LEGAL DECEPTION,
PROPAGANDA, AND FRAUD

“Most assuredly, | say to you, he who does not enter the sheepfold by the door [rules of statutory construction], but climbs
up some other way [deceit, presumption, and equivocation], the same is a thief and a robber. But he who enters by the
door is the shepherd [LAWFUL PROTECTOR/GOVERNOR] of the sheep. To him the doorkeeper opens, and the sheep
hear [read and learn] his voice [THE LAW]; and he calls his own sheep by name [RATHER THAN Social Security Number]
and leads [rather than COERCES] them out. And when he brings out his own sheep, he goes before them [because the
shepherd/protector is EQUAL and not SUPERIOR under the law]; and the sheep follow [obey] him, for they know his voice
[and THE LAW]. Yet they will by no means follow a stranger [de facto THIEF government], but will flee from [refuse to
obey] him, for they do not know the voice of strangers.” Jesus used this illustration, but they did not understand the things
which He spoke to them.

[John 10:1-6, Bible, NKJV]

“Getting treasures by a lying tongue is the fleeting fantasy of those who seek death.”
[Prov. 21:6, Bible, NKJV]

“Whoever guards his mouth and tongue Keeps his soul from troubles.”
[Prov. 21:23, Bible, NKJV]
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(Lawyer) Word Crimes-by Weird Al Yankovic
https://youtu.be/8GvOH-vPoDc?list=RD8GVOH-vPoDc

For You are not a God who takes pleasure in wickedness,

Nor shall evil dwell with You.

The boastful shall not stand in Your sight;

You hate all workers of iniquity.

You shall destroy those who speak falsehood [or try to deceive];
The Lord abhors the bloodthirsty and deceitful man.

[Psalm 5:4-6, Bible, NKJV]

“Dishonest [unequal] scales are an abomination to the Lord, but a just weight is His delight.”
[Prov. 11:1, Bible, NKJV]
“A lying tongue hates those who are crushed by it, And a flattering mouth works ruin.”’
[Prov. 26:28, 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. “
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[George Orwell, "Politics and the English Language", 1946; English essayist, novelist, & satirist (1903 - 1950) ]

“Political chaos is connected with the decay of language... one can probably bring about some improvement by starting at
the verbal end.”

[George Orwell]

“Political language... is designed to make lies sound truthful and murder respectable, and to give an appearance of solidity
to pure wind.”
George Orwell

“Sometimes the first duty of intelligent men is the restatement of the obvious.
[George Orwell ]

“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, circa 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]

“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,
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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]

“What right have you to declare My /God’s] statutes [write man’s vain law], or take My covenant [the Bible] in your
mouth, seeing you hate instruction and cast My words behind you? When you saw a thief, you consented with him, and
have been a partaker with adulterers. You give your mouth to evil, and your tongue frames deceit. You sit and speak against
your brother; you slander your own mother’s son. These things you have done, and | kept silent; you thought that | was
altogether like you; but I will reprove you, and set them in order before your eyes. Now consider this, you who forget God,
lest | tear you in pieces, and there be none to deliver: Whoever offers praise glorifies Me; and to him who orders his
conduct aright [and bases it on God’s laws] | will show the salvation of God.”

[Psalm 50:16-23, Bible, NKJV]

“The coming of the lawless one [government anarchy created with sovereign immunity] is according to the working of Satan,
with all power, signs, and lying wonders, and with all unrighteous deception among those who perish, because they did not
receive the love of the truth, that they might be saved. And for this reason God will send them strong delusion, that they
should believe the lie, that they all may be condemned who did not believe the truth but had pleasure in unrighteousness. ”
[2 Thess. 2:9-12, Bible, NKJV]

“For the idols [civil rulers] speak delusion; The diviners envision lies, And tell false dreams; They comfort in vain. Therefore
the people wend their way like sheep; They are in trouble because there is no shepherd [GOD, or a wolf pretending to BE a
shepherd].”

[Zech. 10:2, Bible, NKJV]

“Your prophets [judges wearing black robes as priests of a civil religion] have seen for you
False and deceptive visions;

They have not uncovered your iniquity,

To bring back your captives,

But have envisioned for you false prophecies and delusions.”

[Lamentations 2:14, Bible, NKJV]

“Deliver me, O LORD, from evil men;
Preserve me from violent men,

Who plan evil things in their hearts;

They continually gather together for war.
They sharpen their tongues like a serpent;
The poison of asps is under their lips.”
[Psalm 140:103, Bible, NKJV]

“He who Kills a bull is as if he slays a man;

He who sacrifices a lamb, as if he breaks a dog’s neck;
He who offers a grain offering, as if he offers swine’s blood;
He who burns incense, as if he blesses an idol.

Just as they have chosen their own ways,

And their soul delights in their abominations,

So will 1 [GOD!] choose their delusions,

And bring their fears on them;

Because, when | called, no one answered,

When | spoke they did not hear;

But they did evil before My eyes,

And chose that in which | [GOD!] do not delight.”
[Isaiah 66:3-4, Bible, NKJV]
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Domestic Tranquility
Bill Passes Congress!

“It Is every American’s duty to drink the Kool Aid.”

Don’t Drink the Government Kool-Aide, Like They Did at the Jim Jones Plantation
http://famguardian.org/Subjects/Politics/Corruption/Drink TheKoolaid.mp4
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1 Introduction

For the purposes of this memorandum of law, the term “legal deception, propaganda, and fraud” refers to correspondence or
statements made to, from, or about either the government or the legal profession. It does not deal with deception between
private parties or those not in the government or legal profession.

In a republic where open armed warfare of tyrants against their own people would garner massive public resistance, the only
tool for conquest is 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 in order to evade legal liability or accountability for it. The nature of that surreptitious conversion from PRIVATE
to PUBLIC is described in the following:

Separation Between Public and Private Course, Form #12.025
http://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm

Like a cuttlefish, those in government or the legal profession seeking essentially to STEAL your property must spurt out ink
called “words of art” that have the opposite or different meaning to what most people commonly understand in order to:

1. Make what they are doing at least “appear” lawful to the legally ignorant, even though it is emphatically UNLAWFUL
and even criminal in most cases.

2. Subdue and deceive their intended victims.

3. Pacify 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
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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. Inshort: The TRUTH. On this subject, Confucius said:

“When words lose their meaning, people will lose their liberty. ”
[Confucius, circa 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
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, ‘Ne one sees me’;

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

‘1 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”. Itis called a “throne” because it in fact implements a state-sponsored
religion, as we will soon prove. 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 services 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 gk~

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 “I am, and there is no one besides me.” This is the legal equivalent of saying that
the ONLY sovereign is the GOVERNMENT, and everyone works for the government at gunpoint as a public officer and
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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/FormIndex.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 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]

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. Quatloos Forums, Jay Adkisson:
https://www.quatloos.com/Q-Forum/viewforum.php?f=32
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. §872
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 U.S. 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 Internal Revenue Manual (I.R.M.),
Section 4.10.7.2.8.8), the rulings of these lower courts cannot and should not be relied upon to sustain a reasonable belief:

Internal Revenue Manual
Section 4.10.7.2.8.8 (01-01-2006) 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.

[SOURCE: https://www.irs.gov/irm/part4/irm_04-010-007#idm139859648381728]
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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 16.2.3 and 12 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 16.2.4 we will synthesize all these sources
to discover the true meaning and proper application of the word. Sections 16.2.5 and 16.2.6 will analyze the most
commonplace government propaganda on the subject of the word “includes”. Then in section 20, 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 16.3, will list further resources
you are encouraged to consult in the process of further researching and rebutting our analysis.

Games with the words and the rules of statutory construction are only one of MANY ways that covetous and corrupt
governments STEAL private property and commit identity theft in the process. The following document describes in detail
the many OTHER ways that identity theft is accomplished.

Government Identity Theft, Form #05.046
http://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm

For a training video that covers most of the content of this course, please see:

Foundations of Freedom Course, Form #12.021, Video 4: Willful Government Deception and Propaganda
VIDEO: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=DvnTL_Z5asc

FORMS PAGE: http://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm

SLIDES: http://sedm.org/LibertyU/FoundOfFreedom-Slides.pdf

2 Scope of this document

Ultimately, what we will prove indirectly in this document is the following:

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.
83002(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 States isa . . . 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.
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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. 86671(b), 26 U.S.C. 87343, and 5 U.S.C. §552a(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 American Jurisprudence 2d, Public Officers and Employees, §247 (1999)]

4. That all statutes passed in furtherance of the Constitution are the implementation and interpretation of that delegation of
authority order by the trustees and public officers charged with running the government.
5. That when the trustees become corrupted by greed and avarice and covetousness, the only method available to them to
lawfully exceed their delegation of authority order is to:
5.1. Write deliberately vague laws or “codes” that leave undue discretion with judges and administrators and thereby
turn us from a society of law into a society of men.

