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DEDICATION

“Dishonest [unequal] scales are an abomination to the Lord, but a just weight is His delight.”
[Prov. 11:1, Bible, NKJV]

“The great enemy of clear language is insincerity. When there is a gap between one's real and one's declared aims, one
turns as it were instinctively to long words and exhausted idioms, like a cuttlefish spurting out ink. *
[George Orwell, "Politics and the English Language”, 1946; English essayist, novelist, & satirist (1903 - 1950) ]

“Judicial verbicide is calculated to convert the Constitution into a worthless scrap of paper and to replace our government
of laws with a judicial oligarchy.”
[Senator Sam Ervin, during Watergate hearing]

“When words lose their meaning, people will lose their liberty.”
[Confucius, 500 B.C.]

"If a word has an infinite number of meanings [or even a SUBJECTIVE meaning], it has no meaning, and our reasoning
with one another has been annihilated."
[Aristotle, Metaphysica Book V]

“Every nation, consequently, whose affairs betray a want of wisdom and stability, may calculate on every loss which can be
sustained from the more systematic policy of their wiser neighbors. But the best instruction on this subject is unhappily
conveyed to America by the example of her own situation. She finds that she is held in no respect by her friends; that she
is the derision of her enemies; and that she is a prey to every nation which has an interest in speculating on her
fluctuating councils and embarrassed affairs.

The internal effects of a mutable policy are still more calamitous. It poisons the blessing of liberty itself. It will be of little
avail to the people, that the laws are made by men of their own choice, if the laws be so voluminous that they cannot be
read, or so incoherent that they cannot be understood; if they be repealed or revised before they are promulgated, or
undergo such incessant changes that no man, who knows what the law is to-day, can guess what it will be to-morrow.
Law is defined to be a rule of action; but how can that be a rule, which is little known, and less fixed?

Another effect of public instability is the unreasonable advantage it gives to the sagacious, the enterprising, and the
moneyed few over the industrious and uniformed mass of the people. Every new regulation concerning commerce or
revenue, or in any way affecting the value of the different species of property, presents a new harvest to those who watch
the change, and can trace its consequences; a harvest, reared not by themselves, but by the toils and cares of the great
body of their fellow-citizens. This is a state of things in which it may be said with some truth that laws are made for
[benefit of] the FEW, not for the MANY.”

[Federalist Paper No. 62, James Madison]
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“It has been frequently remarked, with great propriety, that a voluminous code of laws is one of the inconveniences
necessarily connected with the advantages of a free government. To avoid an arbitrary discretion in the courts, it is
indispensable that they should be bound down by strict rules [of statutory construction and interpretation] and
precedents, which serve to define and point out their duty in every particular case that comes before them; and it will
readily be conceived from the variety of controversies which grow out of the folly and wickedness of mankind, that the
records of those precedents must unavoidably swell to a very considerable bulk, and must demand long and laborious study
to acquire a competent knowledge of them.”

[Federalist Paper No. 78, Alexander Hamilton]
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28 ULS.C. 8AB5 ... it h bR bRt R Rt R R AR Re b et R e bRt Rt bt e n e e Rt re bt ene 39, 69, 72
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o I 8 4T 8 = F OSSR 24
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Budd v. People of State of New York, 143 U.S. 517 (1892)......cccoieiiieiiiiieie e reseste st ste e et se s sre e eneas 34, 39, 67
Burgin v. Forbes, 293 Ky. 456, 169 S.W.2d 321, 325 ..ot 27,31, 78, 94, 106, 126
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Chicago Park Dist. v Kenroy, Inc., 78 11l 2d 555, 37 lll.Dec. 291, 402 N.E.2d. 181 ......ccccvoovriiiieiieec e 21
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1 Introduction

In a republic where open armed warfare of tyrants against their own people would garner massive public resistance, the
only tool for conquest are the abuse of words and language as a tool of deception, propaganda, rhetoric, and persuasion.
The communists understood this well by censoring the press and granting to themselves control over all press. Joseph
Goebbels said on this subject:

“The lie can be maintained only for such time as the State can shield the people from the political, economic,
and/or military consequences of the lie. It thus becomes vitally important for the State to use all of its powers to
repress dissent, for the truth is the mortal enemy of the lie, and thus by extension, the truth is the greatest

enemy of the State.”
[Joseph Goebbels, German Minister of Propaganda, 1933-1945]

George Orwell also commented on this subject when he wrote the following:

“The great enemy of clear language is insincerity. When there is a gap between one's real and one's declared
aims, one turns as it were instinctively to long words and exhausted idioms, like a cuttlefish spurting out ink. *
[George Orwell, "Politics and the English Language", 1946; English essayist, novelist,

& satirist (1903 - 1950)]

