that whatever nechanical and
machi ning work that needs to be done, can be done in
Egypt. Have you ever been to Alexandria or Cairo, M. May?

Even if you have not, you should still be ordinarily aware
of the fact that Egypt has, at a m ninmum several hundred

t housand cars, trucks, and other notor vehicles on its
streets, and that a very |arge pool of nechanical talent
exists locally to repair and re-nmachine parts for all
types of vehicles. Do people in Egypt send their Datsuns
back to Japan to remachi ne the transm ssion? Does Frank

May, living in New Jersey, send his Mercedes-Benz to
Australia or South Anerica for repairs? Even discontinued

aut onobi | es, such as Studebakers, Pierce-Arrows, and

Packards are not sent to Australia for even total
restoration jobs or nechanical work -- New Jersey has
quite a pool of such shops right then and there. A

Mer cedes-Benz woul d never be sent to Australia from New
Jersey, except for very special reasons, and ordinary
mechani cal work is not a special reason. The reason why
such | ong voyages are not undertaken for work on heavy
vehicles is because of the ridiculous freight charges

I ncurred, and sinple |ack of necessity to do so by reason
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of very conpetent local situs talent. So the Question is
beggi ng: Wiy did Egypt send that tank to the other side of
the planet -- to Mchigan -- for repairs? Let us say, just
for a nonment, that the tank tal ked about was a very highly
conpl ex machi ne that required the nai ntenance attenti on of
specially factory trained experts [which was not the case
with a tank out of the 1950s -- those tanks had no nore
back then than an engi ne, a unique transm ssion, and
firing power]; great, let's say that technical expertise
was required -- but that still does not answer the
guestion: Wiy was that tank sent to Mchigan for repairs

| nstead of anywhere else in the Mddle East or the
Medi t erranean Coast -- or even Russia itself where the
tank was manuf act ured?

...\We find the answer to this Question the sane way that
the Protester would find the Answer to his Question: Wy
Is this judge snorting at ne?

The Protester needs to ask hinself a hypothetical
Question: What if | amwong for sone reason | don't know
of ? But Protesters never ask that Question -- his
tremendous volune of Tort Law argunents and of Case Law
fromanother era is staggering and inpressive, and the
mere possibility that error mght be present in the
defiant position being taken, because of sonething

i nvisible controlling the grievance that he is unaware of,
IS not even being considered. Unlike the Protester, we

wi |l now consider the possibility that factual elenents
governing Egypt's notive in sending that tank to the other
side of the globe for repairs were not presented to us in
that news article; and we will now consider the
possibility that the factual picture presented to us is
distorted slightly (although not necessarily intentionally
by the news nedia's reporters who wote the article).

... The reason why the tank was transported from one side
of the planet to the other side, from Egypt to M chigan
[if in fact the tank even originated in Egypt], the reason
why soneone was wlling to spend those big bucks just to
get the tank here, is because that Russian tank is on a
special trip: On a one-way trip into the United States,
and not for the cover story of its needi ng nechani cal
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repairs. That tank will never |eave the United States.
When that tank is finally at its hone sonewhere in the
United States, it will be hidden away in sone barn, sone

war ehouse, sone garage, or sone old industrial building

converted into an ad hoc Russian mlitary storage depot.
Thi s aut hor has phot ographs of other Russian mlitary
hardware sitting inside American arny bases; generally
that hardware is stored behind fenced areas. The word sent
around the base is that those Russian tanks "...were
captured sonmewhere,” when in fact they are literally brand
new and are stored here very much with not only Russi an
consent, but with Russian supervision as well.

This tank in Tinme Magazine is waiting for a great and
grand Russian Day to appear, that |ong awaited Russian Day
of congquest, when along wth the other extensive hardware
t hat has been slowly and quietly snmuggled into the United
States over a 20 to 30-year tinme period, it will be

brought forth out into the open in sone variation of a Red

Dawn attack on the United States [a provoked attack based
partially on mlitary hardware already sitting at its
final destination inside the United States], to bring
about the great Bol shevik objective of nerging the United
States with Russia. Yes, Russian intellectual elenent of
conquest are involved here, as the quick | ock down of

Anerican mlitary installations will be justified to the
worl d at that tinme as being necessary to prevent a nucl ear
war -- when in fact the political sponsorship of a Patri ot

to the Presidency would acconplish the sane thing under
| ess i ntensive circunstances.

The Russian strategy for North Anmerican conquest, through
t he sl ow accunul ati on of a handful of tanks, personnel
carriers, and jeeps each week, is a brilliant strategic
nove that the Bolshevik Gremlins are now controlling the
Anmeri can House in Washington want to see occur, even

t hough those Grenlins in Washington are the very targets
Russia is really going after. That's right, the tank

described in that news article will never |eave the United
States -- until, at least, it has first been used
offensively in mlitary operations against the United

St at es.
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...Yes, that tank is on a one-way trip into the United
States [if in fact it ever gets to Tel edyne Continental].
See what happens when we accept information presented to
us, and take it in under advisenent, holding its
acceptance out in abeyance as a point of reference, until
we first ask ourselves sone peripheral questions about it
fromseveral different view points? What happens when
aski ng oursel ves deeper questions than was presented to
us, is that great Truths cone forward to us, are

appreci ated by us, and our Eyes are Opened. This is a
procedure that should be followed in all settings --

busi ness, commerce, work, school, famly life, everything
-- and particularly in ecclesiastical settings, as we ask
oursel ves a sequence of the single nost inportant
Questions that could ever be asked down here:

Who am | ? What am | doing here? Wiere am | goi ng?

... The Answer is that you are literally, M. My, the
of fspring of Celestial Beings, and that a germof Deity

dwells within you -- that is who you are. You were brought
forth into this world bristling full of Genlins and their

i ntrigues fromthe presence of your Father in Heaven --

that is what you are doing here. The correct procedure to
return to Father's presence once again is to take
seriously H's advice He once gave you in the First Estate
when we were all then speaking H's angelic |anguage: Enter
into Covenants with nme, be proven in all things, and a
successi vely ever enlargi ng nunber of planets and

of fspring will be yours [renmenber that Contracts draw

| i nes whi ch enabl e behavior to be neasured and tested
against; Tort indicia places facts on continuum neasuri ng

t he absence, presence, and extent of damages. | personally
woul d not want to get involved with a God who was fi xated
on the nere absence of danmages] -- that is where you are

going. [return]

[29] "Trials [in Admralty Jurisdiction]... take place

wi thout the intervention of a jury, and w thout any fixed
rul es of | aw or evidence. The rules on which offenses are
to be heard and determ ned... are such rul es and
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regul ations as the President... shall prescribe. No

previ ous presentnment is required, nor any indictnent
charging the comm ssion of a crine against the |aws; but
the trial nust proceed on charges and specifications. The
puni shnent will be --not what the | aw decl ares, but such
as an [Admral] may think proper..." -President Andrew

Jackson in the Congressional dobe, 39th Congress, 1st
Sessi on, page 916 (February, 1866). [return]

[ 30] For exanpl e, when benefits have been accepted in the
context of reciprocity being expected in return, then
there lies a contract; and where no Consi deration

[ benefits exchanged] is evident on the record, then the

contract collapses in front of a judge (Failure of

Consi deration). To show you just how inproper it is to
rely on docunents for anything of significance in the area
of attaching liability, renmenber earlier, when | talked
about the Taxabl e Franchi se of Social Security, and of
Justiciability, | spoke of an Affidavit [docunent] | filed
admtting to an utterly heinous agricultural crime | had
commtted. But as | nentioned, the police could do nothing
wi t hout any col |l aborating evidence obtained fromout in
the practical setting that a crine had in fact been
commtted. Yes, Nature does operate out in the practical
setting, and to understand Nature is to understand the Law
in all settings.

...Incidentally, when we shift froma worldly setting over
to a Heavenly setting, nothing changes either. \Wen
entering into Contracts wth Heavenly Father down here, it
wi Il be enphasized to you over and over again that the
prom ssory Bl essings [benefits] from On H gh contai ned
within the Contract are conditional, and that the facial
Contract itself that you just entered into nmeans not hing;
and that it is what you do wth that Contract out in the
practical setting that neans everything. [return]

[31] At | east entrance should be and is theoretically so.
This is why that if, for any reason, the Suprene Court
uphol ds the I ncone Tax grab on a properly docunent

I nvoluntary de mnims participant in King's Commerce (who
tinmely waived, rejected and refused all Comrercial and
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political benefits), then we will turn away from deal i ng
with the King out of the barrel of a fountain pen, and
start to deal with the King out of the barrel of a gun.

[ return]

[ 32] "Does history repeat itself? Yes. Today, the term

security is best defined in the prom ses of econom c kings
and politicians in the formof doles, grants, and
subsi di es nade for the purpose of perpetuating thensel ves
in public office, and at the sanme tine depleting the
resources of the people and the treasury of the nation.

The word security is being used as an inplenent of

political expediency, and the end results will be the | oss
of freedom and tenporal and spiritual bankruptcy.

[ Throughout this Letter, other exanples will be presented
showi ng how the violation of Principles will always

produce adverse secondary consequences, wth the true

sem nal point of causality remaining |atent, elusive, and
obscured]. W have those anong us who are calling for an
econom ¢ king, and the voice of the king replies in

prom ses wherein the individual is guaranteed relief from
t he mandate given to Adam

"In the sweat of thy face thou eat
bread. "’

"Di sobedi ence to this mandate involves the
penalty of |oss of free agency and

I ndividuality, and the dissolution of the
resources of the individual. These economc
rul ers have advocated, and do practice, a

vi ci ous procedure called the Leveling down
Process which takes from one nman who has

achi eved and distributes to those who are not
wlling to put forth like effort. Taxation is
t he means t hrough which this Leveling down
Process is inplenented. Taxes in the United
States during the | ast decade have increased
five hundred percent. If such increases
continue, it wll nmean final confiscation of the
property of the people.
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“"A clear cut exanple of the prom ses of economnc
kings to the people, with all of the penalties

I nvol ved, stands out in the case of G eat
Britain. Geat Britain, with fifty years of rule
over the Seas of the Earth, the Sun never
setting on her Enpire, finds herself nowin a
convul sion of spiritual, political, and tenpora
bankruptcy. She has a king, but he is nerely a
synbol of her past greatness; but the people,

i ke those of Israel, cried for a new king, an
econom ¢ king, and the king has responded with
the rule of dictatorship, bringing deterioration
to the character of the individual, |oss of

anbi tion, freedom individual progress through
the right to work when and where he woul d, and
regi nentation. The people are forced to heed the
call and feel the iron hand of the dictator.
Above all, they have |lost their free agency. The
British people are but nmere cogs in the great
machi ne of socialism The state is paranount;
the citizen has been subdued. Their resources
have been absorbed, the treasury of the

gover nnment has been depleted, and had it not
been for the generosity of this great republic,
where a few of the fundanentals of freedom
personal initiative, and free enterprise renmain,
Great Britain would have been but a nenory. Just
as was in Israel, so would it be wiwth G eat
Britain -- dissension, division, and conmunistic
captivity.