“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 Justice Marshall, when he said:

The government of the Union, then (whatever may be the influence of this fact on the case),
is emphatically and truly a government of the people. In form and in substance, it emanates

! 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 S.E.2d. 524. A public official is held in public trust. Madlener v. Finley (st Dist), 161
11l.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 I11.2d. 147, 131 1ll.Dec. 145,
538 N.E.2d. 520.

3 Chicago Park Dist. v. Kenroy, Inc., 78 I11.2d. 555, 37 Ill.Dec. 291, 402 N.E.2d. 181, appeal after remand (1st Dist) 107 Ill.App.3d. 222, 63 Ill.Dec. 134,
437 N.E.2d. 783.

4 United States v. Holzer (CA7 Ill), 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, 64 111.2d. 559, 2 Ill.Dec. 285, 357 N.E.2d. 452, later proceeding (1st Dist) 105 I1l.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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from them. Its powers are granted by them, and are to be exercised directly on them and for
their benefit. This government is acknowledged by all to be one of enumerated powers.
[Downes v. Bidwell, 182 U.S. 244 (1901) ]

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

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

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

“No duty rests more imperatively upon the courts than the enforcement of those constitutional provisions
intended to secure that equality of rights which is the foundation of free government.”
[Gulf, C. & S. F. R. Co. v. Ellis, 165 U.S. 150 (1897)]

5.4. Confuse the context of words used in the law in order to destroy the separation of powers doctrine and plunder your

property and rights. They do this by trying to make the STATUTORY context LOOK like the CONSTITUTIONAL

context. See:

Government Conspiracy to Destroy the Separation of Powers, Form #05.023

http://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm

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

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

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

6.3. Transformed the Republic bequeathed to us by our founding fathers into a totalitarian socialist democracy.

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 it 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 publications, 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/Formindex.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).”
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[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

7.5.

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.
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 PRIVATE property.

Government Instituted Slavery Using Franchises, Form #05.030

http://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm

3 Abuse of language to deceive, enslave, and STEAL from people originated with the Pharisees in the Bible

The abuse of language to undermine the intent of the law is not a new phenomenon. The most famous instance of it was

described in the Bible, when Jesus criticized the Pharisees. The Pharisees were the interpreters of God’s law:

Christ allows their office as expositors of the law; The scribes and Pharisees (that is, the whole Sanhedrim, who
sat at the helm of church government, who were all called scribes, and were some of them Pharisees), they sit in
Moses’ seat (v. 2), as public teachers and interpreters of the law; and, the law of Moses being the municipal law
of their state, they were as judges, or a bench of justices; teaching and judging seem to be equivalent, comparing
2 Chr. 17:7, 9, with 2 Chr. 19:5, 6, 8. They were not the itinerant judges that rode the circuit, but the standing
bench, that determined on appeals, special verdicts, or writs of error by the law; they sat in Moses s seat, not as
he was Mediator between God and Israel, but only as he was chief justice, Ex. 18:26. Or, we may apply it, not to
the Sanhedrim, but to the other Pharisees and scribes, that expounded the law, and taught the people how to
apply it to particular cases.

L]

Hence he infers (v. 3), “Whatsoever they bid you observe, that observe and do As far as they sit in Moses’s seat,
that is, read and preach the law that was given by Moses” (which, as yet, continued in full force, power, and
virtue), “and judge according to that law, so far you must hearken to them, as remembrances to you of the written
word.” The scribes and Pharisees made it their business to study the scripture, and were well acquainted with
the language, history, and customs of it, and its style and phraseology. Now Christ would have the people to make
use of the helps they gave them for the understanding of the scripture, and do accordingly. As long as their
comments did illustrate the text and not pervert it; did make plain, and not make void, the commandment of God;
so far they must be observed and obeyed, but with caution and a judgment of discretion.

[Commentary on Matt. 23:1-12, Henry, M. (1994). Matthew Henry’s commentary on the whole Bible: complete
and unabridged in one volume (p. 1732). Peabody: Hendrickson]

Back then, the Jews had a theocracy and the Bible was their law book, so the term “religion scholars” meant the lawyers of
that time who were the Pharisees and Sadducees, not the pastors of today’s time. In effect, the Pharisees seemed to be the
equivalent of our modern administrators in the Executive Branch, while the Sadducees seemed to be the elites in the Judicial

Branch:

I've had it with you! You 're hopeless, you religion scholars, you Pharisees! Frauds! Your lives are roadblocks to
God'’s kingdom. You refuse to enter, and won 't let anyone else in either.

“You 're hopeless, you religion scholars and Pharisees! Frauds! You go halfway around the world to make a
convert, but once you get him you make him into a replica of yourselves, double-damned.

“You 're hopeless! What arrogant stupidity! You say, ‘If'someone makes a promise with his fingers crossed, that’s
nothing; but if he swears with his hand on the Bible, that’s serious.” What ignorance! Does the leather on the
Bible carry more weight than the skin on your hands? And what about this piece of trivia: ‘If'you shake hands on
a promise, that’s nothing; but if you raise your hand that God is your witness, that’s serious’? What ridiculous
hairsplitting! What difference does it make whether you shake hands or raise hands? A promise is a promise.
What difference does it make if you make your promise inside or outside a house of worship? A promise is a
promise. God is present, watching and holding you to account regardless.

“You re hopeless, you religion scholars and Pharisees! Frauds! You keep meticulous account books, tithing on
every nickel and dime you get, but on the meat of God’s Law, things like fairness and compassion and
commitment—the absolute basics!—you carelessly take it or leave it. Careful bookkeeping is commendable, but
the basics are required. Do you have any idea how silly you look, writing a life story that’s wrong from start to
finish, nitpicking over commas and semicolons?
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“You 're hopeless, you religion scholars and Pharisees! Frauds! You burnish the surface of your cups and bowls
so they sparkle in the sun, while the insides are maggoty with your greed and gluttony. Stupid Pharisee! Scour
the insides, and then the gleaming surface will mean something.

“You 're hopeless, you religion scholars and Pharisees! Frauds! You re like manicured grave plots, grass clipped
and the flowers bright, but six feet down i¢’s all rotting bones and worm-eaten flesh. People look at you and think
you 're saints, but beneath the skin you 're total frauds.

“You 're hopeless, you religion scholars and Pharisees! Frauds! You build granite tombs for your prophets and
marble monuments for your saints. And you say that if you had lived in the days of your ancestors, no blood would
have been on your hands. You protest too much! You re cut from the same cloth as those murderers, and daily
add to the death count.

“Snakes! Reptilian sneaks! Do you think you can worm your way out of this? Never have to pay the piper? It’s
on account of people like you that | send prophets and wise guides and scholars generation after generation—
and generation after generation you treat them like dirt, greeting them with lynch mobs, hounding them with
abuse.

“You can’t squirm out of this: Every drop of righteous blood ever spilled on this earth, beginning with the blood
of that good man Abel right down to the blood of Zechariah, Barachiah’s son, whom you murdered at his prayers,
is on your head. All this, ’m telling you, is coming down on you, on your generation.

“Jerusalem! Jerusalem! Murderer of prophets! Killer of the ones who brought you God’s news! How often 7’ve
ached to embrace your children, the way a hen gathers her chicks under her wings, and you wouldn 't let me. And
now you 're so desolate, nothing but a ghost town. What is there left to say? Only this: /’m out of here soon. The
next time you see me you Il say, ‘Oh, God has blessed him! He’s come, bringing God’s rule!””

[Peterson, E. H. (2005). The Message: the Bible in contemporary language (Mt 23:13-39). Colorado Springs,
CO: NavPress.]