Governments are SUPPOSED to be created to protect ONLY private rights. When those running government seek to
DESTROY and STEAL private rights by converting them to public property and public rights, they must resort to
deliberately vague and unclear language in order to disguise their clearly unconstitutional and treasonous activities and
breach of the public trust. Like a cuttlefish, they spurt ink called “words of art” that have the opposite meaning to what
most people understand in order to deceive the people and thereby subdue public resistance and outcry. When the
deception and unconstitutional presumptions the words create is discovered and challenged in a legal setting, they employ
omission, legalese, trickery, and exploit the legal ignorance of the average American to avoid the criminal consequences of
being discovered. Frederic Bastiat describes this situation as follows:

The Law Defends Plunder

[...] _Sometimes the law defends plunder and participates in it. Thus the beneficiaries are spared the shame,
danger, and scruple which their acts would otherwise involve. Sometimes the law places the whole apparatus
of judges, police, prisons, and gendarmes at the service of the plunderers, and treats the victim - when he
defends himself - as a criminal. In short, there is a legal plunder, and it is of this, no doubt, that Mr. de
Montalembert speaks.

This legal plunder may be only an isolated stain among the legislative measures of the people. If so, it is best to
wipe it out with a minimum of speeches and denunciations - and in spite of the uproar of the vested interests.
[The Law, Frederic Bastiat; SOURCE: http://famguardian.org/Publications/TheLaw/TheLaw.htm]

In essence, criminal public servants abuse the complexity of the law and the ignorance of the average American about the
law that THEY manufactured in the public school system to HIDE and CONCEAL what amounts to criminal extortion and
racketeering. THIS was the very thing, the ONLY thing that Jesus ever got angry about when he visited Earth. By
“hindering” he really means UNDERSTANDING and IMPLEMENTING what the law requires:

“Woe to you lawyers! for you have taken away the keys of knowledge:

you did not enter yourselves, and you hindered those who were entering.
[Luke 11:52, INTERPRETATION: woe unto lawyers who write a law to deliberately be confusing or who use
or interpret a law that is written in a confusing way to hide the truth or deceive people for their own selfish
gain]

It is no accident that Jesus came to Earth to call the sinners to repentance, and that the first place he visited to find such
sinners was the tax office. See Mark 2:14. The “keys of knowledge” that Jesus was referring to above are the REAL
meaning of the words. In short: The TRUTH. On this subject, Confucius said:

“When words lose their meaning, people will lose their liberty.”
[Confucius, 500 B.C.]

The organizers of this organized crime “protection racket” that Jesus criticized above are usually corrupt government
employees with a conflict of interest who care more about their paycheck and retirement check than about enforcing or
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obeying the law. Efforts to hide this criminal activity by public servants are a crime called obstruction of justice, and are
most often employed by those most responsible for implementing justice: government judges and prosecutors in court.
The bible describes such abuses as follows:

“Shall the throne of iniquity, Which devises evil by law, have fellowship with You? They gather
together against the life of the righteous, and condemn innocent blood. But the Lord has been my defense, and
my God the rock of my refuge. He has brought on them their own iniquity, and shall cut them off in their own
wickedness; the Lord our God shall cut them off.”

[Psalm 94:20-23, Bible, NKJV]

“For you have trusted in your wickedness;

You have said, ‘No one sees me’;

Your [worldly] wisdom and your knowledge have warped you;
And you have said in your heart,

I am, and there is no one else besides me.”’

[Isaiah 47:10, Bible, NKJV]

We argue that the “throne of iniquity” described above is the judge’s bench of those judges who are substituting their will
for what the law actually and expressly says and “includes”. Those who bow to expedience and criminal extortion of such
a “protection racket”, and especially under the influence of fear or terror, are “worshipping” not only Satan, but
participating in a religious ritual within an unconstitutional state sponsored church in which:

1. “Presumption” serves as the religious equivalent of “faith”. This includes presumptions about what is “included”.

2. The judge is the “priest”.

3. Voluntary franchise statutes called “codes” serve as the equivalent of a “bible” for the church. The bible only has the
“force of law” for Christians, and franchises only have the “force of law” for franchisees who had to volunteer such as
“taxpayers”.

The court is the “church” building.

Taxes are “tithes” to the state sponsored church.

Pleadings are “prayers” to the only sovereign, which is the collective. Individual rights and sovereignty are forbidden.
Licensed attorneys are deacons who conduct the worship serves at the church/court. These deacons are “ordained” by
the chief priests of the state supreme court, who are the leaders of this state sponsored civil religion.