“"What does this nean to you and ne? W have

t hose anong us, too, who over the years have
cried for a controll ed econony. W have those
anong us who give succor and support to such a
pl an, which plan of controlled econony invol ves
the sane theories and fal se phil osophies that
ruined | srael and are now destroyi ng G eat
Britain. Econom c kings have responded to the
call of sone people, prom sing themsecurity
agai nst want for their votes. In the attenpt to
neet the desires of these people, the treasury
of this great nation is being depleted, and it
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covers deficit spending with prom ssory notes.
Expansi on of this disastrous policy will deprive
Anmerican citizens of their God-given freedom
the right to work when and where they wll,
freedom of speech, freedom of the press -- and
who knows but what sone day the right to worship
God according to the dictates of one's

consci ence may be taken away. It is destroying,
and will continue to destroy, the very
fundanental s upon which this nation and its
peopl e have found prosperity and genui ne
security. These are not idle words, but the
counsel and the words of the Lord as they have
been revealed to this nation through Prophets
and the Foundi ng Fathers of this great Republic.
For one hundred and twenty years nodern day
Sanuel s have pleaded with the people to preserve
the fundanental s of tenporal and spiritua
security by being obedient to the Gospel,

t hrough work, being thrifty and staying out of
debt, and above all to conserve our resources to
provi de tenporal security during periods of

si ckness, unenpl oynent, and the days of old age.
Thi s peopl e has been taught by the Prophets of
God that to waste the bounties of Earth is a
sin, and surely there is a penalty therefor. The
Lord cannot bless an individual or a nation wth
the bounties of the Earth and have that

I ndi vidual or nation deliberately and wantonly
waste them w thout the law of retribution of
want and fam ne being i nposed.

“Econom c¢ ki ngs have advocated the doctrine that
those in distress should be provided for
abundantly with no obligations on the part of
the recipients, but the Lord has reveal ed

t hrough his Prophets a great welfare plan which
does not rob individuals in distress of their
freedom personal initiative, and the right to
work. In the welfare program[of the Church] the
I ndi vidual is the objective, and through the
generosity and cooperative efforts of the
menbership of the Church, the individual is
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assured of tenporal security, not as a dole or a
gift, but as a bridge to cover the gap of

unenpl oynent or illness until the individual can
again stand on his own feet and work out his
tenporal security. It is required of himthat
during this period of assistance fromthe

wel fare program he shall give freely of his

| abor, if physically fit, in the production of
the things he needs, and out of it becones one
of the independent sons of the Lord, having

not ably received but having also given."

Joseph B. Wrthlin in Conference Reports, at
page 134 (April, 1950). [return]

[33] If you have a Lease contract as a Tenant with your
Landl ord to occupy his prem ses and pay himrent, then is
It correct and provident that you could withhold rent from
hi m because one ni ght you saw that Landl ord of yours
defile hinself at a bar downtown by spendi ng your nobney
and his strength on a pair of harlots? No, it is not, and
your excuses and arguments not to honor the Lease contract
I's foolishness and will be summarily ignored by all judges
fromyour local justice courts clear up to the Suprene
Court. What your Landlord does with his noney after you
give it to himthrough an operation of that Lease contract
I's his business and none of yours, and what the King does
with his noney once he has his hands on it is also his own
busi ness. [All Internal Incone Tax Revenue collected is
turned over to the Federal Reserve Board as paynent on the
Nati onal Debt]. The unfairness of the Landlord to denmand
and get high rents he doesn't really need, and then to
turn around and throw the noney out the wi ndow on harlots,
just like the King throw ng his noney out the wi ndow to
Pol and and to | ooters throughout the rest of the world...
this unfairness that eats and gnaws at you, is a Tort Law
fairness rationalization, and has no business in a
Leasehol d Tenant Eviction proceeding in your |ocal

muni ci pal court, and has no business in a WIlIlful Failure

to File action in a Federal D strict Court, as both are
contract enforcenent actions. Defenses and argunents nade
in a Contract Law judgnent setting are necessarily very
narrow y construed; background factual elenents not
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contained in the contract are relevant only to the extent
that they influence a clause in the contract that is
presented to a court for a ruling. And absent unusual
ci rcunstances, only the content of the contract is going
to be discussed in any courtroom just like only the

content of your Contracts with Father will be discussed at
the Last Day and rationalizations sounding in the Tort of
Equality like this one wll be ignored:

"Oh, yes Father -- | accepted Jesus Christ, and

| was just as good as anyone el se." [return]

[34] Dred Scott vs. Sanford, 60 U.S. 393 (1856). [return]

[35] | once told a state judge that | was demandi ng ny
mnority rights. He | ooked at ne and snorted sonet hi ng,
and so | quoted the state statute which granted a right
given to generic mnorities, wthout any qualification of

just what a mnority was. So | brought in sone statistics
to prove that people wth blue eyes are a denographic
mnority in the United States, and that therefore |I was
redemanding ny minority rights. [Those mnority statutes
of rights and special hand out grants are quite fl aky;
they are structurally inprovident, bearing no intrinsic
relationship to Nature, and are, and have al ways been, a
Special Interest Goup political payoff to either buy or
retain votes, power, and noney. But state statutes are not
designed or intended to be conformal with Nature or
mani f est even a quasi-rational basis: Ctizenshipis |like
joining a Country Club, as I wll explain in the next

section on citizenship, so house rules that operate to
favor sone class of persons while harm ng others are

| argely viewed by the Federal Judiciary as being just part
of the gane (just like a Country Cub's Board of Governors
deci sion to nane Tuesday as being |lady's day on the back
18 holes; no, it isn't fair to you nen when Tuesday is
your only day off fromwrk and you want to use the back
18 holes then, but the Tort of unfairness is not relevant
as long as you are a nenber, because a contract is in
effect).] [return]
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[ 36] See generally:

. Joseph Janes in the Frami ng of the 14th Anmendnent

[University of Illinois Press, Urbana (1956)];
« Phillip Paludian in A Covenant with Death [University
of Illinois Press, U bana (1975)];

. Thomas Cool ey in Changes in the Bal ance of

Gover nnental Powers, an Address to the Law Students
at M chigan University [Douglas and Conpany, Ann
Arbor (March, 1878)];

. Howard Grahamin OUR "Decl aratory" Fourteenth

Amendnent, 7 Stanford Law Review, at 3 (Septenber,
1954). [return]

[ 37] Abraham Lincoln was al so dragged into this Dred Scott
controversy; on June 26, 1857, Abraham Lincoln found

hi rsel f divided on the Dred Scott case -- it was one of
those difficult factual settings where no matter what was
said or done, you could only be viewed as being wong. He
suggested on that day in Springville, Illinois that the
rulings of the United States Court do not create binding
obligations on the two political branches of Governnent.
This was a risky philosophical position for Lincoln to

take; Dred Scott effectively repudiated the Principles

upon whi ch Lincoln's new Republican Party rested; and
Li ncol n exposed hinself to the charge of "attenpting to
bring the Suprene Court into disrepute anong the
peopl e" [the charge was thrown at Lincoln by Steven A
Douglas in the course of his Fifth Debate with Abraham

Li ncol n on Cctober 7, 1857]. See Gary Jacobson in Abraham

Lincoln on this Question of Judicial Authority: the Theory
of a Constitutional Aspiration in 36 Western Political
Quarterly, at 52 (March, 1983). [return]

[ 38] Renenber that pursuant to the Merger Doctri ne,
contracts we enter into today overrule contracts we
entered into yesterday, since it is out of harnony with
Nature that contracts cannot be altered, nodified, or
ot herwi se rescinded in the future by the consent of the
Parties. This is why Constitutional Amendnents can
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overrul e whatever was witten into the original
Constitution of 1787 at an earlier tine. [return]

[39] The Panama Canal Treaty ratification bill in the
Senate in 1978, being sponsored by very powerful

Rockefeller Cartel interests like it was, with people in

t he know knowing that it would nost |ikely pass the
Senate, quickly becane | oaded down with several hundred
anendnents that woul dn't pass by thenselves. This

| egi sl ative device is sonetines called piggy-backing. See

The Proposed Panama Canal Treaties -- a D gest of
| nformati on, Subcommttee on the Separation of Powers,
Committee on the Judiciary, United States Senate, 95th

Congress, 2nd Session (February, 1978); and Panana Canal

Treaties (D sposition of United States Territory), in
Parts 1,2,3,4 of Hearings before the Subcomm ttee on the
Separation of Powers, Conmttee on the Judiciary, United
States Senate, 95th Congress, 1st Session (July, 1977).

[ return]

[ 40] Yes, the 14th Amendnent, announced by its sponsors to
have the high, noble, and righteous goal of reversing that

bad, w cked, terrible, heinous and utterly evil Dred Scott
Case, of overturning those racist Suprene Court Justices,
and giving those poor exploited and downtrodden Bl acks
their political rights, actually has a silent correlative
sinister profile to it that now danmages everyone,

i ncludi ng Bl acks. In 1978, every single nenber of the
United States Senate knew that Rockefeller Cartel Genmins
wer e behi nd the Pananma Canal Treaties, and know ng that, a
pathetic majority went right ahead and voted for it

anyway; just the political inveiglenent surrounding the
real objectives of the 14th Anendnent was al so known at
the tinme it was being considered for Senate approval...

"It is their deliberate purpose, tonorrow or
next week, or a nonth hence, or as soon as they
can, to make the Federal Constitution a
different instrument fromwhat it is now, and

t hen, under sonewhat |atitudinarian expressions
contained in this proposed fourteenth article of
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amendnent to the Constitution... any kind of |aw
the majority party here desire be... enacted
into law. " - Congressman M chael Kerr of

| ndi ana, in the Congressional G obe, 40th
Congress, 2nd Session, page 1973 (March, 1868).

[return]

[41] See Dyett vs. Turner, 439 Pacific 266 (1968), and the
nunerous other cites therein; that State Tribunal |ater
backed down and reversed itself by one vote. [return]

[42] See Coleman vs. MIler, 307 U S. 433 (1939). [return]

[43] Felix Frankfurter once remarked that the 14th
Amendnment was the | argest source of the Suprenme Court's

busi ness. [See Felix Frankfurter in John Marshall and the

Judi ci al Function, 69 Harvard Law Review 217, at 229
(1955).] [return]

[44] In his book entitled The Ratification of the 14th

Anmendnent by Joseph Janmes [ Mercer University Press
(1984)], the author nanes his 20 chapters after nmarine and
maritine events, alnost as if M. Janes is quietly warning
his readers allegorically as a veiled presentation of what
the 14th Amendnent is really all about. The nanes range

from The Launching and Setting Sail to Troubl ed Southern
Wat ers, Dangerous Passage, and Making for Port. [return]

[45] After the Civil War, popular opinion in the Southern
United States was runni ng agai nst the adoption of the 14th
Anmendnent, on the grounds that the 14th Anmendnent woul d
consolidate all power into Washington (which is exactly
what happened, and which is exactly what sone Grenlins

wanted). See the Cncinnati Comercial for April 21, 1866,
quoting the Menphis Argus and the Charl eston Courier for
April 2, 1866. The Charl eston Courier had nmade the
prophetic statenent that the State Judiciaries would be
made subservient to Federal authority, and that the 14th

Amendnent woul d be conferring upon Congress "powers
unknown to the original |aw of the country”; which is
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exactly what has happened. Yet, in reading the 14th
Amendnent, no where are State Judiciaries even nentioned.