Why did Jesus get angry? The scripture below gives us a clue:
But to the wicked, God says:

“What right have you to declare My /God’s] statutes [write man’s vain law], or take My covenant [the Bible]
in your mouth, seeing you hate instruction and cast My words behind you? When you saw a thief, you consented
with him, and have been a partaker with adulterers. You give your mouth to evil, and your tongue frames deceit.
You sit and speak against your brother; you slander your own mother’s son. These things you have done, and |
kept silent; you thought that | was altogether like you; but | will reprove you, and set them in order before your
eyes. Now consider this, you who forget God, lest | tear you in pieces, and there be none to deliver: Whoever
offers praise glorifies Me; and to him who orders his conduct aright [and bases it on Ged’s laws] | will show
the salvation of God. ”

[Psalm 50:16-23, Bible, NKJV]

“For they being ignorant of God’s righteousness, and secking to establish their [the Pharisees] own
righteousness, have not submitted to the righteousness of God. ”
[Rom. 10:3, Bible, NKJV]

In effect, by establishing their own substitute or addition to God’s law using “oral tradition”, the Pharisees and Sadducees
were establishing a man-made religion in which THEY, and not the true and living God, were being “worshipped”, in

violation of the First Commandment of the Ten Commandments. For proof, see the following:

Why All Man-Made Law is Religious in Nature, Family Guardian Fellowship
http://famguardian.org/Subjects/LawAndGovt/ChurchV State/WhyAllManmadel awRelig.htm

The First Commandment forbids “worshipping” (serving) other gods. Anyone who can “make” law is the god of the society
that they make law FOR, and especially if that law applies to everyone BUT the law maker or law giver. God is the king of

the earth, and to recognize any OTHER king or any other law is to engage in religious idolatry.

"For God is the King of all the earth. Sing praises with understanding."

[Psalm 47:7, Bible, NKJV]

"For the LORD is our Judge, the LORD is our Lawgiver, the LORD is our King; He will save [and protect] us."
[Isaiah 33:22, Bible, NKJV]
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A god, after all, is anyone or anything that has SUPERIOR or SUPERNATURAL powers or exemptions GREATER than
those who are “natural”, meaning human. Governments and churches are what lawyers call “legal fictions” or “artificial
entities” that can have no more rights than those who delegated them their power.

Nemo dat qui non habet. No one can give who does not possess. Jenk. Cent. 250.

Nemo plus juris ad alienum transfere potest, quam ispe habent. One cannot transfer to another a right which he
has not. Dig. 50, 17, 54; 10 Pet. 161, 175.

Nemo potest facere per alium quod per se non potest. No one can do that by another which he cannot do by
himself.

Qui per alium facit per seipsum facere videtur. He who does anything through another, is considered as doing it
himself. Co. Litt. 258.

Quicpuid acquiritur servo, acquiritur domino. Whatever is acquired by the servant, is acquired for the master.
15 Bin. Ab. 327.

Quod per me non possum, nec per alium. What | cannot do in person, | cannot do by proxy. 4 Co. 24.
What a man cannot transfer, he cannot bind by articles.

[Bouvier’s Maxims of Law, 1856; SOURCE:
http://famguardian.org/Publications/BouvierMaximsOfLaw/BouviersMaxims.htm]

That’s the basis for what a “republic” is legally defined as.

“Republican government. One in which the powers of sovereignty are vested in the people and are exercised by
the people, either directly, or through representatives chosen by the people, to whom those powers are specially
delegated. Inre Duncan, 139 U.S. 449, 11 S.Ct. 573, 36 L.Ed. 219; Minor v. Happersett, 88 U.S. (21 Wall.) 162,
22 L.Ed. 627.”

[Black’s Law Dictionary Sixth Edition, p. 695]

When the man-made law imputes more rights to governments or other artificial entities than ordinary humans, a man-made
religion has been created. We cover this in Government Establishment of Religion, Form #05.038.

“Religion. Man's relation to Divinity, to reverence, worship, obedience, and submission to mandates and
precepts of supernatural or superior beings. In its broadest sense includes all forms of belief in the existence
of superior beings exercising power over human beings by volition, imposing rules of conduct, with future
rewards and punishments. Bond uniting man to God, and a virtue whose purpose is to render God worship
due him as source of all being and principle of all government of things. Nikulnikoff v. Archbishop, etc., of
Russian Orthodox Greek Catholic Church, 142 Misc. 894, 255 N.Y.S. 653, 663.”

[Black’s Law Dictionary, Sixth Edition, p. 1292]

Keep in mind that the term “hypocrite” used by Jesus in Matt. 23 is defined in the following passages as “trusting in
privileges”, meaning franchises: Jer 7:4; Mt 3:9. The focus of hypocrites is to apply DIFFERENT rules to themselves than
to everyone else, and to elevate their own importance ABOVE everyone else. In essence, they seek to destroy equality of
treatment under the law and replace it with privileges and franchises. We discuss this corrupting aspect of franchises in:

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

We prove in Foundations of Freedom Course, Form #12.021, Video 1 that absolute equality under the law is the foundation
of all your freedom. Therefore, the Pharisees sought indirectly to make everyone into THEIR slave and to make themselves
the object of idol worship not unlike the Golden Calf or like Pharaoh. Below is a popular commentary on Matt. 23:1-12
which proves this:

I1. He condemns the men. He had ordered the multitude to do as they taught; but here he annexeth a caution not
to do as they did, to beware of their leaven; Do not ye after their works. Their traditions were their works, were
their idols, the works of their fancy. Or, “Do not according to their example.” Doctrines and practices are spirits
that must be tried, and where there is occasion, must be carefully separated and distinguished; and as we must
not swallow corrupt doctrines for the sake of any laudable practices of those that teach them, so we must not
imitate any bad examples for the sake of the plausible doctrines of those that set them. The scribes and Pharisees
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boasted as much of the goodness of their works as of the orthodoxy of their teaching, and hoped to be justified by
them; it was the plea they put in (Lu. 18:11, 12); and yet these things, which they valued themselves so much
upon, were an abomination in the sight of God.

Our Saviour here, and in the following verses, specifies divers particulars of their works, wherein we must not
imitate them. In general, they are charged with hypocrisy, dissimulation, or double-dealing in religion; a crime
which cannot be enquired of at men’s bar, because we can only judge according to outward appearance; but
God, who searcheth the heart, can convict of hypocrisy; and nothing is more displeasing to him, for he desireth
truth.

Four things are in these verses charged upon them.
1. Their saying and doing were two things.

Their practice was no way agreeable either to their preaching or to their profession; for they say, and do not;
they teach out of the law that which is good, but their conversation gives them the lie; and they seem to have
found another way to heaven for themselves than what they show to others. See this illustrated and charged home
upon them, Rom. 2:17-24. Those are of all sinners most inexcusable that allow themselves in the sins they
condemn in others, or in worse. This doth especially touch wicked ministers, who will be sure to have their portion
appointed them with hypocrites (ch. 24:51); for what greater hypocrisy can there be, than to press that upon
others, to be believed and done, which they themselves disbelieve and disobey; pulling down in their practice
what they build up in their preaching; when in the pulpit, preaching so well that it is a pity they should ever come
out; but, when out of the pulpit, living so ill that it is a pity they should ever come in; like bells, that call others to
church, but hang out of it themselves; or Mercurial posts, that point the way to others, but stand still themselves?
Such will be judged out of their own mouths. It is applicable to all others that say, and do not; that make a
plausible profession of religion, but do not live up to that profession; that make fair promises, but do not perform
their promises; are full of good discourse, and can lay down the law to all about them, but are empty of good
works; great talkers, but little doers; the voice is Jacob’s voice, but the hands are the hands of Esau. Vox et
praeterea nihil—mere sound. They speak fair, | go, sir; but there is no trusting them, for there are seven
abominations in their heart.

2. They were very severe in imposing upon others those things which they were not themselves willing to submit
to the burden of (v. 4); They bind heavy burdens, and grievous to be borne; not only insisting upon the minute
circumstances of the law, which is called a yoke (Acts 15:10), and pressing the observation of them with more
strictness and severity than God himself did (whereas the maxim of the lawyers, is Apices juris son sunt jura—
Mere points of law are not law), but by adding to his words, and imposing their own inventions and traditions,
under the highest penalties. They loved to show their authority and to exercise their domineering faculty, lording
it over God'’s heritage, and saying to men’s souls, Bow down, that we may go over; witness their many additions
to the law of the fourth commandment, by which they made the sabbath a burden on men s shoulders, which was
designed to be the joy of their hearts. Thus with force and cruelty did those shepherds rule the flock, as of old,
Eze. 34:4.

But see their hypocrisy; They themselves will not move them with one of their fingers. (1.) They would not exercise
themselves in those things which they imposed upon others; they pressed upon the people a strictness in religion
which they themselves would not be bound by; but secretly transgressed their own traditions, which they publicly
enforced. They indulged their pride in giving law to others; but consulted their ease in their own practice. Thus
it has been said, to the reproach of the popish priests, that they fast with wine and sweetmeats, while they force
the people to fast with bread and water; and decline the penances they enjoin the laity. (2.) They would not ease
the people in these things, nor put a finger to lighten their burden, when they saw it pinched them. They could
find out loose constructions to put upon God'’s law, and could dispense with that, but would not bate an ace of
their own impositions, nor dispense with a failure in the least punctilio of them. They allowed no chancery to
relieve the extremity of their common law. How contrary to this was the practice of Christ’s apostles, who would
allow to others that use of Christian liberty which, for the peace and edification of the church, they would deny
themselves in! They would lay no other burden than necessary things, and those easy, Acts 15:28. How carefully
doth Paul spare those to whom he writes! 1 Co. 7:28; 9:12.