No ok

The nature of this unconstitutional civil religion that violates the First Amendment and the Religious Freedom Restoration
Act, 42 U.S.C. Chapter 21B is exhaustively described and proven in the following:

Socialism: The New American Civil Religion, Form #05.016
http://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm

The earlier quote from Isaiah 47:10 says “l am, and there is no one besides me.” This is the legal equivalent to saying that
the ONLY sovereign is the GOVERNMENT, and everyone works for the government at gunpoint as a public officer and
franchisee under compulsion and without compensation. In a de facto government such as we have, all “citizens” and
“residents” are in fact public officers in the government and private rights and private property are effectively outlawed.
The nature of that de facto government is described in:

De Facto Government Scam, Form #05.043
http://sedm.org/Forms/FormlIndex.htm

By far, the most prevalent method abused by covetous public dis-servants to deceive and steal from people they are
supposed to be protecting is to add things to the meaning of words that do not expressly appear in the statutes themselves.
The method of choice for performing that unlawful and unconstitutional expansion of their power and jurisdiction is the
abuse of the word “includes” and to willfully violate the strict rules of statutory construction. This abuse of language,
“words of art”, and the rules of statutory construction is especially prevalent on tax issues in both administrative
correspondence with the IRS and in federal court. The motivation for employing this deception and constructive FRAUD it
is GREED and COVETOUSNESS by government employees for YOUR money and property:

“For the love of money is a root of all kinds of evil, for which some have strayed from the faith in their
greediness, and pierced themselves through with many sorrows.”
[1 Tim. 6:10, Bible, NKJV]
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In particular:

1. Federal District and Circuit Courts decide cases that relate to this issue frequently.
The IRS brings this issue up frequently in its collection notices and its telephone support.
3. Internet forums discussing the requirements of the Internal Revenue Code frequently contain arguments on this issue.
See:
3.1. Family Guardian Forums: http://famguardian.org/forums/
3.2. Sui Juris Forums: http://forum.suijuris.net/
3.3. MSN Tax Board:
http://moneycentral.communities.msn.com/TaxCorner/general.msnw?action=get_threads
3.4. Quatloos Forums:
http://www.quatloos.com/Tax-Forums/viewforum.php?f=8
3.5. Legality of Income Taxes Forum:
http://groups.yahoo.com/group/legality-of-income-tax/
4. Definitions of the following words in the Internal Revenue Code rely on the use of this word:
4.1. “employee”: 26 U.S.C. §3401(c)
4.2. “gross income™: 26 U.S.C. 8872
4.3. “person”; 26 U.S.C. §7701(a)(1), 26 U.S.C. §7343, 26 U.S.C. §6671(b)
4.4, “State”: 26 U.S.C. §7701(a)(10)
4.5. “trade or business”: 26 U.S.C. §7701(a)(26)
4.6. “United States™: 26 U.S.C. §7701(a)(9)

N

It is therefore of extreme importance to conduct a scholarly inquiry into this subject to settle the dispute once and for all
clearly and unambiguously, and to do so entirely free of any “presumption” or prejudice. We will do so only with
authoritative sources such as enacted positive law and the rulings of the Supreme Court. If we quote lower courts, we will
do so only to further illustrate our point but emphasize that according to the IRS’ own rules (see IRM 4.10.7.2.9.8), the
rulings of these lower courts cannot and should not be relied upon to sustain a reasonable belief:

Internal Revenue Manual
Section 4.10.7.2.9.8 (05-14-1999) Importance of Court Decisions

1. Decisions made at various levels of the court system are considered to be interpretations of tax laws and may
be used by either examiners or taxpayers to support a position.

2. Certain court cases lend more weight to a position than others. A case decided by the U.S. Supreme Court
becomes the law of the land and takes precedence over decisions of lower courts. The Internal Revenue Service
must follow Supreme Court decisions. For examiners, Supreme Court decisions have the same weight as the
Code.

3. Decisions made by lower courts, such as Tax Court, District Courts, or Claims Court, are binding on the
Service only for the particular taxpayer and the years litigated. Adverse decisions of lower courts do not
require the Service to alter its position for other taxpayers.

We will start off with an introduction to due process and show you how it is violated when judges and government
attorneys play word games with “includes”. Then in Sections 7 and 8 we will present an itemized list of all of the legal
definitions of the words “includes” and “including” from the most authoritative sources and describe all the rules of
statutory construction applicable to the interpretation of the meaning of legal “terms”. Then in section 9 we will synthesize
all these sources to discover the true meaning and proper application of the word. Sections 10 and 11 will analyze the most
commonplace government propaganda on the subject of the word “includes”. Then in section 13, we include a series of
legal admissions targeted at those die-hard readers who simply refuse to believe our analysis. Each question has a default
answer, and failure to rebut causes them to admit the truth of our analysis. The final section, Section 12, will list further
resources you are encouraged to consult in the process of further researching and rebutting our analysis.

2 Scope of this document

Ultimately, what we will prove indirectly in this document is the following:
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1. That the Constitution is trust indenture and a delegation of authority order from We the People to their SERVANTS in
government. That trust indenture establishes a corporation called the “United States” referenced in 28 U.S.C.
§3002(15)(A).