See generally Does the Fourteenth Anendnent |ncorporate

the Bill of Rights? The Original Understandi ng by Charl es
Fri edman, 2 Sanford Law Review at 5 (Decenber, 1949).
[ return]

[46] 258 U. S. 126 (1922). [return]
[47] 307 U.S. 433 (1939). [return]

[48] "...the question of the efficacy of ratifications by
State legislatures, in the light of previous rejection or
attenpted w thdrawal, should be regarded as a political
guestion pertaining to the political departnments, wth the
ultimate authority in the Congress in the exercise of its
control over the pronulgation of the adoption of the

anendnent." - Coleman vs. MIler, 307 U S. 433, at 450
(1938). [return]

[49] "...it is apparent that the franmers of the
Constitution contenplated that instrunent as a rule for
t he governnent of courts, as well as that of the
| egi sl ature. Why ot herwi se does it direct the judges to

take an oath to support it?" - Marbury vs. Madison, 5 U.
S. 137 (1803). [return]

[ 50] Twenty one years after Marbury vs. Madi son, Chief
Justice Marshall backed off slightly by making the
foll ow ng comment, which is astonishing by contrast:

"Judi ci al power, as contradistinguished fromthe
power of the |aws, has no existence. Courts are
the nmere instrunents of law, and can w ||
not hi ng. When they are said to exercise a
discretion, it is a nere |legal discretion, a

di scretion to be exercised in discerning the
course prescribed by law, and, when that is

di scerned, it is the duty of the Court to foll ow

it." - Gsborne vs. Bank of United States, 22 U.
S. 738 (1824).
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Al t hough the Judiciary is given its own perpetual

exi stence in Article Ill, in a sense Justice Marshall is
correct, since it is the Legislature that ultinmately hol ds
t he upper hand. The Legislature could, if it wanted to,
repeal Article Ill altogether and shut down the Judiciary

In toto, and appoi nt, perhaps, Commttees of Congress to
act in the capacity of what was once the Judiciary by

I ndi vidual | y consi dering Cases that cone before them

[ return]

[51] "...the Franers did not see the courts as the

excl usi ve custodi ans of the Constitution. Indeed, because
t he docunent posits so few conclusions it |eaves to the
nore political branches the matter of adapting and

vivifying its principles in each generation... The power
to declare acts of Congress and the |laws of the state null
and void... should not be used when the Constitution does
not [explicitly allowit]." - Attorney General Edw n Meese

before the D.C. Chapter of the Federalist Society Lawers
Di vi si on, Novenber 15, 1985, Washington, D.C. [return]

[52] A fortiori neans "with the greater force," as one
conclusion is conpared with another. [return]

[53] A mnority collection of four Suprene Court Justices
once stated that:

"[Article IV of the Constitution]... grants
power over the anending of the Constitution to
Congress al one. Undivided control of that
process has been given by the Article
exclusively and conpletely to Congress. The
process itself is called "political" inits
entirety, from subm ssion until an anmendnent
becones part of the Constitution, and not
subject to judicial guidance, control, or

interference at any point." - Col eman vs.
MIller, 307 U S. 433, at 459 [Concurring
Opi nion] (1938). [return]
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[54] "...the glory and ornanent of our system which

di stinguishes it fromevery other governnent on the face
of the earth is that there is a great and m ghty
[judicial] power hovering over the Constitution of the

| and to which has been del egated the awful responsibility
of restraining all the coordinate departnents of the
Governnment within the walls of the great fabric which our
fathers [built] for our protection and our inmunity
forever." - Chief Justice Edward White, in a speech
shortly before he ascended into the corridors of judicial

power; 23 Congressional Record, 6515 (1892). [return]

[55] "In a society under the forns of which the stronger
faction can readily unite and oppress the weaker, anarchy
may as truly be said to reign as in a state of nature,
where the weaker individual is not as secured against the

vi ol ence of the stronger..." - Al exander Ham | ton, The
Federal i st Papers, Nunber 51. [return]

[56] "A mpjority taken collectively may be regarded as
bei ng whose opi nions, and frequently whose interests, are
opposed to those of another being, which is styled a
mnority. If it be admtted that a nman, possessing

absol ute power, may m suse that power by wonging his
adversaries, why should a majority not be held liable to
t he sane reproach? Men are not apt to change their
characters by aggl oneration; nor does their patience in

t he presence of obstacles increase with the consci ousness

of their strength." - Alexis de Tocqueville, 1 Denocracy
in America, at 249 [Arlington House (1965)]. [return]

[57] "Tyranny is not the only problem Myjorities do not
necessarily have enough know edge, insight, or expertise

to assure wi sest action... issues require expertise and
under st andi ng far beyond that which is possessed by the
majority... The collective wisdomis not likely to be |ess
fallible." -Bernard Siegan in Econonm c Liberties and the

Constitution, at 273 [University of Chicago Press, Chicago
(1980)]. [return]

[58] "When | see that the right and neans of absol ute
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conmand are conferred on a people or upon a king, upon an
ari stocracy or a denocracy, a nonarchy or republic, |
recogni ze the germof tyranny, and | journey onwards to a
| and of nore hel pful institutions.” - Alexis de

Tocqueville, 1 Denobcracy in Anerica, at 250 [Arlington
House (1965)]. [return]

[ 59] The Federalist Nunber 9 goes into this in greater
detail. Not very well known is the fact that the dual
shared contours of Federal/State |egislative jurisdiction
are sonetines in a state of tension, which frictional

rel ati onship has existed right fromthe start of the

Uni on. While the Continental Congress was once neeting in
Phi | adel phia on June 20, 1783, soldiers from Lancaster,
Pennsyl vania arrived in Philadelphia "...to obtain a
settlenment of accounts, which they supposed they had a
better chance [to collect] at Phil adel phia than at
Lancaster.” On the next day, June 21st:

"The mutinous sol diers presented thensel ves,
drawn up in the streets before the State House,
where Congress had assenbl ed. The executive
council of the State, sitting under the sane
roof, was called upon for the proper
Interposition [to get rid of the soldiers].
Presi dent Dickerson cane in [to the Hall of
Congress], and explained the difficulty, under
actual circunstances, of bringing out the
[State] mlitia of the place for the suppression
of the nutiny. He thought that, w thout sone
outrages on persons or property, the mlitia
could not be relied on [to get rid of the
mutineers]. General St. Cair, then in

Phi | adel phia, was sent for, and desired to use
his interposition, in order to prevail on the
troops to return to the barracks. H's report
gave no encour agenent. ..

"In the neantinme, the soldiers remained in their
position, wthout offering any viol ence,

I ndi vidual s only, occasionally uttering

of fensi ve words, and wantonly pointing their
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muskets to the windows of the Hall of Congress.
No danger from preneditated viol ence was
apprehended, but it was observed that spirituous
drink, fromthe tippling-houses adjoining, began
to be liberally served out to the soldiers, and
m ght | ead to hasty excesses. None were

comm tted, however, and about three o'clock, the
usual hour, Congress adjourned; the soldiers,

t hough in sone instances offering a nock
obstruction, permtting the nenbers to pass

t hrough their ranks. They soon afterwards
retired thensel ves to the barracks.

"The [subsequent] conference wth the executive
[ of Pennsyl vani a] produci ng nothing but a
repetition of doubts concerning the disposition
of the mlitia to act unless outrage were
offered to persons or property. It was even
doubt ed whether a repetition of the insult to
Congress woul d be sufficient provocation. During
t he deli berations of the executive, and the
suspense of the commttee, reports fromthe
barracks were in constant vibration. At one
nonment, the nutineers were penitent and
preparing subm ssions; the next, they were

medi tating nore violent neasures. Sonetines, the
bank was their object; then the seizure of the
menbers of Congress, with whomthey inmgined an
I ndemity for their offense m ght be

stipulated.” - Elliot, 5 Mdison Papers

Cont ai ni ng Debates on the Confederation and
Constitution, at pages 92 et seq. [Washington, D.
C. (1845)].

The harassnent by the soldiers which had begun on June 20
conti nued across four days until June 24, 1783. On this
date, the nenbers of Congress now abandoned any hope that
the State of Pennsylvania m ght disperse the soldiers, so
t he Congress renoved itself from Phil adel phia. General
George Washi ngton had | earned of the uprising only on the
same date at his headquarters at Newburgh, and reacting
pronptly, he dispatched a | arge contingent of his whole
force to suppress this "infanous and outrageous Mitiny";
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see 27 Witings of WAashington, at page 32 [ George
Washi ngt on Bi cent ennial Conm ssion, GPO (1938)]. But the
news of his intended response arrived too late, as the
Congress had by now packed their bags and left for
Princeton, and traveled thereafter to Trenton, Annapolis,
and New York City. There was not any repetition of the

ci rcunst ances precedi ng the decision by Congress to | eave
Phi | adel phi a, however, this incident was never forgotten
by the Congress. A few nonths [ater on October 7, 1783,
the Congress while neeting in Princeton adopted the
foll ow ng Resol ution:

"That building for the use of Congress be
erected on or near the banks of the Del awar e,
provided a suitable district can be procured on
or near the banks of said river, for a federal
town; and that the right of soil, and an

excl usive or such other jurisdiction as Congress
may direct, shall be vested in the United

States." - 8 Journals of Congress, at 295.

Those mutineers contributed strongly to the feeling in
Congress that the United States needed its own
geographical district, exercising its own excl usive
jurisdiction over it, and so when it acquired the D strict
of Colunbia, the Congress made sure that there were no

| i ngering vestiges of State Sovereignty left to surface
agai n under possibly unpl easant circunstances. George
Mason of Virginia expressed his sentinments in July of 1878
that the new seat of the Federal Governnent, where ever
that may eventually be, not be "in the city or place at
whi ch the seat of any State Governnent m ght be fixed,’
because the establishnent of the seat of Governnent in a
State Capital would tend "to produce di sputes concerning
jurisdiction' and because the conm ngling of the two
jurisdictions would tend to give "a provincial tincture’
to the inportant national deliberations [see Jonathan

Elliot, Editor, in 5 Madi son Papers Concerni ng Debates on
t he Confederation and Constitution, at page 374].