3. They were all for show, and nothing for substance, in religion (v. 5); All their works they do, to be seen of men.
We must do such good works, that they who see them may glorify God; but we must not proclaim our good works,
with design that others may see them, and glorify us; which our Saviour here chargeth upon the Pharisees in
general, as he had done before in the particular instances of prayer and giving of alms. All their end was to be
praised of men, and therefore all their endeavour was to be seen of men, to make a fair show in the flesh. In those
duties of religion which fall under the eye of men, none are so constant and abundant as they; but in what lies
between God and their souls, in the retirement of their closets, and the recesses of their hearts, they desire to be
excused. The form of godliness will get them a name to live, which is all they aim at, and therefore they trouble
not themselves with the power of it, which is essential to a life indeed. He that does all to be seen does nothing to
the purpose.

He specifies two things which they did to be seen of men.
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(1.) They made broad their phylacteries. Those were little scrolls of paper or parchment, wherein were written,
with great niceness, these four paragraphs of the law, Ex. 13:2-11; 13:11-16; Deu. 6:4-9; 11:13-21. These were
sewn up in leather, and worn upon their foreheads and left arms. It was a tradition of the elders, which had
reference to Ex. 13:9, and Prov. 7:3, where the expressions seem to be figurative, intimating no more than that
we should bear the things of God in our minds as carefully as if we had them bound between our eyes. Now the
Pharisees made broad these phylacteries, that they might be thought more holy, and strict, and zealous for the
law, than others. It is a gracious ambition to covet to be really more holy than others, but it is a proud ambition
to covet to appear so. It is good to excel in real piety, but not to exceed in outward shows; for overdoing is justly
suspected of design, Prov. 27:14. It is the guise of hypocrisy to make more ado than needs in external service,
more than is needful either to prove, or to improve, the good affections and dispositions of the soul.

(2.) They enlarged the borders of their garments. God appointed the Jews to make borders or fringes upon their
garments (Num. 15:38), to distinguish them from other nations, and to be a memorandum to them of their being
a peculiar people; but the Pharisees were not content to have these borders like other people’s, which might serve
God’s design in appointing them; but they must be larger than ordinary, to answer their design of making
themselves to be taken notice of; as if they were more religious than others. But those who thus enlarge their
phylacteries, and the borders of their garments, while their hearts are straitened, and destitute of the love of God
and their neighbour, though they may now deceive others, will in the end deceive themselves.

4. They much affected pre-eminence and superiority, and prided themselves extremely in it. Pride was the darling
reigning sin of the Pharisees, the sin that did most easily beset them and which our Lord Jesus takes all occasions
to witness against.

(1.) He describes their pride, v. 6, 7. They courted, and coveted,

[1.] Places of honour and respect. In all public appearances, as at feasts, and in the synagogues, they expected,
and had, to their hearts’ delight, the uppermost rooms, and the chief seats. They took place of all others, and
precedency was adjudged to them, as persons of the greatest note and merit; and it is easy to imagine what a
complacency they took in it; they loved to have the preeminence, 3 Jn. 9. It is not possessing the uppermost rooms,
nor sitting in the chief seats, that is condemned (somebody must sit uppermost), but loving them; for men to value
such a little piece of ceremony as sitting highest, going first, taking the wall, or the better hand, and to value
themselves upon it, to seek it, and to feel resentment if they have it not; what is that but making an idol of ourselves,
and then falling down and worshipping it—the worst kind of idolatry! It is bad any where, but especially in the
synagogues. There to seek honour to ourselves, where we appear in order to give glory to God, and to humble
ourselves before him, is indeed to mock God instead of serving him. David would willingly lie at the threshold in
God’s house; so far was he from coveting the chief seat there, Ps. 84:10. It savours much of pride and hypocrisy,
when people do not care for going to church, unless they can look fine and make a figure there.

[2.] Titles of honour and respect. They loved greetings in the markets, loved to have people put off their hats to
them, and show them respect when they met them in the streets. O how it pleased them, and fed their vain humour,
digito monstrari et dicier, Hic est—to be pointed out, and to have it said, This be he, to have way made for them
in the crowd of market people; “Stand off, here is a Pharisee coming!” and to be complimented with the high and
pompous title of Rabbi, Rabbi! This was meat and drink and dainties to them; and they took as great a satisfaction
in it as Nebuchadnezzar did in his palace, when he said, Is not this great Babylon that | have built? The greetings
would not have done them half so much good, if they had not been in the markets, where every body might see
how much they were respected, and how high they stood in the opinion of the people. It was but a little before
Christ’s time, that the Jewish teachers, the masters of Israel, had assumed the title of Rabbi, Rab, or Rabban,
which signifies great or much; and was construed as Doctor, or My lord. And they laid such a stress upon it, that
they gave it for a maxim that “ze who salutes his teacher, and does not call him Rabbi, provokes the divine
Majesty to depart from Israel; ” so much religion did they place in that which was but a piece of good manners!
For him that is taught in the word to give respect to him that teaches is commendable enough in him that gives
it; but for him that teaches to love it, and demand it, and affect it, to be puffed up with it, and to be displeased if
it be omitted, is sinful and abominable; and, instead of teaching, he has need to learn the first lesson in the school
of Christ, which is humility.

(2.) He cautions his disciples against being herein like them; herein they must not do after their works; “But be
not ye called so, for ye shall not be of such a spirit,” v. 8, etc.

Here is, [1.] A prohibition of pride. They are here forbidden,

First, To challenge titles of honour and dominion to themselves, v. 8-10. It is repeated twice; Be not called Rabbi,
neither be ye called Master or Guide: not that it is unlawful to give civil respect to those that are over us in the
Lord, nay, it is an instance of the honour and esteem which it is our duty to show them; but, 1. Christ’s ministers
must not affect the name of Rabbi or Master, by way of distinction from other people; it is not agreeable to the
simplicity of the gospel, for them to covet or accept the honour which they have that are in kings’ palaces. 2. They
must not assume the authority and dominion implied in those names; they must not be magisterial, nor domineer
over their brethren, or over God’s heritage, as if they had dominion over the faith of Christians: what they
received of the Lord, all must receive from them; but in other things they must not make their opinions and wills
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arule and standard to all other people, to be admitted with an implicit obedience. The reasons for this prohibition
are,

(1.) One is your Master, even Christ, v. 8, and again, v. 10. Note, [1.] Christ is our Master, our Teacher, our
Guide. Mr. George Herbert, when he named the name of Christ, usually added, My Master. [2.] Christ only is
our Master, ministers are but ushers in the school. Christ only is the Master, the great Prophet, whom we must
hear, and be ruled and overruled by; whose word must be an oracle and a law to us; Verily | say unto you, must
be enough to us. And if he only be our Master, then for his ministers to set up for dictators, and to pretend to a
supremacy and an infallibility, is a daring usurpation of that honour of Christ which he will not give to another.

(2.) All ye are brethren. Ministers are brethren not only to one another, but to the people; and therefore it ill
becomes them to be masters, when there are none for them to master it over but their brethren; yea, and we are
all younger brethren, otherwise the eldest might claim an excellency of dignity and power, Gen. 49:3. But, to
preclude that, Christ himself is the first-born among many brethren, Rom. 8:29. Ye are brethren, as ye are all
disciples of the same Master. School-fellows are brethren, and, as such, should help one another in getting their
lesson; but it will by no means be allowed that one of the scholars step into the master’s seat, and give law to the
school. If we are all brethren, we must not be many masters. Jam. 3:1.

Secondly, They are forbidden to ascribe such titles to others (v. 9); “Call no man your father upon the earth;
constitute no man the father of your religion, that is, the founder, author, director, and governor, of it.” The
fathers of our flesh must be called fathers, and as such we must give them reverence; but God only must be
allowed as the Father of our spirits, Heb. 12:9. Our religion must not be derived from, or made to depend upon,
any man. We are born again to the spiritual and divine life, not of corruptible seed, but by the word of God; not
of the will of the flesh, or the will of man, but of God. Now the will of man, not being the rise of our religion, must
not be the rule of it. We must not jurare in verba magistri—swear to the dictates of any creature, not the wisest
or best, nor pin our faith on any man’s sleeve, because we know not whither he will carry it. St. Paul calls himself
a Father to those whose conversion he had been an instrument of (1 Co. 4:15; Phil. 10); but he pretends to no
dominion over them, and uses that title to denote, not authority, but affection: therefore he calls them not his
obliged, but his beloved, sons, 1 Co. 4:14.