At common law, a "corporation” was an "artificial perso[n] endowed with the legal capacity of perpetual
succession™ consisting either of a single individual (termed a “corporation sole") or of a collection of several
individuals (a "corporation aggregate"). 3 H. Stephen, Commentaries on the Laws of England 166, 168 (1st
Am. ed. 1845) . The sovereign was considered a corporation. See id., at 170; see also 1 W. Blackstone,
Commentaries *467. Under the definitions supplied by contemporary law dictionaries, Territories would have
been classified as "corporations” (and hence as "persons") at the time that 1983 was enacted and the
Dictionary Act recodified. See W. Anderson, A Dictionary of Law 261 (1893) (*'All corporations were
originally modeled upon a state or nation'"); 1 J. Bouvier, A Law Dictionary Adapted to the Constitution and
Laws of the United States of America 318-319 (11th ed. 1866) (*'In this extensive sense the United States may
be termed a corporation''); Van Brocklin v. Tennessee, 117 U.S. 151, 154 (1886) (""" The United Statesisa. .
. great corporation . . . ordained and established by the American people'") (quoting United [495 U.S. 182,
202] States v. Maurice, 26 F. Cas. 1211, 1216 (No. 15,747) (CC Va. 1823) (Marshall, C. J.)); Cotton v.
United States, 11 How. 229, 231 (1851) (United States is ""a corporation'). See generally Trustees of
Dartmouth College v. Woodward, 4 Wheat. 518, 561-562 (1819) (explaining history of term "corporation™).
[Ngiraingas v. Sanchez, 495 U.S. 182 (1990) ]

2. That the Constitution as a trust indenture:

2.1. Was established by the Founding Fathers, who are the “grantors” of the trust.

2.2. Contains the community property or “public property” of the collective states of the Union, which is the “corpus”
of the trust.

2.3. Has “We the People and our posterity” as the beneficiaries of the trust.

2.4. Has our public servants as trustees.

2.5. Imposes duties only upon the “trustees”, meaning the public servants and public officers elected to administer the
trust. Cannot impose any duty upon the grantors or beneficiaries, which is the Founding Fathers acting as a
component of us, We the People. Any attempt to use it as authority to impose duties upon the beneficiaries,
which is “We The People”, is a violation of the trust indenture, which prohibits involuntary servitude within the
Thirteenth Amendment.

3. That our public servants are the trustees of We The People charged with implementing the trust indenture. This is what
it means to be a “public officer”, which is that they are “trustees”. These “public officers” are also “officers of a
corporation” and ONLY by virtue of being such officers can they become “persons” and “individuals” within
government law such as that found in 26 U.S.C. §6671(b), 26 U.S.C. §7343, and 5 U.S.C. §8552a(a)(2).

“As expressed otherwise, the powers delegated to a public officer are held in trust for the people and are to be
exercised in behalf of the government or of all citizens who may need the intervention of the officer. *
Furthermore, the view has been expressed that all public officers, within whatever branch and whatever level
of government, and whatever be their private vocations, are trustees of the people, and accordingly labor
under_every disability and prohibition imposed by law upon trustees relative to the making of personal
financial gain from a discharge of their trusts. > That is, a public officer occupies a fiduciary relationship to
the political entity on whose behalf he or she serves. * and owes a fiduciary duty to the public. * It has been
said that the fiduciary responsibilities of a public officer cannot be less than those of a private individual. °
Furthermore, it has been stated that any enterprise undertaken by the public official which tends to weaken
public confidence and undermine the sense of security for individual rights is against public policy.5

[63C Am.Jur.2d, Public Officers and Employees, §247]

! State ex rel. Nagle v Sullivan, 98 Mont 425, 40 P.2d. 995, 99 A.L.R. 321; Jersey City v Hague, 18 N.J. 584, 115 A.2d. 8.

2 Georgia Dep't of Human Resources v Sistrunk, 249 Ga 543, 291 SE2d 524. A public official is held in public trust. Madlener v Finley (1st Dist) 161 I
App 3d 796, 113 Ill.Dec. 712, 515 N.E.2d. 697, app gr 117 1ll.Dec. 226, 520 N.E.2d. 387 and revd on other grounds 128 11l 2d 147, 131 Ill.Dec. 145, 538
N.E.2d. 520.

® Chicago Park Dist. v Kenroy, Inc., 78 1l 2d 555, 37 Ill.Dec. 291, 402 N.E.2d. 181, appeal after remand (1st Dist) 107 Hll App 3d 222, 63 Ill.Dec. 134,
437 N.E.2d. 783.