Down to the present day, just what |egislative
jurisdiction the Congress does have in crimnal matters is
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di sputed; no doubt it can very nuch exercise crimna
jurisdiction over all crinmes so listed in the
Constitution, and for all crinmes that take place on | and
owned by the King. But where a crine has taken place in a
bui | ding on | eased | and not owned by the King, the

Congr ess probably does not have crimnal jurisdiction, and
must yield to the States for the admnistration of a
spanking [but the crim nal Defendant has to demand it;
jurisdiction originates out of the barrel of a gun, and
the King is not about to be a nice guy and just sinply
turn around and wal k away from exercising recourse against
an exhibition of defiance in his | eased office spaces he
provides to his termtes]. Necessarily so when tw n
separate and distinct Juristic Institutions are nmaking
assertions of jurisdiction over the sane geographi cal
districts, tensions and frictions surface as the
jurisdiction of one is slightly limted, and the
jurisdiction of the other is specifically limted, and one
IS reaching outside of its appropriate contours. In 1954
an extensive study of the area of Federal-State
jurisdiction was studied by an Inter-Departnmental

Comm ttee under the supervision of inp Herbert Brownell,
United States Attorney General. Discussing in detail the

| egal relationship of the States to Federal Encl aves, the
acquisition of legislative jurisdiction (by consent, by
the Constitution, or on Federal Lands), Crim nal
Jurisdiction, and operations of State and Federal
Jurisdiction over Residents without and w thin Federal
Encl aves and ot her Federal Lands, the report gives a good
profiling glinpse into the limted nature of Federal

| egi sl ative jurisdiction. See Report on the

I nterdepartnental Commttee for the Study of Jurisdiction
over Federal Areas Wthin the States [ GPO Washi ngton
(April and June, 1956)]. [return]

[ 60] Renenber the operation of the twin conbination of the
Specificity Doctrine and the Laches Doctrine as they bl end
together in a confluence to formthe w der Merger

Doctrine: That the nost recently executed contract
addendum applies first (the first being nmerged with the

| ast), and the nost specific contract wording al so applies
first (the nost general being nerged into the nost
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specific). [return]

[61] In other words, plead that the inplied appearance of

Admralty and Equity in the after Ten Anmendnents does not
operate with derogation on your rights, by virtue of your
previ ous successful decontam nation away fromthat King's

Equity Jurisdiction due to the absence of any quid pro quo
equi val ence proprietary to Admralty having been accept ed.
[ return]

[62] WIIliam Truax vs. M ke Raich, 239 U S. 33, at 40
(1915). [return]

[ 63] The proposal appears in Hearings Before the Speci al

Subcomm ttee on the Study of Presidential Inability of the
House Committee on the Judiciary, 85th Congress, First
Session, Serial No. 3, at pages 7 and 8 (1957). For a good
intellectual flavoring of Gemin Herbert Brownell, see
his views on that utterly obnoxi ous Fourth Anendnent in

The Public Security and Wre Tapping [39 Cornell Law

Quarterly 195 (1954)]. Wen Herbert Brownell was nom nated
to be the Attorney General of the United States by Nel son
Rockefell er, he was unaware of the fact that the Ofice of

Patents was under the Attorney General's Ofice [ See

Her bert Brownell, Jr. Attorney Ceneral Designate in
"Hearings Before the Commttee on the Judiciary of the
United States Senate,"” 83rd Congress, First Session (GPO
1953)]. Herbert Brownell was on a mssion for the Four
Rockefeller Brothers, so pesky little details like

adm ni strative conpetence are uninportant. The next tine

you are in Washington, M. My, stop by the WIllard Hot el
on Pennsyl vani a Avenue on the east side of the Wite
House; in the Wllard is a restaurant called the
Cccidental. Hanging on the wall next to the coat roomis a
phot ograph of little Gemin Herbert Brownell; there is a
radi ant mystique about that photograph that is

different... as if there was a Genlin sparkle in his
eyes... as if he was on the threshold of pulling off
sonet hing grand... sonething big... sonething inportant.

[ return]
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[64] Dallas was one of three cities where planning for the
mur der was consi dered. [return]

[ 65] Senate Joint Resolution 139, 88th Congress, Second
Session (1964). [return]

[ 66] Senator Birch Bayh held the Chair of the Senate
SubConmittee on Constitutional Anendnents. See a Report

aut hored by Birch Bayh entitled Presidential Inability and

Vacancy in the Ofice of the Vice-President, Senate Report
Nunmber 1382, 88th Congress, Second Session (1964); this

report includes many private views on the absolute dire

energency need for the 25th Amendnent; views expressed by
Nel son Rockefeller's nom nees. [return]

[67] COccasionally, headaches surfaced during the

Rockefell er Ratification Operation which Herbert Brownell
coordi nated. For exanple, in 1965 a law review article
appeared which caused the Speaker of the Legislature of
Arkansas to adjourn indefinitely his State's ratification
vote on the proposed 25th Anendnent. The article, entitled

Vi ce-Presidential Succession: a Criticismof the Bayh-
cellar Plan in 17 South Carolina Law Review 315 (1965)
correctly noted that there was no big urgency for any new
Constitutional machinery to fill a Vice-Presidential
vacancy [but there very nmuch was a big urgency on Nel son
Rockefeller's part]. Herbert Brownell quickly got the
situation under control, with the end result being that
the State of Arkansas ratified the 25th Anendnent on
Novenber 11, 1965 [see The Twenty-fifth Amendnent by John
Feerick ["Ratification"], at page 111 [ Fordham University
Press, New York (1976)]. [return]

[ 68] Nel son's water boys have spoken very highly of the
25t h Amendnent :

"As this Nation cel ebrates the two-hundredth
anniversary of its birth, we should take speci al
note of one unique feature of our great
constitutional experinent. Unlike al nbst any
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ot her Western denocracy, the United States has
never been faced wth a serious crisis in the
line of succession to the office of its chief
executive and head of state. Qur ability to
avoi d such a crisis throughout nmuch of our
earlier history was, perhaps, largely a matter
of luck. Fortunately, we have never had to
confront the prospect of a double vacancy in the
of fices of both President and Vi ce-President.
Thus, one of two individuals specifically

desi gnated by the voters as President and next-
in-line served in the office at all tines." -

Senator Birch Bayh in the Forward to The Twenty-

Fifth Amendnent by John Feerick [ Fordham
University Press, New York (1976)].

Notice the selection of words that inp Birch Bayh uses:

experinment, denocracy and luck. Down to the present day in
1985, had Nel son Rockefeller not used his recurring
accessory instrunents of nurder and ki dnappings to help

hi m acconplish his political objectives, the "serious
crisis" of dual vacancies his water boy Birch Bayh refers
to woul d never have occurred in the first place; as

fundanental Gem in nodus operandi always calls for having
just the right nedicine to renedy ail nents they thensel ves
create. [return]

[69] At a strategy neeting held in 1973 in Nelson's

Washi ngton of fices at 2500 Foxhall Road, Nel son reiterated
that he wanted Spiro to go first, before the final siege
was |laid on Richard Nixon. [return]

[ 70] Staying on top of an inpending Presidential grab that
was in the air, Senator Birch Bayh's SubComm ttee issued
on an informal Report on the history of the 25th Anmendnent

Entitled Review of the H story of the 25th Amendnent, 93rd
Congress, First Session, Senate Docunent #93-42 "Report of
t he SubComm ttee on Constitutional Amendnents to the

Comm ttee on the Judiciary" [GPO Cctober, 1973]. [return]

[ 71] Subpoenas were issued by the IRSto try and find
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sonething to get the goods on him See the New York Tines
["Tax Agents Conpile Data on Net Worth of Agnew'], page 1
(Cctober 7, 1973). [return]

[ 72] Susan Agnew recei ved ki dnapping threats agai nst her

while traveling in Brazil [see the New York Tines
["Agnew s Daughter Quits Brazil After Report of Threat"],
page 22 (August 30, 1973]. In that sane article,
reassurances were quickly presented that there was nothing
to be concerned about, as those inpressive Brazilian
Federal Police, who nust know everything, were quoted as
denying the threat existed:

"There was never any threat agai nst her physical
security, including kidnapping..." - New York
Tinmes, id., at page 22.

The follow ng day, Brazilian Arny Intelligence sources
were quoted as saying that they were famliar wth the
threats, and spoke know edgeably about the terrorist group

who had been maki ng ki dnappi ng preparations [see the New

York Tines["M ss Agnew Did Get Threat, Al de Says"], page 6
(August 30, 1973)]. Wth those threats in mnd, Spiro
Agnew brought Susan honme to the United States quickly.
Whet her or not Susan Agnew was eventual |y ki dnapped here
in the United States as an inducenent to her father to
resign and get out of WAshington is an unknown event

Nel son Rockefeller would have nore than | oved to have
pul l ed off. For all of the people Nelson and David
Rockefell er have nmurdered, killed, mangled, distorted,
nmutilated, and tortured -- a playful little political

ki dnapping is the | east that Nel son woul d have concer ned
himself with. The day Spiro resigned the Vice-Presidency,
Susan Agnew was reported being at honme in the Agnew

resi dence [see the New York Tines ["Shades Drawn at the
Agnew s $190, 000 Suburban Maryl and Hone"], page 33
(October 11, 1973)]. As is usual, the New York Tines is
pl aying cutesy by directing attention to econom c val ues
on irrelevant matters -- it was just as inportant for ne
to know the resale value of their hone as it is for ne to
need know what color the Agnew s mailbox is. Genlin
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journalists. [return]

[ 73] See "Rockefeller Said To Be Avail able" in the New
York Tines, page 33, Cctober 11, 1973]. [return]

[74] A G emlin once scratched the followng ideas into his
personal diary:

"For him alone, winter seens to have arrived. He
I's being secretly underm ned and is already
conpletely isolated. He is anxiously | ooking for
col l aborators. Qur mice are busily at work,
gnawi ng through the | ast supports of his
position.”

Those words coul d have been witten about the final days
of R chard N xon, but they were not; they were witten by
Paul Joseph Goebbels, Hitler's propaganda chief, during
anot her Rockefeller grab for power from another era, 12
days before Chancellor Brunning was forced to resign on
May 30, 1932. Franz von Papen was appointed to repl ace
Brunni ng, and President von H ndenberg appointed Hitler to
repl ace Papen on January 30, 1933. What Hitler did was to
t ake advantage of a key weakness in the Wi mar Republic
Constitution that allowed for appointed executives, which
created an open w ndow for Genlins to slip into office

t hough, without the irritati on and nui sance of an

| nfeasi bl e el ecti on. Young Nel son Rockefeller had
recomrended Hitler to his dad, John Rockefeller, Jr. in
1930 as an ideal man to be used for their purposes; Nel son
had studied Hitler very closely and adm red many of
Htler's traits, and so when Hitler had finally succeeded
I n acquiring his power and ki ngdom w t hout the nui sance of
an el ection, Nelson quietly vowed to hinself that he, too,
woul d soneday have his own appoi nt nent Anendnent in the
United States. [return]

[ 75] After Nel son had grabbed the Vi ce-Presidency, many

peopl e in Washington finally opened their eyes and
realized that it was the Presidency all along that Nel son
had wanted; and so a proposal was introduced into the
United States Senate to nodify Section 2 of the 25th
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Amendnent [now that the real intent was visible]. This
proposal woul d have changed Section 2 so that when an
unel ected Vice-President cones into the Presidency by way
of appointnent, and if there is nore than one year
remaining in the Presidential term then a speci al
national election would have to be held for the President

and Vice-President to go through -- thus negating the
Presidential O fice by Appointnent grab the 25th Anmendnent
was designed to create. See Exam nation of the First

| npl enent ati on of Section Two of the 25th Amendnent, in
Heari ngs before the 94th Congress, First Session

(di scussing Senate Joint Resolution 26); [GPO, 1975].
Unfortunately, Senator Birch Bayh still held the Chair of
the SubComm ttee on Constitutional Anmendnents, so the
proposal died a quiet sandbaggi ng. [return]

[ 76] For a while, a vindictive R chard N xon spoke to
Gerald Ford alnost daily on the tel ephone, encouragi ng
Ford not to resign. [return]

[77] In a sense, Richard N xon was smart by appointing
Geral d Ford President instead of Nel son Rockefeller to
repl ace Spiro Agnew. Because havi ng Nel son Rockefeller
behi nd you as Vice-President is a good way to get yourself
killed. Incidentally, Richard Nixon is quite famliar with
the plans by the Rockefeller Brothers arranging to have
Jack Kennedy nmurdered in Dallas; trying to keep the [id on

that Bay of Pigs that was tal ked about constantly in the
Wat ergat e Tapes was the Kennedy Assassination. H R