The reason given is, One is your Father, who is in heaven. God is our Father, and is All in all in our religion. He
is the Fountain of it, and its Founder; the Life of it, and its Lord; from whom alone, as the Original, our spiritual
life is derived, and on whom it depends. He is the Father of all lights (Jam. 1:17), that one Father, from whom
are all things, and we in him, Eph. 4:6. Christ having taught us to say, Our Father, who art in heaven; let us call
no man Father upon earth; no man, because man is a worm, and the son of man is a worm, hewn out of the same
rock with us; especially not upon earth, for man upon earth is a sinful worm; there is not a just man upon earth,
that doeth good, and sinneth not, and therefore no one is fit to be called Father.

[2.] Here is a precept of humility and mutual subjection (v. 11); He that is greatest among you shall be your
servant; not only call himself so (we know of one who styles himself Servus servorum Dei—Servant of the servants
of God, but acts as Rabbi, and father, and master, and Dominus Deus noster—The Lord our God, and what not),
but he shall be so. Take it as a promise; “He shall be accounted greatest, and stand highest in the favour of God,
that is most submissive and serviceable; ” or as a precept; “He that is advanced to any place of dignity, trust, and
honour, in the church, let him be your servant” (some copies read esto for estai), “let him not think that his patent
of honour is a writ of ease; no; he that is greatest is not a lord, but a minister.” St. Paul, who knew his privilege
as well as duty, though free from all, yet made himself servant unto all (1 Co. 9:19); and our Master frequently
pressed it upon his disciples to be humble and self-denying, mild and condescending, and to abound in all offices
of Christian love, though mean, and to the meanest; and of this he hath set us an example.

[3.] Here is a good reason for all this, v. 12. Consider,

First, The punishment intended for the proud; Whosoever shall exalt himself shall be abased. If God give them
repentance, they will be abased in their own eyes, and will abhor themselves for it; if they repent not, sooner or
later they will be abased before the world. Nebuchadnezzar, in the height of his pride, was turned to be a fellow-
commoner with the beasts; Herod, to be a feast for the worms; and Babylon, that sat as a queen, to be the scorn
of nations. God made the proud and aspiring priests contemptible and base (Mal. 2:9), and the lying prophet to
be the tail, Isa. 9:15. But if proud men have not marks of humiliation set upon them in this world, there is a day
coming, when they shall rise to everlasting shame and contempt (Dan. 12:2); so plentifully will he reward the
proud doer! Ps. 31:23.

Secondly, The preferment intended for the humble; He that shall humble himself shall be exalted. Humility is that
ornament which is in the sight of God of great price. In this world the humble have the honour of being accepted
with the holy God, and respected by all wise and good men; of being qualified for, and often called out to, the
most honourable services; for honour is like the shadow, which flees from those that pursue it, and grasp at it,
but follows those that flee from it. However, in the other world, they that have humbled themselves in contrition
for their sin, in compliance with their God, and in condescension to their brethren, shall be exalted to inherit the
throne of glory; shall be not only owned, but crowned, before angels and men.
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[Commentary on Matt. 23:1-12, Henry, M. (1994). Matthew Henry’s commentary on the whole Bible: complete
and unabridged in one volume (pp. 1732-1733). Peabody: Hendrickson]

Jesus also criticized what he called “the leaven” of the Pharisees:

The Leaven of the Pharisees and Sadducees

Now when His disciples had come to the other side, they had forgotten to take bread. 6 Then Jesus said to them,
“Take heed and beware of the leaven of the Pharisees and the Sadducees.”

And they reasoned among themselves, saying, “It is because we have taken no bread.”

But Jesus, being aware of it, said to them, “O you of little faith, why do you reason among yourselves because
you have brought no bread? Do you not yet understand, or remember the five loaves of the five thousand and
how many baskets you took up? Nor the seven loaves of the four thousand and how many large baskets you took
up? How is it you do not understand that | did not speak to you concerning bread?—but to beware of the leaven
of the Pharisees and Sadducees.” Then they understood that He did not tell them to beware of the leaven of

bread, but of the doctrine of the Pharisees and Sadducees.
[Matt. 16:5-12, Bible, NKJV]

The “doctrine” Jesus is speaking of is the legal publications, rules, teachings, and beliefs of the lawyers at that time under a
theocracy, who were abusing the law and legal process to:

1.

2.

Expand the power and influence of those interpreting or enforcing the law to elevate their own importance, rights, or

privileges to be ABOVE everyone else. In other words, to destroy equality under the law.

Expand the definition or meaning of words in the law to ADD things not expressly included. Today this is done by

abusing the word “includes”.

Undermine or circumvent the INTENT of the law and replace it with something more “beneficial” to the lawmaker.

Today this is done primarily by:

3.1. “equivocation”, meaning confusing the multiple contexts of usually geographic words to expand those the area or

group membership covered by the law.

3.2. Abuse of judicial precedent to extend the reach of a law to an unmentioned group. Also called “judicial activism”

or “legislating from the bench”.

The effect of the above sinister legal treachery is to replace God’s law with man’s law, and to do what the Founding Fathers
called “turn a society of law into a society of men”.

Defilement Comes from Within

Then the Pharisees and some of the scribes came together to Him, having come from Jerusalem. Now when they
saw some of His disciples eat bread with defiled, that is, with unwashed hands, they found fault. For the Pharisees
and all the Jews do not eat unless they wash their hands in a special way, holding the tradition of the elders.
When they come from the marketplace, they do not eat unless they wash. And there are many other things which
they have received and hold, like the washing of cups, pitchers, copper vessels, and couches.

Then the Pharisees and scribes asked Him, “Why do Your disciples not walk according to the tradition of the
elders, but eat bread with unwashed hands?

He answered and said to them, “Well did Isaiah prophesy of you hypocrites, as it is written:

‘This people honors Me with their lips,

But their heart is far from Me.

And in vain they worship Me,

Teaching as doctrines [LAW] the commandments of men.’

For laying aside the commandment of God, you hold the tradition of men—the washing of pitchers and cups, and
many other such things you do.”

He said to them, “All too well you reject the commandment of God, that you may keep your tradition. For
Moses said, ‘Honor your father and your mother’; and, ‘He who curses father or mother, let him be put to death.’
But you say, ‘If a man says to his father or mother, “Whatever profit you might have received from me is
Corban”—’ (that is, a gift to God), then you no longer let him do anything for his father or his mother, making
the word of God of no effect through your tradition which you have handed down. And many such things you do. ”
[Mark 7:1-13, Bible, NKJV]
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The irony is that under the pretence of being law abiding, the Pharisees in fact were what Jesus called “lawless”.

“Even so you also outwardly appear righteous to men, but inside you are full of hypocrisy and lawlessness. ”
[Matt. 23:28, Bible, NKJV]

Contemporary Christianity largely misses this important point. They portray as Pharisaical any attempt to quote or enforce
ANY Biblical law and in so doing themselves acquire the same condemnation for “lawlessness” as the Pharisees.

“Not everyone who says to Me, ‘Lord, Lord,” shall enter the kingdom of heaven, but he who does the will of My
Father in heaven.

Many will say to Me in that day, ‘Lord, Lord, have we not prophesied in Your name, cast out demons in Your
name, and done many wonders in Your name?’

And then I will declare to them, ‘I never knew you; depart from Me, you who practice lawlessness!’
[Matt. 7:21-23, Bible, NKJV

In modern theology, the “lawlessness” of Christians who insist that the Old Testament has been repealed and that they don’t
have to obey it is called “dispensationalism”, “antinomianism”, “hyper-grace”, and even “anarchism under God’s law order”.
It is an attempt to justify and protect sin and to use “compartmentalization™ or even “equivocation” to defend lawlessness.
The “equivocation” happens because they identify the Bible not as a single law book, but two separate books, Old and New
Testament, only one of which is REAL “law” that they must follow. For an interesting discussion of this subject of lawless
corrupted Christianity, refer to the following:

Laws of the Bible, Form #13.001, Section 5
http://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm

To put the above in a more contemporary context, Jesus is saying to lawyers that they are hypocrites and elitists if they try to
expand or redefine or misapply any provision of the written law in such a way as to benefit themselves personally at others
expense:

“Their seeking their own worldly gain and honour more than Ged’s glory put them upon coining false and
unwarrantable distinction, with which they led the people into dangerous mistakes, particularly in the matter
of oaths; which, as an evidence of a universal sense of religion, have been by all nations accounted sacred (v.
16); Ye blind guides. Note, 1. It is sad to think how many are under the guidance of such as are themselves blind,
who undertake to show others that way which they are themselves willingly ignorant of. His watchmen are blind
(Isa. 56:10); and too often the people love to have it so, and say to the seers, See not. But the case is bad, when
the leaders of the people cause them to err, Isa. 9:16. 2. Though the condition of those whose guides are blind is
very sad, yet that of the blind guides themselves is yet more woeful. Christ denounces a woe to the blind guides
that have the blood of so many souls to answer for.”