* United States v Holzer (CA7 1ll) 816 F.2d. 304 and vacated, remanded on other grounds 484 U.S. 807, 98 L.Ed.2d. 18, 108 S.Ct. 53, on remand (CA7
111) 840 F.2d. 1343, cert den 486 U.S. 1035, 100 L.Ed.2d. 608, 108 S.Ct. 2022 and (criticized on other grounds by United States v Osser (CA3 Pa) 864
F.2d. 1056) and (superseded by statute on other grounds as stated in United States v Little (CA5 Miss) 889 F.2d. 1367) and (among conflicting authorities
on other grounds noted in United States v Boylan (CA1 Mass) 898 F.2d. 230, 29 Fed Rules Evid Serv 1223).

® Chicago ex rel. Cohen v Keane, 64 1ll 2d 559, 2 Ill.Dec. 285, 357 N.E.2d. 452, later proceeding (1st Dist) 105 Il App 3d 298, 61 Ill.Dec. 172, 434
N.E.2d. 325.

® Indiana State Ethics Comm'n v Nelson (Ind App) 656 N.E.2d. 1172, reh gr (Ind App) 659 N.E.2d. 260, reh den (Jan 24, 1996) and transfer den (May 28,
1996).
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1 4. That all statutes passed in furtherance of the Constitution are the implementation and interpretation of that delegation
2 of authority order by the trustees and public officers charged with running our government.

3 5. That when the trustees become corrupted by greed and avarice and covetousness, the only method available to them to
4 lawfully exceed their delegation of authority order is to:

5 5.1. Write deliberately vague laws or “codes” that leave undue discretion with judges and administrators and thereby
6 turn us from a society of law into a society of men.

7 “When we consider the nature and theory of our institutions of government, the principles

8 upon which they are supposed to rest, and review the history of their development, we are

9 constrained to conclude that they do not mean to leave room for the play and action of

10 purely personal and arbitrary power. Sovereignty itself is, of course, not subject to law,

11 for it is the author and source of law; but in our system, while sovereign powers are

12 delegated to the agencies of government, sovereignty itself remains with the people, by

13 whom and for whom all government exists and acts. And the law is the definition and

14 limitation of power.”

15 From Marbury v. Madison to the present day, no utterance of this Court has intimated a doubt that in its

16 operation on the people, by whom and for whom it was established, the national government is a government of

17 enumerated powers, the exercise of which is restricted to the use of means appropriate and plainly adapted to

18 constitutional ends, and which are "not prohibited, but consist with the letter and spirit of the Constitution."

19 The powers delegated by the people to their agents are not enlarged by the expansion of the domain within

20 which they are exercised. When the restriction on the exercise of a particular power by a particular agent is

21 ascertained, that is an end of the question.

22 To hold otherwise is to overthrow the basis of our constitutional law, and moreover, in effect, to reassert the

23 proposition that the states, and not the people, created the government.

24 It is again to antagonize Chief Justice Marshall, when he said:

25 The government of the Union, then (whatever may be the influence of this fact on the case),

26 is emphatically and truly a government of the people. In form and in substance, it

27 emanates from them. Its powers are granted by them, and are to be exercised directly on

28 them and for their benefit. This government is acknowledged by all to be one of

29 enumerated powers.

30 [Downes v. Bidwell, 182 U.S. 244 (1901) ]

31 5.2. Abuse the rules of statutory construction to add powers not found in their delegation of authority order through
32 judicial decree or fiat.

33 “When words lose their meaning, people will lose their liberty.”

34 [Confucius, 500 B.C.]

35 5.3. Abuse the words “includes” to add things to definitions not found in the law itself. This approach violates the
36 notion of equal protection mandated by the Fourteenth Amendment, because if the government can PRESUME
a7 things are included that are not expressly indicated, then you have an EQUAL right to PRESUME that they are
38 excluded. Hence, the result is a government with supernatural powers and a religion that worships those
39 supernatural powers denied to the people individually.

40 “No duty rests more imperatively upon the courts than the enforcement of those constitutional provisions

4 intended to secure that equality of rights which is the foundation of free government."

42 [Gulf, C. &S. F. R. Co. v. Ellis, 165 U.S. 150 (1897)]

43 5.4. Confuse the context of words used in the law in order to destroy the separation of powers doctrine and plunder
4 your property and rights. See:

Government Conspiracy to Destroy the Separation of Powers, Form #05.023
http://sedm.org/Forms/FormlIndex.htm

45 6. That covetous trustees and public servants over the years have abused all of the above techniques so prevalently that

46 they have:

a7 6.1. Hijacked the trust and become usurpers operating what the courts call a “sham trust”.

48 6.2. Transformed a society of law into a society of men.