Hal deman di scusses how the Bay of Pigs was the Kennedy

Assassi nati on; see The Ends of Power by H R Hal denan, at
page 38 et seq. [New York Tines Books, New York (1978)].
Many folks are a bit defensive about poor Richard N xon,

t he way he was hounded out of office by all those barking
dogs in the news nedia and all that... But how nuch
synpat hy should you give to a President who spent a

consi derabl e amount of tine, while in Ofice, sequestering
the conspiracy to nurder a previous President -- a
conspiracy that woul d expose not only his own sponsors,
but hinself as well? | would |like to hear soneone try and
stick up for Richard Nl xon with that in mnd. Those who
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studied Richard N xon in those days were puzzled in
relating to his extrene notives in so tightly controlling
every single little thing in the cover-up process, up and
down the line. Nunerous comentators stated that sone
political dirty trick does not justify such protracted and
| nt ense cover-up supervision; nor does it justify E
Howard Hunt's demand for $2 mllion in bribe noney to keep

qui et about the Bay of Pigs. That is correct, sone
burglary that was already publicly out in the open does
not justify all that: But the nurder of an Anmerican
Presi dent does. Yes, Richard N xon's mnd was fixated on
his own invol venent in a nurder, not soneone else's
burglary. [return]

[ 78] The direct election of United States Senators by the
17th Amendnent is a political enigma; here the States gave
up an inportant source of power in the Congress for no
reci procating beneficial reason -- but Gemins had a
reason -- nore direct control of the Congress, and
bringing the United States down one nore step lower to a
degenerate Denpbcracy status where Majoritariani smrules.
And for simlar reasons, in 1953, the Congress was again
tenpted by Genmins --trying torid the United States of
the El ectoral College, and structure a direct Presidential
popul ar vote (a | a denocracies) when then allows for
tighter Gemin control [see Abolition of Electoral
College -- .Direct Election of President and Vice-
president in "Hearings Before a SubCommttee of the
Committee on the Judiciary of the United States Senate,"”
83rd Congress, First Session, discussing Senate Joint
Resol utions 17, 19, 55, 84, 85, 95, 100 (June, July,
August, 1953)]. Rockefeller Cartel nom nee Senator Estes
Kef auver urged the dismantling of the Electoral College
[id., at page 14].

Even seem ngly politically disinterested peopl e have
offered their two bits in support of abolishing the

El ectoral Col | ege:

"...|l have cone before you today with one sinple
statenent. This Republic could find itself in
grave danger because of a fatal weakness in the
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process by which it elects our President." -
Aut hor Janmes M chener in a Congressional Hearing

Direct Popul ar Election of the President and

Vi ce-president of the United States,

SubComm ttee on the Constitution, Commttee on
the Judiciary, United States Senate, 96th
Congress, First Session, Senate Joint Resol ution
28 (March, April, 1979).

James M chener cited sone research he did into the
Presidential elections of 1872 and 1968 as justification
for his over-dramatization of the effects of retaining the

El ectoral College as he declared that the coll apse of the
Federal Governnent was a certainty --but never in this
Hearing did author Janes M chener ever cite the Foundi ng
Fat hers or explain why they incorporated such a juristic

device in the first place. Like the nodus operandi of
Genins on a mssion, to Janes M chener the past is
i rrel evant.

Soci alists have gotten into the attack on the El ectoral
Col | ege; see Aaron W/l davsky in The Pl ebiscitary

Presidency: Direct Election as Cass Legislation in 2
Comentaries (Wnter, 1979). For a glinpse into what one

of the Founders had to say about the Electoral Coll ege,

see Donald Dewey in Madison's Views on Electoral Reformin
Western Political Science Quarterly, at page 140 (March,
1962). [return]

[ 79] There was also internal Cartel division now worKking
agai nst Nel son's final power play in Decenber of 1976, as
numer ous associ ates of Nel son issued advisories

di scouraging himfromusing this Presidential acquisition
devi ce; sone of Nelson's strongest fornmer supporters in
the Cartel now no |onger trusted Nel son's judgnent
explicitly like they had done so in the past, after the
Four Brothers seriously bungled their handling of a
Russi an doubl e cross in the Summer of 1976. [return]

[ 80] Henry Kissinger's nmurder of Nel son Rockefeller, a
friend since 1955, through a college educated hit nman in
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his 50's, was a power play that Henry thought he would
succeed at; a grand power play Henry reasoned that the
success of which woul d be probabl e, since surviving
Rockefeller Fam |y nenbers should |Iikely expect to have
Henry fill the vacuum of power that would followin

Nel son's absence -- at least, that was the reasoning Henry
was operating under. But Henry was al so operating under
the attractive primary inducenent of Rothschild pronpting,
I ntelligence gui dance, and background support in this

mur der -- people seem ngly above double cross. But Henry
ran out of tinme before he succeeded in consolidating his
gains -- the prom sed Rothschild post-nurder background

support never materialized when Henry needed it nobst on
t hat Monday evening, February 5, 1979. [return]

[81] The phrase well-oiled neans that plans generally go
on snmoothly to conpletion without too nuch friction or

di stractions; the players possessing the nmagic of a M das
Touch. [return]

[ 82] Like a |large volune of American historians, these
25t h Amendnent commentators do not wite factually
accurate information, as the nere om ssion of the dom nate
rol es played by Nel son Rockefeller and his associates in

t he sponsorship of the 25th Amendnent -- such a factual

deficiency, ipso facto, nullifies the veracity of the
remaining limted information that is presented. See:

« Arthur M Schl esinger, Jr., On the Presidentia

Succession, 89 Political Science Quarterly 475 (Fall,
1974) ;

. John D. Freerick, The Proposed 25th Amendnent to the
Constitution, Fordham Law Revi ew (Decenber, 1965);

. John D. Freerick, The Vice-presidency and the
Probl ens of Presidential Succession and Inability, 32
For dham Law Revi ew 457 (1964). [return]

[83] The way to pierce through all distraction argunents
and get to the very bottomof Genmin intrigue is not to
search the present record for G enmin sponsorship, which
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Is often invisible at first, but rather to search the past
record for simlar acts that G emins sponsored, because
time has a way of unravelling details that were once
secret. The reason why exam ning the past as a strong
testing net hodol ogy for determining Gemin participation
in the present setting is because Gemins find it

unnecessary to change, alter, anend, or nodify their nodus

operandi from one successful conquest to the next, as they
go about their work trying to run one civilization into

t he ground after another. And so as we turn around and
exam ne the past, we very nmuch find Genmin intrigue in
Russia starting in the pre-Revolutionary days of 1914, as
the G enlins were highly active in "liberating" or

"emanci pati ng" downtrodden wonen. For 743 docunentary
pages of political intrigue carried on by Genins in
Russia working to "liberate” wonen fromthe clutches of
sone fictional and non-exi stent adversary, see the

doctorate dissertation of Robert Drummentitl ed The

Bol shevi k Party and the Organi zati on and Emanci pati on of
Wor ki ng Wonen, 1914 to 1921; O a History of the Petrograd

Experi ment [Colunbia University (1977)] (Order Thesis
Nunmber 77-24,326 from University Mcrofilnms in Ann Arbor,
M chi gan). [return]

[84] It is in the nature of people that once they have
made a deci sion about sonething, folks often rearrange
their logic to justify the end concl usion, ignoring

di vergent peri pheral factual elenents that nake their
unwant ed appearance at random occurrences; just |ike folks
wi Il also enhance in their mnds the worth of sonething
they believe that either they or soneone el se has paid a
price for, while ignoring conflicting factual itens that

woul d derogate the worth. See Leon Festinger in A Theory
of Cognitive D ssonance [ Row, Peterson Publishers,
Evanston, Illinois (1957)] and Hal Arkes and John Garske

I n Psychol ogi cal Theories of Mtivation [Brooks/Col e
Publ i shing, Monterey, California (1982)].

... Both behavioral operants are unfavorable intellectual
habits that should not be allowed a domciliary presence
in our mnds; it is difficult enough to acquire an
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enl arged basis of factual know edge to exercise judgnment
on, and so tossing aside unconfortable factual irritants
IS inprovident. [return]

[85] Up until 1971, there had been sone form of an equal
fem nine rights anendnent introduced into each Congress
since 1923. After the ERA lost its ratification journey

t hrough the states the first tinme around, the Congress
hel d new Hearings on the anmendnent to reexam ne the likely
| npact of the ERA on the United States. For 1,900 pages of

di scussi ons on the contenpl ated inpact, see Hearings

Before the Subcomm ttee on the Constitution of the
Committee on the Judiciary of the United States Senate,
98t h Congress, First and Second Sessions (from May, 1983
to May, 1984). For all of the 1,900 pages of distraction
argunents presented to the Congress, none of the

di scussions focused in on Gemin maneuverings wth
wonen's rights novenents in other political jurisdictions
around the world that have al ready gone to the dogs.

[ return]

[86] "Fromthe fact that people are very different it
follows that, if we treat themequally, the result nust be
i nequality in their actual position, and that the only
want to place themin an equal position would be to treat
themdifferently. Equality before the | aw and nateri al
equal ity are therefore not only different but are in
conflict wwth each other; and we can achi eve either the
one or the other, but not both at the sane tine." -F. A

Hayek in The Constitution of Liberty, as quoted by Joan
Kennedy Taylor in 7 Libertarian Review 30, at 33
(Decenber, 1978).

Aut hor F. A. Hayek belongs to the Austrian School of
Econom cs, which propagates reasoning in favor of pure

| ai ssez-faire. [return]

[87] Even the organic flourishnent of dynastic famlies is
contoured around the Law, a statenent that | am sure woul d

be shocking to Nelson and David Rockefeller. See Law in
t he Devel opnent of Dynastic Famlies anong Anerican
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Busi ness Elites: The Donestication of Capital and the
Capitalization of Famly, by George Marcus, 14 Law and
Soci ety Review 859 (1980). [return]

[88] "The two sexes differ in structure of body, in the
functions to be perforned by each, in the anount of

physi cal strength, in the capacity for |ong-continued

| abor, particularly when done standing, the influence

vi gorous health upon the future well-being of the race,
the self-reliance which enables one to assert full rights,
and in the capacity to naintain the struggle for

subsi stence. This difference justifies a difference in

| egi sl ati on and upholds that which is designed to

conpensate for sone of the burdens which rest upon her." -
Mul | er vs. Oregon, 208 U. S. 412, at 422 (1907). [return]

[89] "...history discloses the fact that wonen have al ways
been dependent upon man. He established his control at the
out set by superior physical strength, and this control in
various fornms, with dimnishing intensity, has conti nued
to the present. As mnors, though not to the sane extent,
she has been | ooked upon in the courts as needi ng speci al
care that her rights may be preserved... Though

| imtations upon personal and contractual rights nmay be
renoved by legislation, there is that in her disposition
and habits of life which will operate against a full
assertion of those rights... Differentiated by these
matters fromthe other sex, she is properly placed in a
class by herself, and | egislation designed for her
protection may be sustained, even when like legislation is

not necessarily for nmen, and could not be sustained." -
Mul l er vs. Oregon, 208 U. S. 412, at 421 (1907). [return]

[90] "A doctrinaire equality, then, is the thenme of the

[ Equal Ri ghts] Anmendnent. And so wonen nust be admtted to
West Point on a parity with nmen; wonen nust be conscri pted
for mlitary service equally with nen... girls nust be
eligible for the sane athletic teans as boys in the public
school s and state universities; Boston Boys' Latin School
and Grls' Latin School nust nerge (not sinply be brought
into parity); life insurance conmm ssioners nay not
continue to approve lower life insurance prem uns for
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wonen (based on greater |ife expectancy) -- all by conmand
of the Federal Constitution.” - Paul Freund of Harvard

University in Hearings Before Subcommttee #4 of the

Committee on the Judiciary of the House of
Represent ati ves, page 611, 92nd Congress, First Session

[ Di scussi ng House Joint Resolutions 35 and 208 "The ERA"]
(March and April, 1971). [return]

[ 91] One classic exanple can be found in footnote 6 to New

Mot or Vehicle Board vs. Orin Fox, which gives history to
the California Autonobile Franchise Act. In that Case, the
Suprene Court reviewed a grab of the use of the police
powers of the State of California -- by autonobile dealers
of all people -- to create a shared Commerci al enrichnent
nonopoly for thenselves to feast on, through the use of
penal statutes. W are told that:

“"Disparity in bargai ning power between

aut onobi | e manufacturers and their dealers
pronpted sone 25 states to enact legislation to
protect retail car dealers from perceived
abusi ve and oppressive acts by the

manuf acturers... Anong its other safeguards, the
Act protects the equities of existing dealers by
prohi biti ng manufacturers from addi ng

deal erships to the market areas of its existing
franchi sees where the effect such intrabrand
conpetition would be injurious to the existing

franchi sees and to the public interest.”" - New
Motor Board vs. Orin Fox, 439 U S. 96, at 101
(1978).