Now, to prove their blindness, he specifies the matter of swearing, and shows what corrupt casuists they were.
(1.) He lays down the doctrine they taught.

[1.] They allowed swearing by creatures, provided they were consecrated to the service of God, and stood in any
special relation to him. They allowed swearing by the temple and the altar, though they were the work of men’s
hands, intended to be the servants of God’s honour, not sharers in it. An oath is an appeal to God, to his
omniscience and justice; and to make this appeal to any creature is to put that creature in the place of God. See
Deu. 6:13.

[2.] They distinguished between an oath by the temple and an oath by the gold of the temple; an oath by the altar
and an oath by the gift upon the altar; making the latter binding, but not the former. Here was a double
wickedness; First, That there were some oaths which they dispensed with, and made light of, and reckoned a man
was not bound by to assert the truth, or perform a promise. They ought not to have sworn by the temple or the
altar; but, when they had so sworn, they were taken in the words of their mouth. That doctrine cannot be of the
God of truth which gives countenance to the breach of faith in any case whatsoever. Oaths are edge-tools and
are not to be jested with. Secondly, That they preferred the gold before the temple, and the gift before the altar,
to encourage people to bring gifts to the altar, and gold to the treasures of the temple, which they hoped to be
gainers by. Those who had made gold their hope, and whose eyes were blinded by gifts in secret, were great
friends to the Corban; and, gain being their godliness, by a thousand artifices they made religion truckle to their
worldly interests. Corrupt church-guides make things to be sin or not sin as it serves their purposes, and lay a
much greater stress on that which concerns their own gain than on that which is for God’s glory and the good of
souls.
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(2.) He shows the folly and absurdity of this distinction (v. 17-19); Ye fools, and blind. It was in the way of a
necessary reproof, not an angry reproach, that Christ called them fools. Let it suffice us from the word of wisdom
to show the folly of sinful opinions and practices: but, for the fastening of the character upon particular persons,
leave that to Christ, who knows what is in man, and has forbidden us to say, Thou fool.

[Commentary on Matt. 23:1-12, Henry, M. (1994). Matthew Henry’s commentary on the whole Bible: complete
and unabridged in one volume (p. 1734). Peabody: Hendrickson]

Notice that the Pharisees maliciously led people into a pattern of dangerous oaths. In modern times, this refers to the perjury
statements on government forms that you should NEVER sign. See:

Christians for a Test Oath, Family Guardian Fellowship
http://famguardian.org/Subjects/LawAndGovt/ChurchV State/TestOath/contents.htm

Pastor John Weaver gave an almost whimsical sermon about the Pharisees and hypocrites criticized by Jesus as follows:

How to Enrage Hypocrites and Pharisees, Pastor John Weaver
http://www.sermonaudio.com/sermoninfo.asp?S1D=68151428130
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From the above sermon, we can see that the Pharisees were replacing God’s law with “the commandments of men”, and the
men who were making those “commandments of men” were the Pharisees themselves instead of God. The “oral traditions”
of the Pharisees and Sadducees is HOW they expanded upon God’s law word to add their own leaven, as Jesus called it. That
leaven was found in the early Mishnah. The Mishnah eventually morphed into what is now the Talmud. The oral tradition
of the Jewish rabbis criticized by Jesus is therefore embodied in both the Talmud and its predecessor, the Mishnah:

As Jacob Neusner has explained, the schools of the Pharisees and rabbis were and are holy

"because there men achieve sainthood through study of Torah and imitation of the conduct of the
masters. In doing so, they conform to the heavenly paradigm, the Torah believed to have been
created by God "in his image," revealed at Sinai, and handed down to their own teachers ... If the
masters and disciples obey the divine teaching of Moses, "our rabbi," then their society, the school,
replicates on earth the heavenly academy, just as the disciple incarnates the heavenly model of Moses,
"our rabbi." The rabbis believe that Moses was (and the Messiah will be) a rabbi, God dons
phylacteries, and the heavenly court studies Torah precisely as does the earthly one, even arguing
about the same questions. These beliefs today may seem as projections of rabbinical values onto
heaven, but the rabbis believe that they themselves are projections of heavenly values onto earth.
The rabbis thus conceive that on earth they study Torah just as God, the angels, and Moses, "our
rabbi," do in heaven. The heavenly schoolmen are even aware of Babylonian scholastic discussions,
so they require a rabbi's information about an aspect of purity taboos.”

The commitment to relate religion to daily life through the law has led some (notably, Saint Paul and Martin
Luther) to infer that the Pharisees were more legalistic than other sects in the Second Temple Era. The authors
of the Gospels present Jesus as speaking harshly against some Pharisees (Josephus does claim that the Pharisees
were the "strictest” observers of the law, but he likely meant "most accurate®). It is more accurate to say they
were legalistic in a different way.

In some cases Pharisaic values led to an extension of the law — for example, the Torah requires priests to bathe
themselves before entering the Temple. The Pharisees washed themselves before Sabbath and festival meals (in
effect, making these holidays "temples in time"), and, eventually, before all meals. Although this seems
burdensome compared to the practices of the Sadducees, in other cases, Pharisaic law was less strict. For
example, Jewish law prohibits Jews from carrying objects from a private domain (“reshut ha-yachid") to a public
domain (“reshut ha-rabim") on Sabbath. This law could have prevented Jews from carrying cooked dishes to the
homes of friends for Sabbath meals. The Pharisees ruled that adjacent houses connected by lintels or fences could
become connected by a legal procedure creating a partnership among homeowners; thereby, clarifying the status
of those common areas as a private domain relative to the members of the partnership. In that manner people
could carry objects from building to building.

[Wikipedia: Pharisees; Downloaded on 9/30/2016; SOURCE: https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Pharisees]

The “sainthood” spoken of above is how the Pharisees elevated themselves ABOVE all others, destroyed equality, and thereby

became hypocrites and pagan idols. Such people want their way, not God’s way and seek to INJECT their approach into the

7 Neusner, Jacob Invitation to the Talmud: a Teaching Book (1998): 8.
8 Josepheus. The Antiquities of the Jews. pp. 13.5.9.
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law through “divine revelation” where THEY and ONLY THEY are the only authorized source of “revelation”. Weaver
above concludes that Pharisees and hypocrites get angry with those who want God’s laws followed.

“They were sworn enemies to the gospel of Christ, and consequently to the salvation of the souls of men (v.
13); They shut up the kingdom of heaven against men, that is, they did all they could to keep people from
believing in Christ, and so entering into his kingdom. Christ came to open the kingdom of heaven, that is, to
lay open for us a new and living way into it, to bring men to be subjects of that kingdom. Now the scribes and
Pharisees, who sat in Moses’s seat, and pretended to the key of knowledge, ought to have contributed their
assistance herein, by opening those scriptures of the Old Testament which pointed at the Messiah and his
kingdom, in their true and proper sense; they that undertook to expound Moses and the prophets should have
showed the people how they testified of Christ; that Daniel’s weeks were expiring, the sceptre was departed from
Judah, and therefore now was the time for the Messiah’s appearing. Thus they might have facilitated that great
work, and have helped thousands to heaven; but, instead of this, they shut up the kingdom of heaven; they made
it their business to press the ceremonial law, which was now in the vanishing, to suppress the prophecies, which
were now in the accomplishing, and to beget and nourish up in the minds of the people prejudices against Christ
and his doctrine.

1. They would not go in themselves; Have any of the rulers, or of the Pharisees, believed on him? Jn. 7:48. No;
they were too proud to stoop to his meanness, too formal to be reconciled to his plainness; they did not like a
religion which insisted so much on humility, self-denial, contempt of the world, and spiritual worship.
Repentance was the door of admission into this kingdom, and nothing could be more disagreeable to the
Pharisees, who justified and admired themselves, than to repent, that is, to accuse and abase and abhor
themselves; therefore they went not in themselves; but that was not all.