49 6.3. Transformed the Republic bequeathed to us by our founding fathers into a totalitarian socialist democracy.
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7. That using self-serving presumptions about the meaning of words, judges and government bureaucrats have:
7.1. Exercised eminent domain over all private property and converted into public property because it is “effectively
connected with a trade or business”. They have done this by not telling the whole truth about the income tax in
IRS publication, causing the public to be deceived that EVERYONE is a “taxpayer” engaged in the “trade or
business” franchise who is a public officer within the government. See:

The “Trade or Business” Scam, Form #05.001
http://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm

7.2. Outlawed personal responsibility and made the government into a “parens patriae” over everyone by forcing
everyone to participate in federal insurance and “benefits” available ONLY to those ALREADY lawfully
occupying public offices in the government. See:

The Government “Benefits” Scam, Form #05.040
http://sedm.org/Forms/FormiIndex.htm

7.3. Destroyed the sovereignty of the people and transformed themselves from the SERVANTS of the people into the
“EMPLOYERS?” of the people.

“The restrictions that the Constitution places upon the government in its capacity as lawmaker, i.e., as the
regulator of private conduct, are not the same as the restrictions that it places upon the government in its
capacity as employer. We have recognized this in many contexts, with respect to many different constitutional
guarantees. Private citizens perhaps cannot be prevented from wearing long hair, but policemen can. Kelley v.
Johnson, 425 U.S. 238, 247 (1976). Private citizens cannot have their property searched without probable
cause, but in many circumstances government employees can. O'Connor v. Ortega, 480 U.S. 709, 723 (1987)
(plurality opinion); id., at 732 (SCALIA, J., concurring in judgment). Private citizens cannot be punished for
refusing to provide the government information that may incriminate them, but government employees can be
dismissed when the incriminating information that they refuse to provide relates to the performance of their job.
Gardner v. Broderick, [497 U.S. 62, 95] 392 U.S. 273, 277 -278 (1968). With regard to freedom of speech in
particular: Private citizens cannot be punished for speech of merely private concern, but government employees
can be fired for that reason. Connick v. Myers, 461 U.S. 138, 147 (1983). Private citizens cannot be punished
for partisan political activity, but federal and state employees can be dismissed and otherwise punished for that
reason. Public Workers v. Mitchell, 330 U.S. 75, 101 (1947); Civil Service Comm'n v. Letter Carriers, 413 U.S.
548, 556 (1973); Broadrick v. Oklahoma, 413 U.S. 601, 616 -617 (1973).”

[Rutan v. Republican Party of Illinois, 497 U.S. 62 (1990)]

7.4. Turned a republic into just a big federal corporation everyone must apply for “employment” with as a “public
officer” in order to receive any benefits from. Those who have made said application and “election” to receive
the “privileges” provided by the corporation are called “citizens” and “residents” and have effectively and
unilaterally “elected” themselves into public office within the U.S. government.

7.5. Surreptitiously transformed everything a de jure government does into a franchise and thereby forced everyone to
participate in franchises and have no constitutional rights or even ownership over their own property. See:

Government Instituted Slavery Using Franchises, Form #05.030
http://sedm.org/Forms/FormlIndex.htm

3 Treason and Sedition by Lawyers Using Word Games

Lawyers are warriors and adversaries. The legal field in general is very confrontational and adversarial and unethical. The
only weapon they have to fight with is:

Words.

Definitions of words.

Controlling who gets to define the meaning of words.

Controlling or influencing what part of the law is enforced or who it is enforced against. In other words, they use

“selective enforcement” in order to benefit themselves personally and financially, and to hell with what the law

requires.

5. Exploiting your own legal ignorance to terrorize you into submission. It’s a poker game and this tactic in poker is
called a bluff. They manipulate the risks or perceived risks in order to coerce the outcome they seek.

6. The authority you delegate to them OVER YOU by consenting to the jurisdiction of a court that otherwise would have

no jurisdiction by making an “appearance”. At the point you consent, you lose your right to complain about what the

court did to you.

el N
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Volunti non fit injuria.
He who consents cannot receive an injury. 2 Bouv. Inst. n. 2279, 2327; 4 T. R. 657; Shelf. on mar. & Div. 449.

Consensus tollit errorem.
Consent removes or obviates a mistake. Co. Litt. 126.

Melius est omnia mala pati quam malo concentire.
It is better to suffer every wrong or ill, than to consent to it. 3 Co. Inst. 23.

Nemo videtur fraudare eos qui sciunt, et consentiunt.

One cannot complain of having been deceived when he knew the fact and gave his consent. Dig. 50, 17, 145.
[Bouvier’s Maxims of Law, 1856;

SOURCE: http://famguardian.org/Publications/BouvierMaximsOfLaw/BouviersMaxims.htm]

appearance. A coming into court as a party to a suit, either in person or by attorney, whether as plaintiff or
defendant. The formal proceeding by which a defendant submits himself to the jurisdiction of the court. The
voluntary submission to a court's jurisdiction.

In civil actions the parties do not normally actually appear in person, but rather through their attorneys (who
enter their appearance by filing written pleadings, or a formal written entry of appearance). Also, at many
stages of criminal proceedings, particularly involving minor offenses, the defendant's attorney appears on his
behalf. See e.g., Fed.R.Crim.P. 43.