Yes, if you would believe those poor little downtrodden
California car dealers, why those evil and utterly hei nous
manufacturing vultures are just tranpling all other their
rights; whereas tal king about vultures -- those car

deal ers should be the very last ones to tal k. Appropriate
nmedi ci ne for the autonobile dealers would be to pull their
t hunbs out of their nouths, get rid of their corporate
di apers, and have them start taking sonme responsibility
for the contracts they enter into, and stop thinking in
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their typical enscrewrent terns of how everything has

al ways gotta be their way (in a business sense, that is
great if they can get away with it). \Wen negotiating with
a car manufacturer refusing to give them an excl usive
geographi cal ly assigned marketing district, then the car
deal er should go negotiate wth sone ot her manufacturer;
but car dealers want the Franchise itself much nore than

t hey want sonething derivative |ike protected nmarketing
districts (which is only of secondary inportance); so as
usual , car dealers seek to excuse their own weakness and
m st akes by calling on the guns and cages of the State to
pick up their |1 oose ends and throw Torts at car

manuf acturers [and denying manufacturers the ability to
offer their Franchises with two prices: One with a
protected district and one without -- is a Tort agai nst
the manufacturer]. If assigned and protected geographical
districts were really all that inportant, prospective car
deal ers faced wth such unfeasible proposed contract terns
could sinply turn around and go negotiate wth sone other
manuf acturer, even foreign manufacturers; thus |eaving the
unconprom sing manufacturers with the decision to either
assign exclusive districts, or in the alternative, face

t he consequences of not signing up any deal ers. Wo el se

I s being damaged by politically restricting the

geogr aphi cal placenent of car deal ers? The car buying
public is -- as a reduction in the nunber of autonobile
deal ers can do absolutely nothing but constrict retail
conpetition and raise prices. [return]

[92] Rhetoric is the artificial elegance of | anguage.
[ return]

[ 93] Whenever Principles are violated, secondary danages
follow later on its wake --but the surfacing of the
secondary damages |later on is so subtle as to render the
true causal point of origin alnost invisible. For exanple,
| et's say you are E. Howard Hunt, a career cracker for the
Cl A. Having finished your mssion on the grassy knoll in
Deal ey Plaza in Dallas, having put in your honest days'

| abor by hel ping to nmurder Jack Kennedy, under the cover
of being a railroad bum (an awfully cl ean | ooki ng bun),

you turn around and | eave the anbush scene. Well, that was
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busi ness.

...Now it is nine years later, and now there has been

anot her nurder, but this tinme things are different. This
time a chill travels up one side of your spine and down
the other; this tinme things are unpleasant; this tine the
victimis your wife, Dorothy Hunt. On Friday, Decenber 8,
1972, sone 200 Federal Agents fromthe Chicago offices of
the FBI and DEA had travelled out to Mdway Airport, in
advance, to wait for a United Airlines Flight #553 to
crash that afternoon; and they had brought with thensel ves
machi ne guns and speci al orders from Washi ngton. The pl ane
had been rigged to self-generate an el ectrical blackout on
arrival by having the bus bar stripped down and repl aced
with a filanment that would break on flight descent; and
the air traffic controllers were al so standi ng by, ready
to manufacture a crash --sonme of the nost inhumane

ci rcunstances inmagi nable. On that flight was your wfe,
Dorothy, carrying $2 mllion in bribe noney from CREP
(Commttee to Re-Elect the President); Dorothy had been
sitting next to a sharp CBS newswoman, M chele Clark [as
sharp as journalists go], and had been spilling the beans.
When the firetrucks and anbul ances arrived on the crash
site, the jet (which had denolished a house), had already
been cordoned off by a small arny of Federal Agents, and
whil e pleas and wailings for help by trapped passengers
Inside the jet could be heard at a di stance by energency
personnel , Federal Agents brandi shing nmachi ne guns
physically restrained any help fromreaching the jet. The
| ocal rescue squads were shocked at what they saw, but the
Federal Agents were on a m ssion: To make sure that
Dorot hy Hunt and the CBS Newswonan she was tal king to, as
wel | as other troubl esonme people who were conveniently on
board that were irritating to Attorney General John
Mtchell, were thoroughly incinerated.

...Now let's say that you were E. Howard Hunt. Questi on:
How woul d you have known that hel ping out the Four
Rockefell er Brothers to nurder Jack Kennedy in 1963 woul d
directly lead to the nurder of your own wife nine years

| ater, as your supporting role in one Rockefeller

Presidential Renoval Operation organically grewinto
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anot her ? Answer: You woul d not have known -- secondary
consequences are inherently latent and difficult to see.

So when invisible Principles of Nature are violated [Wuld
a cracker like E. Howard Hunt bother to concern hinself

with principles?], damages to yourself wll always surface
at a later time, with the true semnal point of causality
al so remaining largely invisible. And as we change

settings, Principles of Nature never change; and the
forced comm ngling of genders that the ERA will originate
will in fact generate damages later on, with the true
sem nal source of the damages remaining | argely obscured.

| f the ERA does pronote Principles of Nature when forcing
| nprovi dent inter-gender conm ngling, then could soneone
pl ease explain to me where it does so. [return]

[94] "The first el even Amendnents to the Constitution of
the United States were intended as checks or limtations
on the Federal Governnent and had their origin in a spirit
of jealousy on the part of the States. This jeal ousy was
| argely due to the fear that the Federal Governnent m ght
becone too strong and centralized unless restrictions were
| nposed upon it. The [Civil] War Amendnents nmarked a new
departure and a new epoch in the constitutional history of
the country, since they trench directly upon the powers of
the States, being in this respect just the opposite of the

early Amendnents." - Horace Flack in The Adoption of the

Fourteenth Anendnent, at 8 [John Hopkins Press, Baltinore
(1908)]. [return]

[ 95] The coordi nat ed sel ected presence of Union and
Confederate Troops in the South after the Gvil War to
deal with the New York City sponsored Carpetbaggers is
sonet hing el se. [return]

[96] The 26t h Anendnent under the incentive of I|ight
financial pressure by a Suprene Court ruling, sailed
t hrough the States in a few weeks. [return]

[97] "It is a whol esone sight to see "the Crown' sued and
answering for its torts."” - Maitland in 3 Coll ected
Papers, at 263 [Quoted by Harold Last in the
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Responsibility of the State in England, 32 Harvard Law
Revi ew 447, at 470 (1919)]. [return]

[98] For a commentary on Maritine having an international
flair toit, see the remarks of Gemin Lord Mansfield, in

35 Tul ane Law Review, at pages 116 to 118 (1960). [return]

[99] The West Maid, 257 U. S. 419, at 432 (1921). [return]

[100] "But in the Admralty, as we have said, there are no
techni cal rules of variance or deception. The court

decrees upon the whole matter before it..." - Dupont vs.
Vance, 60 U.S. 162, at 173 (1856). [return]

[ 101] "The end of the institution, naintenance, and

adm ni stration of governnment is to secure the existence of
the body politic, to protect it, and to furnish the

I ndi vi dual s who conpose it with the [benefit] of enjoying
in safety and tranquility their natural rights. ... The
body politic is fornmed by a voluntary associ ation of
individuals; it is a social conpact [contract], by which
t he whol e peopl e covenants with each citizen, and each
citizen with the whole people, that all shall be governed
by certain laws for the common good." - The Preanbl e of
the 1780 Massachusetts Constitution, F.N Thrope, editor,

1l The Federal and State Constitutions, Col onial

Charters, and O her Organic Laws of the United States, at
pages 1888, et seq. (GPO Washington, 1907), 7 vol unes.
[ return]

[ 102] The Public Trust is cited by judges as justification
to throw penal lex at folks where there is no Tort indicia

of nmens rea or corpus del ecti danages present in the
factual setting, and neither is there any specific
contract that can be cited. For exanple, growng a
Marijuana plant in your backyard, or ganbling in your
basenent, offers no contractual infraction, no nens rea,

and no corpus del ecti damages anywhere; and the
i ncarceration of Individuals under such a factual setting

Is an operation of majoritarianismto the extrene, and is
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supposed to be forbidden under the Constitution's

Republ i can Form of Governnent C ause. Question: How do
j udges, who know all of that, circunvent the positive

restrainments in the Republican C ause? The answer is best
expl ai ned by way of anal ogy:

"The State, on the other hand, has a substanti al
Interest in protecting its citizens fromthe

ki nd of abuse which [this Case is about]. ...our
deci sions permtting the exercise of state
jurisdiction in tort actions based on viol ence
or defamation have not rested on the history of
the tort at issue [which falls clearly under
Tort Law principles], but rather on the nature
of the State's interest in protecting the health
and well being of its citizens [which is an

operation of indirect third party contract]." -

Farmer vs. Carpenters, 430 U S 290, at 302
(1976) .