2. They would not suffer them that were entering to go in. It is bad to keep away from Christ ourselves, but it
is worse to keep others from him; yet that is commonly the way of hypocrites; they do not love that any should
go beyond them in religion, or be better than they. Their not going in themselves was a hindrance to many;
for, they having so great an interest in the people, multitudes rejected the gospel only because their leaders
did; but, besides that, they opposed both Christ’s entertaining of sinners (Lu. 7:39), and sinners’ entertaining
of Christ; they perverted his doctrine, confronted his miracles, guarrelled with his disciples, and represented
him, and his institutes and economy, to the people in the most disingenuous, disadvantageous manner
imaginable; they thundered out their excommunications against those that confessed him, and used all their
wit and power to serve their malice against him; and thus they shut up the kingdom of heaven, so that they
who would enter into it must suffer violence (ch. 11:12), and press into it (Lu. 16:16), through a crowd of
scribes and Pharisees, and all the obstructions and difficulties they could contrive to lay in their way. How well
is it for us that our salvation is not entrusted in the hands of any man or company of men in the world! If it were,
we should be undone. They that shut out of the church would shut out of heaven if they could; but the malice of
men cannot make the promise of God to his chosen of no effect; blessed be God, it cannot.

1. They made religion and the form of godliness a cloak and stalking-horse to their covetous practices and
desires, v. 14.

[Commentary on Matt. 23:1-12, Henry, M. (1994). Matthew Henry’s commentary on the whole Bible: complete
and unabridged in one volume (p. 1733-1734). Peabody: Hendrickson]

Today, the rulings of corrupt covetous judges are the equivalent of the “oral tradition” of the Pharisees. The only people who
our Constitution allows to CREATE law under our system of government is the legislative branch. Judges are NOT supposed
to make law, but judicial activism and “legislating from the bench” has, for all intents and purposes, resurrected the legal
equivalent of the “oral traditions of the Pharisees”.

“The government of the United States has been emphatically termed a government of laws, and not of men. It
will certainly cease to deserve that high appellation, if the laws furnish no remedy for the violation of a vested
legal right.”

[Marbury v. Madison, 5 U.S. 137, 1 Cranch 137, 2 L.Ed. 60 (1803)]

A “government of judges” instead of “law” is also called a “kritarchy”. This kritarchy (government of judges) approach is
doomed to failure and our copy of the Bible explains why:

The Book of Judges stands in stark contrast to Joshua. In Joshua an obedient people conquered the land through
trust in the power of God. In Judges, however, a disobedient and idolatrous people are defeated time and time
again because of their rebellion against God.

In seven distinct cycles of sin to salvation, Judges shows how Israel had set aside God’s law and in its place
substituted “what was right in his own eyes” (21:25). The recurring result of abandonment from God’s law is
corruption from within and oppression from without. During the nearly four centuries spanned by this book,
God raises up military champions to throw off the yoke of bondage and to restore the nation to pure worship. But
all too soon the “sin cycle” begins again as the nation’s spiritual temperance grows steadily colder.
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The Book of Judges could also appropriately be titled “The Book of Failure.”

Deterioration (1:1-3:4). Judges begins with short-lived military successes after Joshua’s death, but quickly turns
to the repeated failure of all the tribes to drive out their enemies. The people feel the lack of a unified central
leader, but the primary reasons for their failure are a lack of faith in God and lack of obedience to Him (2:1-2).
Compromise leads to conflict and chaos. Israel does not drive out the inhabitants (1:21, 27, 29, 30); instead of
removing the moral cancer [IRS, Federal Reserve?] spread by the inhabitants of Canaan, they contract the
disease. The Canaanite gods [money, sex, covetousness] literally become a snare to them (2:3). Judges 2:11-23
is a microcosm of the pattern found in Judges 3-16.

Deliverance (3:5-16:31). In verses 3:5 through 16:31 of the Book of Judges, seven apostasies (fallings away from
God) are described, seven servitudes, and seven deliverances. Each of the seven cycles has five steps: sin,
servitude, supplication, salvation, and silence. These also can be described by the words rebellion, retribution,
repentance, restoration, and rest. The seven cycles connect together as a descending spiral of sin (2:19). Israel
vacillates between obedience and apostasy as the people continually fail to learn from their mistakes. Apostasy
grows, but the rebellion is not continual. The times of rest and peace are longer than the times of bondage. The
monotony of Israel’s sins can be contrasted with the creativity of God’s methods of deliverance.

Depravity (17:1-21:25). Judges 17:1 through 21:25 illustrate (1) religious apostasy (17 and 18) and (2) social
and moral depravity (19-21) during the period of the judges. Chapters 19-21 contain one of the worst tales of
degradation in the Bible. Judges closes with a key to understanding the period: “everyone did what was right
in his own eyes” (21:25) [a.k.a. “what FEELS good”]. The people are not doing what is wrong in their own
eyes, but what is “evil in the sight of the Lord” (2:11).

[The Open Bible, New King James Version, Thomas Nelson Publishers, Copyright 1997, pp. 340-341]

It is precisely the above type of corruption and “government by judges”, or “government by saints” in the case of the
Pharisees, that is the very reason why Jesus got angry at the Pharisees. The Bible further explains why Jesus got angry:

Unjust Judgments Rebuked.

A Psalm of Asaph.

God stands in the divine assembly;
He judges among the gods (divine beings).

How long will you judge unjustly
And show partiality to the wicked? Selah. [stop and think about it]

Vindicate the weak and fatherless;
Do justice and maintain the rights of the afflicted and destitute.

Rescue the weak and needy;
Rescue them from the hand of the wicked.

The rulers do not know nor do they understand;
They walk on in the darkness [of complacent satisfaction];
All the foundations of the earth [the fundamental principles of the administration of justice] are shaken.

| said, “You are gods;
Indeed, all of you are sons of the Most High.

“Nevertheless you will die like men
And fall like any one of the princes.”

Arise, O God, judge the earth!
For to You belong all the nations.
[Psalm 82, Bible, Amplified Version]

Other religions also have this kind of stratification as well, such as The Church of Latter Day Saints (Mormons), which have
THREE levels of reward depending on your works: Celestial, Telestial, and Terrestrial. This type of stratification and
enfranchisement of any religion is just as dangerous and malicious as that of the Pharisees.
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To put the character of the Pharisees in a modern context, today’s lawyers abuse word games to keep people from obeying
the law as written, instead preferring that they obey laws from a foreign jurisdiction so that the largess produced can pad the
pocket and enlarge the importance of lawyers. In short, they misinterpret, misrepresent, and misapply foreign law to people
who aren’t subject so as to commit identity theft, and then use the proceeds of the identity theft to pad their pockets. That
identity theft is described below:

Government Identity Theft, Form #05.046
http://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm

The reason so few of the modern Pharisee lawyers are willing to confront, expose, and prosecute the massive identity theft is
because they don’t want to risk their lucrative livelihood by pissing off a just as corrupted judge and end up disbarred. See
the following authorities for proof that attorneys have a criminal conflict of interest and are destroyed if they speak up, and
why they don’t speak up about the corruption:

1. Dare to Disagree, Margaret Heffernan
http://www.ted.com/talks/margaret_heffernan _dare to disagree

2. Petition for Admission to Practice, Family Guardian Fellowship
http://famguardian.org/Subjects/LawAndGovt/L egal Ethics/PetForAdmToPractice-USDC. pdf

3. Why You Don 't Want to Hire an Attorney, Family Guardian Fellowship
http://famguardian.org/Subjects/LawAndGovt/Legal Ethics/Corruption/WhyYouDontWantAnAtty/WhyYouDontWant

AnAttorney.htm

Finally, if you would like to learn more about the subject of this section see:

Who Were the Pharisees and Sadducees?, Form #05.047
http://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm

4 Important personalities who agree that word games are the main source of government corruption

4.1 U.S. Supreme Court Justice Antonin Scalia

We certainly aren’t the only people in the legal field who insist that the rules of statutory construction be rigorously observed
and enforced by the Executive and Judicial departments of the government. U.S. Supreme Court Justice Antonin Scalia also
agrees and has written an entire book on the subject below:

Reading Law: The Interpretation of Legal Texts, Antonin Scalia, ISBN 978-0-314-27555-4
http://www.amazon.com/Reading-Law-Interpretation-L egal-Texts/dp/031427555X

You can also hear what he has to say about the subject of statutory interpretation in the following online videos:

1. Uncommon Knowledge with Justice Antonin Scalia, Hoover Institution, Published October 30, 2012.
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=DaocL MW5AF4Y

2. Qand A with Antonin Scalia, July 19, 2012, CSPAN.
http://www.c-spanvideo.org/program/307035-1

In the above videos, he says the main reason why judges refuse to follow the rules of statutory construction is to unlawfully
expand their own power and importance.