An appearance may be either general or special; the former is a simple and unqualified or unrestricted
submission to the jurisdiction of the court, the latter is a submission to the jurisdiction for some specific
purpose only, not for all the purposes of the suit. A special appearance is for the purpose of testing or objecting
to the sufficiency of service or the jurisdiction of the court over defendant without submitting to such
jurisdiction; a general appearance is made where the defendant waives defects of service and submits to the
jurisdiction of court. Insurance Co. of North America v. Kunin, 175 Neb. 260, 121 N.W.2d 372, 375, 376.
[Black’s Law Dictionary, Sixth Edition, p. 97]

Lawyers use words to “sell” and “market” their political view of the world to circumvent the will of the people expressed in
the law. They do this regardless of whether that view is consistent with the truth or reality or the “legislative intent” of the
statute they pretend to want to enforce. This may be why some people call lawyers and judges “silver tongued devils”.

Lawyers who wish to advance a position contrary to what the law expressly says and which serves their own financial
interest at the expense of others have a very limited repertoire of “weapons” they can use, all of which have dishonest and
unlawful goals at their heart. Every American should understand and immediately recognize these tactics and if they did,
our system of law would much better serve the interests of true justice. Here is a list of some of the dishonest tactics that
dishonest “word games” that lawyers use to expand their own importance and the jurisdiction of the government beyond
what the law clearly and expressly authorizes:

1. They will provide a statutory definition in the law, but then insist that the jury or the judge enforce the ORDINARY
meaning RATHER than the LEGAL meaning. We call this tactic “deception through words of art”.

2. They will deliberately confuse the two main contexts for legal “terms”. There are two main contexts for “words of
art”: (1) Constitution; (2) Statutes. These contexts are usually mutually exclusive and NOT synonymous. This
approach takes many forms:

2.1. With citizenship terms, they will confuse CONSTITUTIONAL/POLITICAL status with STATUTORY STATUS.

2.2. With geographic words of art such as “State” and “United States”, they will presume that the two contexts are the
same and that they are equivalent to the constitutional context.

These types of tactics are further clarified in the next section.

3. They will add things to the definition of statutory “terms” that do not expressly appear in the law itself, in violation of
the rules of statutory construction and of due process of law. The success of this approach depends primarily on:

3.1. The legal ignorance of the audience they are trying to convince. The more legally ignorant the audience is, the
better for the lawyer making the FALSE proposition.

3.2. The willingness of the audience to make “presumptions” that what they are adding is indeed “included” without
actually looking at the law.

4. They will propose a meaning to the law or its operation that does not appear in the law itself and then:

4.1. Exclude all evidence from the record that disproves this meaning.
4.2. Make a motion in limine to exclude the evidence disproving their argument.
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They will invite in “experts” to share opinions that are irrelevant because not substantiated by facts.

When confronted with the truth, they will:

6.1. Personalize the discussion and try to discredit the opponent using issues that are irrelevant.

6.2. Threaten their opponent with endless retaliatory litigation, and indirectly, with a mountain of debt needed to pay
for the litigation, as a financial dis-incentive to follow what the law actually says.

They will redefine words in the legal dictionary to deceive or mislead people. Earlier versions of Black’s Law

Dictionary, for instance, are much more complete and truthful than later versions. Westlaw, the publisher, refuses to

allow older versions of their legal dictionary to be offered to the public because they want to perpetuate social change

and further corruption of the legal profession.

They will associate the terms used on government forms that even the government says are untrustworthy with the

ORDINARY meaning rather than the statutory meaning. The way to prevent this is to attach to every government

form you fill out a mandatory attachment such as the following which defines EVERY “word of art” to prevent being

victimized by their usually false, prejudicial, and injurious presumptions.

Tax Form Attachment, Form #04.201
http://sedm.org/Forms/FormlIndex.htm

Judges will censor the truth about the meaning of the words in the law by:

9.1. Approving motions of government attorneys to censor evidence seen by the jury that might point the jury to the
correct application of the statute or definition being enforced.

9.2. Insisting that they are the only ones who are allowed to define what a word means on a form that YOU submitted,
even if it is in conflict with the definition you provided on the form and even attached to the form. By doing so,
they are interfering with the exercise of your right to contract and to associate, because the status us use to
describe yourself is the ONLY legal method by which you can exercise your constitutional right to associate and
contract.

9.3. Placing arbitrary limits on the size of pleadings filed with the court.

9.4. Calling arguments or litigants “frivolous” but refusing to provide legally admissible evidence that proves that their
arguments are inaccurate.

9.5. Rejecting the filing of pleadings.

9.6. Refusing to allow litigants to discuss what the law actually says in the courtroom and especially in front of the
jury. This is criminal jury tampering, but of course, judges violate the law more often than most Americans.