Since the turning point in Farnmer was the all owance of
State jurisdiction to intervene where only sone
prospective or indirect damages existed to its Ctizens
under protective contract, then the crimnalization of

| nnocuous rel ationships that folks have with plants in
their backyards and with policy slips in their basenents
is simlar predicated on the interest of the State in
protecting the health and well being of its G tizens from
prospective or indirect damages -- and the fact that the
State itself is unnecessarily creating damages where there
were none before, is a question not relevant to the
factual setting addressed. In this way, comng to grips
with the direct question of identifying either hard
damages or a contract is avoided, and is replaced by the
Judiciary with the indirect mlk toast question of
possi bl e prospective damages to Citizens [who are being
prot ected under contract], by third parties. In this slick

way, a violation of the Public Trust is referred to as

i ncarceration justification -- but as is usual, it is an

I nvisible contract that is to be found |ying at the bottom
of this circunvention of the Principles behind the

Republ i can C ause. However, as surprising as it nmay sound,
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Governnent is not being placed in any special or
privileged status here by the Judicature of the United
States, as factually innocent third parties (like ganblers
and Marijuana growers) are damaged via incarceration. In
17 Harvard Law Review at 171 (1903), there lies an article

by Janes Anes entitled Specific Performance for and

Agai nst Strangers to the Contract, wherein he discusses
how third parties, interfering (or seemng to interfere)
with the Comrercial contract adm nistration of others can
be hauled into a Court and have an Injunction thrown at
them-- then incarceration follows for continued

di sobedi ence. So the right of your regional Prince to

t hrow penal |lex at you without any in personam contract in
effect and no Tort indicia damges, is no different from
the recourse available to non-juristic Persons to throw

their contract irritants into jail via a Contenpt

Ctation. As is usual, it is ultimately a contract |ying
at the bottomof all of this. [return]

[ 103] The low profile background invol venent of the

Radi cal Republicans in working the 14th Amendnent through
the Congress is discussed in an article by Daniel Farber,

Entitled The lIdeological Oigins of the 14th Amendnent, 1
Constitutional Comrentary 235 (1984). [return]

[ 104] Many tines groups of people that hold special

I nterest nake their descent on Congress; sone are under
cover on mssions for Genmins, while others have the best
of intentions. For exanple, one such group with the best
of intentions surfaced in 1954 by proposi ng an anmendnent
to the Constitution recognizing the authority, dom nion,
and |l aws of Jesus Christ. Cting Suprenme Court rulings
declaring that the United States was a Christian Republic,
and other |egal commentators |ike Kent, an inpressive
statenment was nmade that irritated Jew sh spokesnen [see

Hearings Before a Subcommittee of the Commttee of the
Judiciary of the United States Senate, 83rd Congress,
Second Session, discussing Senate Joint Resolution 87 (Muy
13 and 17, 1954)]. However well neani ng those fol ks were,

t he enactnment of such a Constitutional anmendnent woul d
have the Federal Governnent assune the role of Tortfeasor

http://famguardian.org/PublishedAuthors/I ndiv/M ercierGeorge/InvContrcts--06-A dmiral ty%20Juri sdiction.htm (96 of 110) [3/30/2009 8:10:18 AM]



"Invisible Contracts" by George Mercier -- Admiralty Jurisdiction

on persons antagonistic to Jesus Christ. So the pl acenent
of that proposed Christian Anmendnent on to a Juristic
Institution's Charter, may have been inprovident -- at
that time. [return]

[ 105] Another legal definition of waiver is that a waiver
Is an intentional relinquishment of a known right. So,
natural |y, one who waives nust intend to do so and nust
know of the existence of the right which he gives up. See

generally Insurance -- The Doctrines of Waiver and
Est oppel in 25 Georgetown Law Journal 437 (1937). [return]

[ 106] Yes, the Law does operate out in the practical
setting -- it is out there where liability attaches, and
it wll also be found out where liability detaches, and
not on paper as many Tax Protesters would |like you to
bel i eve; our Father's Law is not predicated upon the

exi stence on recent technol ogical innovations |ike ink and
paper. For exanple, Marriage Covenants entered into before
a judge -- signed, sealed, delivered, and possessing all

of those correlative requisite |egal indicia that
characterize a juristic Cvil Law Marriage nean absol utely
nothing if the Marriage Covenant did not physically start
by reason of cohabitation out in the practical setting.
Common Law does not recognize the nerely contractual

marri age that took place seem ngly by acknow edgenent in
front of a judge, but also requires cohabitation as a key
indicia to deemthe Marriage valid. Therefore, in MIford
vs. Worcester [7 Massachusetts 48 (1810)], the wife was
deened not married. The Wrcester Court relied in turn on
an English case witten by Lord Mansfield in Mirris vs.
MIler [4 Burr. 2059] stating that acknow edgenent,
cohabitation, and reputation are all key indicia to
determne a Marriage's validity. [See generally, Stuart

Stein in Common Law Marriages, 9 Journal of Famly Law 271
(1969)]. [return]

[107] In the context of a discussion as to whether or not
state revenue jurisdiction attached to a corporation,
consi der the foll owm ng words:
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“...the sinple but controlling question is
whet her or not the state has given anything for

which it can ask return.” - Colonial Pipeline
vs. Triaigle, 421 U S. 100, at 109 (1974).
[ return]

[ 108] And as the quid pro quo of taxation reciprocity
expectations are being held binding because benefits were
previously accepted, is applied to the King, so too does

this quid pro quo also apply to the several regional
Princes:

"Accordi ngly, decisions of this Court,
particularly during recent decades, have

sustai ned non-discrimnatory... state corporate
taxes... upon foreign corporations... when the
tax is related to a corporation's | ocal
activities and the State has provided benefits
and protections for which it is justified in

asking a fair and reasonable return." - Col oni al
Pipeline vs. Triaigle, 421 U S. 100, at 108
(1974). [return]

[ 109] When di scussing the attachnent of liability to
taxation statutes, the Suprene Court has very sinple
rul es:

"The question is whether... [CGeneral Mdtors
accept ed] consequent enpl oynment of the
opportunities and protections that the State has
afforded. ... The sinple but controlling
[taxation] question is whether the state has

gi ven anything for which it can ask return." -

CGeneral Mdtors vs. The State of WAashi ngton,
377 U.S. 441 (1963).

And when the record shows that benefits have been
accepted, then rightful liability does correctly attach,
as reciprocity is expected back in return and there lies a
contract. [return]
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[ 110] Therefore, contracts are in effect, right? The
correct answer is partly yes and partly no. This Soci al
Security is a hybrid. Al though revenues extracted fromthe
Countryside by the King on this Rockefeller wealth

redi stribution schene originate under juristic contracts
(or shall we say, justified by the inposition of
contracts), however, when it cones tine for the King to
start to decide just where and when and to whomis he
going to redistribute the loot to, now all of a sudden the
contract is gone fromthe scene, and the political Tort
guestion of fairness enters into the scene; and the reason
I s because Social Security does not conformw th the
contractual nodel of an Insurance Annuity policy:

"The Social Security system nmay be accurately
descri bed as a formof Social Insurance, enacted
pursuant to Congress' power to "spend noney in

aid of the "general welfare'," Helvering vs.
Davis [301 U. S., at 640], whereby persons

gainfully enpl oyed, and those persons who enpl oy
them are taxed to permt the paynent of
benefits to the retired and di sabled, and their
dependents. Plainly the expectation is that many
nmenbers of the present productive workforce wll
In turn becone beneficiaries rather than
supporters of the program But each worker's
benefits, though flowng fromthe contributions
he made to the national econony while actively

enpl oyed, are not dependent on the degree to
whi ch he was called up to support the system by
taxation. It is apparent that the non-

contractual interest of an enpl oyee covered by
the Act cannot be soundly anal ogi zed to that of
the hol der of an annuity, whose right to
benefits is bottonmed on his contractual prem um

paynents." - Flemm ng vs. Nestor, 363 U S. 603,
at 609 (1960).

The reason why Social Security does not replicate an
| nsurance Annuity in the classical sense is because,
unl i ke Annuities, Social Security has:

http://famguardian.org/PublishedAuthors/I ndiv/MercierGeorge/InvContrcts--06-A dmiral ty%20Juri sdiction.htm (99 of 110) [3/30/2009 8:10:18 AM]



"Invisible Contracts" by George Mercier -- Admiralty Jurisdiction

"...a clause reserving to it "[t]he right to
alter, anmend, or repeal any provision' of the

Act. [Title 42, Section 1304]" - Flemmng, id.,
at 611.

Annuity Policies do not have the right to pay out of the
Annui ty what ever the Insurance Conpany now feels |ike

payi ng; | nsurance Conpani es cannot just drop the paynents
to zero or to a low |l evel sinply because they feel like it

-- because no one would buy that ganme -- but Congress does
have this right to make payout changes, because people who
have paid into Social Security over the years did so
knowi ng [or should have known] that their retirenent
benefits are indetermnate, that they have no recourse to
sue the Congress if they do not approve of the payout

| evel when they retire, and that the Congress retains the
right to pay out nothing [if that day shoul d ever cone
when the Congress feels like it]. And since Congress has
the right to change the terns of the Social Security
payout rates at its sole discretion, then payout schedul es
and the like [unlike Insurance Annuity contracts where
everything is agreed upon exactly and set certain, up
front], Federal Courts have been reluctant to:

“...engraft upon the Social Security system a
concept of “accrued property rights' [since
that] would deprive it of the flexibility and
bol dness in adjustnent to ever-changi ng

conditions which it demands." - Fl emm ng,
id., at 610.

Si nce people entering into a participatory relationship
with Social Security have no fixed, specific, or exactly
known expectation of what their level of benefits m ght be
in the future, Federal Courts have declined invitations to
force the issuance of such benefit paynents, and have
declined invitations to declare that Social Security

beneficiaries posses what Judges call vested property

rights in Social Security [if you have a vested property
right in sonmething, you can force its surrender over to
you]. The payout question is, quite reasonably, a purely
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political question (as Federal Judges would call it), for
t he Congress to decide. Yes, Judges did correctly

characterize this one as being political. [return]

[ 111] Tontine Insurance has been anal ogi zed to contracts
constituting a wagering operation, and therefore forhbidden
under the policy doctrine of ganbling intolerance.

"I'n support of their contention that the dual -

pay policy does not offend against public policy
as a wagering contract, respondent refers us to
cases dealing with the Tontine or Sem -Tontine
Pl an of | nsurance. Under such plan no
accunul ati on of earnings are credited to the
policy unless it remains in force for the
Tontine period of a specific nunber of years.
Thus, those who survive the period and keep
their policies in force share in the accunul ated
fund. Those who die or who permt their policies
to | apse during the period do not, neither do
their beneficiaries participate in such

accunul ati on. "

"We have concluded that the nortality endownrent

provi sion of the dual-pay policy for the reasons
herein stated, is a wagering contract.”

Commercial Traveler's |Insurance Conpany Vs.
Carl son, 137 Pacific 2nd 656, at 660 (1943).

[ return]

[112] As you can feel, insurance prograns based on the
Tonti ne Model are quite unfair and are actually
degenerate, but com ng down Lucifer's chain of conmand
from Rockefeller Cartel Gemins to their inp nom nee
Franklin D. Roosevelt like it did, and then bl ossom ng out
into the open public amd FDR s insincere orations,
cerenonial ponp, and irritating little propositional |ies,
we really shouldn't be too surprised. A great man once had
a few words to say about Principles, popularity, and
political opportunities:
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"Men are often asked to express an opinion on a
myriad of Governnment proposals and projects. Al
too often, answers seemto be based not upon
solid Principles, but upon the popularity of the
speci fic Governnent programin question. Seldom
are men willing to oppose a popul ar programif
they thenselves wish to be popular -- especially
I f they seek public office.

"Such an approach to vital political questions
of the day can only lead to public confusion and
| egi sl ati ve chaos. Decisions of this nature
shoul d be based upon and neasured agai nst
certain basic Principles regarding the proper
role of Governnent. If Principles are correct,
then they can be applied to any specific
proposal w th confidence.

"Unlike the political opportunist, the true

St at esman val ues Princi pl es above popularity and
works to create popularity for those political
Principles which are wi se and just.

"It is generally agreed that the nost inportant
single function of Governnent is to secure the
rights and freedons of individual Ctizens. But,
what are those rights? And what is their source?
Until these questions are answered, there is
little likelihood that we can correctly

det ermi ne how Governnment can best secure them

"Let us first consider the origin of these
freedonms we have conme to know as human rights.
Rights are either God-given as part of the

di vine plan or they are granted by Governnment as
part of the political plan. Reason, necessity,
tradition, and religious convictions all |ead ne
to accept the Divine origin of these rights. If
we accept the prem se that human rights are
granted by Governnment, then we nust accept the
corollary that they can be denied by

Gover nnent .
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“We shoul d recogni ze that Governnent is no
plaything. It is an instrunent of force; and

unl ess our conscience is clear that we woul d not
hesitate to put a man to death, put himin jail,
or forcibly deprive himof his property for
failing to obey a given |law, we shoul d oppose
the | aw.

"Once Governnent steps over this clear |ine

bet ween the protective or negative role into the
aggressive role of redistributing the wealth

t hrough taxation and providing so-called
"benefits" for sone of the CGtizens, it becones
a neans for legalized plunder. It becones a

| ever of unlimted power that is the sought-
after prize of unscrupul ous individuals and
pressure groups, each seeking to control the
machine to fatten his own pockets or to benefit
his favorite charity, all wth the other

fell ow s noney, of course. Each class or special
I nterest group conpetes with the others to throw
the I ever of Governnent power in its favor, or
at least to inmuni ze itself against the effect
of a previous thrust. Labor gets a m ni nrum wage.
Agriculture gets a price support. Sonme consuners
demand price controls. In the end, no one is
much further ahead, and everyone suffers the
burden of a gigantic bureaucracy and a | oss of
personal freedons. Wth each group out to get
Its share of the spoils, such Governnents

hi storically have nushrooned into total welfare
states. Once the process begins, once the
Principle of the protective function of
Governnent gives way to the aggressive or

redi stributive function, then forces are set in
notion that drive the nation towards
totalitarianism" - Ezra Taft Benson in

Conference Reports, at page 17 ["Political
Qpportunists -- Oigin of Hunan Rights --
Legal i zed Plunder"] (COctober, 1968). [return]

[113] The Social Security Act, 49 U S. Statutes at Large,
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page 636 (August, 1935). [return]
[114] Black's Law Dictionary, 5th Edition. [return]

[ 115] Federal Judge Story, in Delovio vs. Boit, 7 Federal
Cases, #3776, at page 444 (1815). [return]

[ 116] I nsurance Conpany vs. Dunham 78 U S. 1 (1870).
[ return]

[117] "Polices of insurance are known to have been brought
into England froma country that acknow edged the civil

| aw [as distinguished fromthe Cormmon Law]. This nust have
been the | aw of policies at the tinme when they were

consi dered as contracts proper for the admralty

jurisdiction." - Croudson vs. Leonard, 8 U S. 434, at 435
(1808). [return]

[118] This discussion is extracted from | nsurance Conpany
vs. Dunham 78 U. S. 1, at 32 (1870). [return]

[ 119] Insurance Conpany vs. Dunham id., at page 33.
[ return]

[ 120] I nsurance Conpany vs. Dunham id., at page 33.
[ return]

[ 121] Al though Admralty Jurisdiction nmay be designed, in
Its optimum sense, to rule over grievances originating out
on the H gh Seas, the Suprene Court does not want
Admralty Jurisdiction to be so geographically restricted
inits locus to water only:

"The exclusive jurisdiction in admralty cases
was conferred on the national governnent, as

cl osely connected with the grant of the
comercial power [of Article |, Section 8]. The
Admralty court is a maritinme court instituted
for the purpose of adm nistering the aws of the
seas. There seens no ground, therefore, for
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restraining jurisdiction, in sone neasure,
within the [imt of the grant of the commercia
power [the power to regulate Interstate
Conmmerce] ; which would confine it, in cases of
contracts, to those concerning navigati on and
trade of the country upon the high seas and

tidewaters with foreign countries..." - New

Jersey Steamvs. Merchants' Bank, 47 U S. 344,
at 392 (1815).

In 1919, there appeared an article in Harvard Law Revi ew,
in a comentary witten by the Editors, discussing the
background history of how Admralty Jurisdiction had once
cane ashore to find a hone inland for a short tinme in
Engl and; but in Amrerica, when Admralty cane ashore at an
early date, it stayed ashore:

“I'n the fourteenth century, the jurisdiction of
admralty, which until that tinme had been
extended to all cases partaking of a maritine
flavor, was greatly curtail ed by successive
enactments. [CGol dol phin, A View of Admralty
Jurisdiction, c.12. See Delovio vs. Boit, 2
Gll. (CC) 398, 418]. Thereafter, the court
coul d not take cogni zance of a contract nade on
| and, even if to be perforned at sea. Susano vs.
Turner, Noy, 67 Craddock's Case, 2 Brown |.

& Gold 39. Nor if nmade at sea to be perforned on
| and.

Bri dgeman's Case, Hobart |1. These restrictions
upon admralty jurisdiction were rejected in the
United States froman early date. The
Lottawanna, 21 U.S. 558; Waring vs. Clarke, 5 U.
S. 44]. The civil jurisdiction was made to
depend, not as in matters of tort upon locality,
but upon the subject nmatter of the contract,

whi ch nust be essentially concerned with
maritime services, transactions, or
causalities.” - Admralty -- Jurisdiction --

Test of Jurisdiction over Contracts, 33 Harvard
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Law Revi ew 853 (1919). [return]

[ 122] Yes, Social Security is quite popular today. No
sooner had Social Security been enacted by the Congress,
t hen both Republicans as well as Denocratic Parties

qui ckly endorsed the idea as a great thing:

"We have built foundations for the security of

t hose who are faced with the hazards of

unenpl oynent and ol d age; for the orphaned, the
crippled, and the blind. On the foundation of
the Social Security Act we are determned to
erect a structure of econom c security for al
our people, making sure that this benefit shal
keep step with the ever increasing capacity of
Anmerica to provide a high standard of |iving for

all its citizens." - Denocratic Party Platform
of 1936, at page 360, infra.

"Real security will be possible only when our
productive capacity is sufficient to furnish a
decent standard of living for all Anmerican
famlies and to provide a surplus for future
needs and contingencies. For the attai nnent of
that ultimte objective, we ook to the energy,
self-reliance and character of our people, and
to our systemof free enterprise.

"Soci ety has an obligation to pronote the
security of the people, by affording sone
measure of protection against involuntary

unenpl oynent and dependency in old age. The New
Deal policies, while purporting to provide
soci al security, have, in fact, endangered it.

"We propose a systemof old age security, based
upon the follow ng principles:

1. W approve a pay as you go policy,
whi ch requires of each generation the
support of the aged and the
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determ nation of what is just and
adequat e.

2. Every Anerican citizen over 65
shoul d receive a suppl enental paynent
necessary to provide a m ni numincone
sufficient to protect himor her from
want .

3. Each state and territory, upon
conplying with sinple and general

m ni mrum st andards, shoul d receive from
t he Federal Governnent a graduated
contribution in proportion to its own,
up to a fixed maxi num

4. To make this program consistent with
sound fiscal policy the Federal
revenues for this purpose nmust be
provided fromthe proceeds of a direct
tax wdely distributed. All wll be
benefited and all should contri bute.

"We propose to encourage adoption by the states
and territories of honest and practical neasures
for meeting the problens of enpl oynent

I nsur ance.

"The unenpl oynent insurance and old age annuity
of the present Social Security Act are

unwor kabl e and deny benefits to about two-thirds
of our adult population, including professional
men and wonen and all engaged in agriculture and
donestic service, and the self-enployed, while

I nposi ng heavy tax burdens upon all."

- Republican Party Platform of 1936, at page
366. Both Platforns appear in National Party

Platfornms -- 1840 to 1972; conpiled by Ronald
MIler [University of Illinois Press, U bana,
II'linois (1973)].
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...Here are the so-call ed Denocrats gl oating over Nel son

Rockefeller's Social Security Program and al so the
Republ i cans, who detected early and felt quite strongly

t he enornous vote pulling power of Social Security, they
too quickly started drooling at the gibs for nore of this

wealth redistribution; like Genlins, Republican platform
witers like to play cutesy by skirting the fringes of
deception as they first state how opposed they are to
FDR s Soci al Security, but then go right ahead and

construct their own Gab and Gve -- replicating inits
entirety the structural contours of FDR s Social Security
Programlegally and practically. [return]

[123] "Tunmult is fromthe disorderly manner of those
assenblies, where things can sel dom be done regularly; and

war is that decertario per vim or trial by force, to

whi ch nen cone when other ways are ineffectual. If the
Laws of God and nen are therefore of no effect, when the
magi stracy is left at liberty to break them and if the

| usts of those who are too strong for the tribunals of
justice, cannot otherw se be restrained, then by sedition,
tunults, and war, those seditions, tunmults, and wars are
justified by the Laws of God and nen.

“I wll not take upon ne to enunerate all the cases in
whi ch this nay be done, but content nyself wth three,

whi ch have nobst frequently given occasion for proceedi ngs
of this king.

"The first is, when one or nore nen take upon themthe
power and nane of a magi stracy, to which they are not
justly call ed.

"The second, when one or nore, being justly called,
continue in their magi stracy |longer than the [aws by which
they are called do prescri be.

“"And the third, when he or they, who are rightfully
cal l ed, do assune power, though within the tine

prescri bed, that the | aw does not give; or turn that which
the | aw does not give, to an end different and contrary to
that which is intended by it.
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"He that lives alone m ght encounter such as shoul d
assault hi mupon equal terns, and stand or fall according
to the neasure of his courage and strength; but no val or
can defend him if the malice of his eneny be upheld by
public power. There nust therefore be a right of
proceeding judicially or extra-judicially against all
persons who transgress the | aws; or else those |aws, and
the societies that should subsist them cannot stand; and
the ends for which governnents are constituted, together
with the governnents thensel ves, nust be overthrown. Extra-
judi cial proceedings, by sedition, tunmult, or war, nust

t ake place, when the persons concerned are of such power,

t hat they cannot be brought under the judicial. They who
deny this deny all help against an usurping tyrant, or the
perfidi ousness of a lawfully created magi strate, who adds
the crinmes of ingratitude and treachery to usurpation.

“If this be not enough to declare the justice inherent in,
and the glory that ought to acconpany these works, the
exanpl es of Moses, Aaron, O hniel, Ehud, Barak, G deon,
Samuel , Jepht hah, Jehu, Jehoi ada, the Maccabees, and ot her
holy men raised up by God for the deliverance of his
people fromtheir oppressors, decide the gquestion. They
are perpetually renowned for having | ed the people by
extraordinary ways to recover their liberties, and avenge
the injuries received fromforeign or donestic tyrants.
The work of the Apostles was not to set up or pull down
the civil state; but they so behaved thenselves in
relation to all the powers of the Earth, that they gained
t he nanme of pestilent, seditious fellows, disturbers of
the people; and left it as an inheritance to those, who,

I n succeeding ages, by followi ng their steps, should
deserve to be called their successors; whereby they were
exposed to the hatred of corrupt magi strates, and brought
under the necessity of perishing by them or defending

t hensel ves agai nst them And he who denies themthe right
does at once condemm the nobst gl orious actions of the

w sest, best, and holiest nmen that been in the world,
together with the laws of God and man, upon which they

were founded."” - Algernon Sidney in D scourses Concerning
Governnent, as quoted by Phillip Kurland and Ral ph Lerner
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i n The Founder's Constitution ["The Ri ght of Revolution"],
at 77 [University of Chicago Press, Chicago (1978);
Di scourses Concerning Governnment is a lengthy treatise
first circulated in 1689].
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