9.7. Sanctioning litigants for insisting on reading the law to the jurists.

9.8. Punishing or sanctioning those litigants who insist on a jury trial that might result in a ruling more consistent with
what the law actually says.

9.9. Threatening to disbar attorneys who insist on acting consistent with what the law actually says.

The purpose of all of the above TREACHERY is to allow the corrupt covetous judge or the jury to substitute THEIR will
for what the law actually and expressly says and to turn a country and a civilization into an ABOMINATION in the sight of
the Lord:

““One who turns his ear from hearing the law [God's law or man's law], even his prayer is an abomination.”
[Prov. 28:9, Bible, NKJV]

"But this crowd that does not know [and quote and follow and use] the law is accursed.”

[John 7:49, Bible, NKJV]

“In the United States, sovereignty resides in the people...the Congress cannot invoke sovereign power of the
People to override their will as thus declared.”
[Perry v. U.S., 294 U.S. 330 (1935)]

Collectively, all of the above tactics are dishonest, under handed, and ultimately result in a violation of the law and
obstruction of justice. In many cases, the violation if even CRIMINAL and treasonous and should result in them being
disbarred. In fact, such tactics have been identified in the statutes as a criminal offense:

TITLE 18 > PART | > CHAPTER 77 > § 1589
§ 1589. Forced labor

(a) Whoever knowingly provides or obtains the labor or services of a person by any one of, or by any
combination of, the following means—

(1) by means of force, threats of force, physical restraint, or threats of physical restraint to that person or
another person;
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(2) by means of serious harm or threats of serious harm to that person or another person;

(3) by means of the abuse or threatened abuse of law or legal process; or

(4) by means of any scheme, plan, or pattern intended to cause the person to believe that, if that person
did not perform such labor or services, that person or another person would suffer serious harm or
physical restraint,

shall be punished as provided under subsection (d).

(b) Whoever knowingly benefits, financially or by receiving anything of value, from participation in a venture
which has engaged in the providing or obtaining of labor or services by any of the means described in
subsection (a), knowing or in reckless disregard of the fact that the venture has engaged in the providing or
obtaining of labor or services by any of such means, shall be punished as provided in subsection (d).

(c) In this section:

(1) The term “‘abuse or threatened abuse of law or legal process” means the use or threatened use of a
law or legal process, whether administrative, civil, or criminal, in any manner or for any purpose for
which the law was not designed, in order to exert pressure on another person to cause that person to
take some action or refrain from taking some action.

(2) The term ““serious harm™ means any harm, whether physical or nonphysical, including psychological,
financial, or reputational harm, that is sufficiently serious, under all the surrounding circumstances, to
compel a reasonable person of the same background and in the same circumstances to perform or to
continue performing labor or services in order to avoid incurring that harm.

(d) Whoever violates this section shall be fined under this title, imprisoned not more than 20 years, or both. If
death results from a violation of this section, or if the violation includes kidnapping, an attempt to kidnap,
aggravated sexual abuse, or an attempt to kill, the defendant shall be fined under this title, imprisoned for any
term of years or life, or both.

In fact, lawyers who use the above tactics are “devising evil by law” and doing the very thing that Jesus criticized the

Pharisees for:

“Shall the throne of iniquity, Which devises evil by law, have fellowship with You? They gather
together against the life of the righteous, and condemn innocent blood. But the Lord has been my defense, and
my God the rock of my refuge. He has brought on them their own iniquity, and shall cut them off in their own
wickedness; the Lord our God shall cut them off.”

[Psalm 94:20-23, Bible, NKJV]

And WHAT is the main purpose of “law”? The U.S. Supreme Court identified the purpose of all law as a “definition and
limitation of power”. Upon WHO? How about the GOVERNMENT and all servants working for the government!:

“When we consider the nature and theory of our institutions of government, the principles
upon which they are supposed to rest, and review the history of their development, we are
constrained to conclude that they do not mean to leave room for the play and action of
purely personal and arbitrary power. Sovereignty itself is, of course, not subject to law,
for it is the author and source of law; but in our system, while sovereign powers are
delegated to the agencies of government, sovereignty itself remains with the people, by
whom and for whom all government exists and acts. And the law is the definition and

limitation of power.”

From Marbury v. Madison to the present day, no utterance of this Court has intimated a doubt that in its
operation on the people, by whom and for whom it was established, the national government is a government of
enumerated powers, the exercise of which is restricted to the use of means appropriate and plainly adapted to
constitutional ends, and which are "not prohibited, but consist with the letter and spirit of the Constitution."

The powers delegated by the people to their agents are not enlarged by the expansion of the domain within
which they are exercised. When the restriction on the exercise of a particular power by a particular agent is
ascertained, that is an end of the question.

To hold otherwise is to overthrow the basis of our constitutional law, and moreover, in effect, to reassert the
proposition that the states, and not the people, created the government.

It is again to antagonize Chief Just