Scalia should know something about theology. His son is an ordained Catholic priest who presided over his funeral!

4.2 Judge Andrew Napolitano

Judge Andrew Napolitano wrote the following book documenting methods of deceit used by politicians and government:

Lies the Government Told You, Judge Andrew Napolitano, Thomas Nelson, 2010
http://www.amazon.com/L ies-Government-Told-You-Deception/dp/1595552669
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You can watch a summary of his book on Youtube below:

The Lying Class, Andrew Napolitano
https://youtu.be/zHIMdJjdMJE

4.3 Former IRS Commissioner Shelton Cohen

Aaron Russo was a famous filmmaker and a corruption fighter. The last film he produced was America: From Freedom to
Fascism which you can view on Youtube. Before his death from cancer and while making his last film, he interviewed former
IRS Commissioner Shelton Cohen about the corruption of the tax system.

Interview of Former IRS Commissioner Shelton Cohen by Aaron Russo, Exhibit #11.004
EXHIBIT PAGE: http://sedm.org/Exhibits/Exhibitindex.htm

VIDEO: http://sedm.org/Exhibits/EX11.004.mp4

YOUTUBE: https://youtu.be/98a5tBBDjlY

The interview BEGAN with a candid admission by IRS Commissioner Cohen about the people at the IRS, and I quote:

“I don 't think they really care [about tax honesty]. | think they are just playing word games. ”
Cohen is a Jew, and based on his comment, he was acting like a classical Pharisee. Pharisees are the ONLY people Jesus got

angry at. The reason he got angry at them is that they were narcissistic, hedonistic psychopaths who lack empathy or concern
for the dignity and equality of others.

5 Main purpose of law is to LIMIT government power to ensure freedom and sovereignty of the people

The main purpose of law is to limit government power in order to protect and preserve, freedom, choice, and the sovereignty
of the people.

“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. ”

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

An important implication of the use of law to limit government power is the following inferences unavoidably arising from
it:

The purpose of law is to define and thereby limit government power.

All law acts as a delegation of authority order upon those serving in the government.

You cannot limit government power without definitions that are limiting.

A definition that does not limit the thing or class of thing defined is no definition at all from a legal perspective and

causes anything that depends on that definition to be political rather than legal in nature. By political, we mean a

function exercised ONLY by the LEGISLATIVE or EXECUTIVE branch.

5. Where the definitions in the law are clear, judges have no discretion to expand the meaning of words. Therefore the
main method of expanding government power and creating what the supreme court calls “arbitrary power” is to use
terms in the law that are vague, undefined, “general expressions”, or which don’t define the context implied.

6. We define “general expressions” as those which:

6.1. The speaker is either not accountable or REFUSES to be accountable for the accuracy or truthfulness or definition

of the word or expression.

6.2. Fail to recognize that there are multiple contexts in which the word could be used.

6.2.1. CONSTITUTIONAL (States of the Union).
6.2.2. STATUTORY (federal territory).

6.3. Are susceptible to two or more CONTEXTS or interpretations, one of which the government representative

interpreting the context stands to benefit from handsomely. Thus, “equivocation” is undertaken, in which they

el N
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10.

TELL you they mean the CONSTITUTIONAL interpretation but after receiving your form or pleading, interpret

it to mean the STATUTORY context.

equivocation

EQUIVOCA'TION, n. Ambiguity of speech; the use of words or expressions that are susceptible of a double
signification. Hypocrites are often guilty of equivocation, and by this means lose the confidence of their fellow

men. Equivocation is incompatible with the Christian character and profession.

[SOURCE: http://1828.mshaffer.com/d/search/word,equivocation]

Equivocation ("to call by the same name") is an informal logical fallacy. It is the misleading use of a term with
more than one meaning or sense (by glossing over which meaning is intended at a particular time). It generally

occurs with polysemic words (words with multiple meanings).

Albeit in common parlance it is used in a variety of contexts, when discussed as a fallacy, equivocation only
occurs when the arguer makes a word or phrase employed in two (or more) different senses in an argument

appear to have the same meaning throughout.

It is therefore distinct from (semantic) ambiguity, which means that the context doesn't make the meaning of the
word or phrase clear, and amphiboly (or syntactical ambiguity), which refers to ambiguous sentence structure

due to punctuation or syntax.

[Wikipedia: Equivocation, Downloaded 9/15/2015; SOURCE: https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Equivocation]

6.4. PRESUME that all contexts are equivalent, meaning that CONSTITUTIONAL and STATUTORY are equivalent.

6.5. Fail to identify the specific context implied.
6.6. Fail to provide an actionable definition for the term that is useful as evidence in court.

6.7. Government representatives actively interfere with or even penalize efforts by the applicant to define the context
of the terms so that they can protect their right to make injurious presumptions about their meaning.
Any attempt to assert any authority by anyone in government to add anything they want to the definition of a thing in

the law unavoidably creates a government of UNLIMITED power.

Anyone who can add anything to the definition of a word in the law that does not expressly appear SOMEWHERE in
the law is exercising a LEGISLATIVE and POLITICAL function of the LEGISLATIVE branch and is NOT acting as a

judge or a jurist.

The only people in government who can act in a LEGISLATIVE capacity are the LEGISLATIVE branch under our

system of three branches of government: LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, and JUDICIAL.

Any attempt to combine or consolidate any of the powers of each of the three branches into the other branch results in

tyranny.

“When the legislative and executive powers are united in the same person, or in the same body of magistrates,

there can be no liberty; because apprehensions may arise, lest the same monarch or senate should enact

tyrannical laws, to execute them in a tyrannical manner.

Again, there is no liberty, if the judiciary power be not separated from the legislative and executive. Were it

joined with the legislative, the life and liberty of the subject would be exposed to arbitrary control; for the judge
would be then the legislator. Were it joined to the executive power, the judge might behave with violence and

oppression [sound familiar?].

There would be an end of everything, were the same man or the same body, whether of the nobles or of the

people, to exercise those three powers, that of enacting laws, that of executing the public resolutions, and of

trying the causes of individuals.

[-1]

In what a situation must the poor subject be in those republics! The same body of magistrates are possessed,

as executors of the laws, of the whole power they have given themselves in guality of legislators. They may

plunder the state by their general determinations; and as they have likewise the judiciary power in their hands,

every private citizen may be ruined by their particular decisions.”
[The Spirit of Laws, Charles de Montesquieu, Book XI, Section 6, 1758;
SOURCE: http://famguardian.org\Publications\SpiritOfLaws\sol_11.htm]
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Consistent with the content of this section, our Disclaimer defines “government” as follows:

SEDM Disclaimer
4. Meaning of Words
4.4. Government

The term "government™ is defined to include that group of people dedicated to the protection of purely and
exclusively PRIVATE RIGHTS and PRIVATE PROPERTY that are absolutely and exclusively owned by a truly
free and sovereign human being who is EQUAL to the government in the eyes of the law per the Declaration of
Independence. It excludes the protection of PUBLIC rights or PUBLIC privileges (franchises, Form #05.030)
and collective rights (Form #12.024) because of the tendency to subordinate PRIVATE rights to PUBLIC rights
due to the CRIMINAL conflict of financial interest on the part of those in the alleged "government” (18 U.S.C.
8208, 28 U.S.C. 88144, and 455). See Separation Between Public and Private Course, Form #12.025 for the
distinctions between PUBILC and PRIVATE.

“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. [1] 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. [2] That is, a
public officer occupies a fiduciary relationship to the political entity on whose behalf
he or she serves. [3] and owes a fiduciary duty to the public. [4] 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 [PRIVATE] rights is against public policy. /5]

[63C American Jurisprudence 2d, Public Officers and Employees, §247 (1999)]

FOOTNOTES:

[1] 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 S.E.2d. 524. A public
official is held in public trust. Madlener v. Finley (1st Dist), 161 Ill.App.3d. 796, 113
11l.Dec. 712, 515 N.E.2d. 697, app gr 117 Ill.Dec. 226, 520 N.E.2d. 387 and revd on other
grounds 128 111.2d. 147, 131 IIl.Dec. 145, 538 N.E.2d. 520.

[3] Chicago Park Dist. v. Kenroy, Inc., 78 Ill.2d. 555, 37 Ill.Dec. 291, 402 N.E.2d. 181,
appeal after remand (1st Dist) 107 I1l.App.3d. 222, 63 1ll.Dec. 134, 437 N.E.2d. 783.

[4] 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 1ll) 840 F.2d. 1343,
certden 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).

[5] Chicago ex rel. Cohen v. Keane, 64 111.2d. 559, 2 1ll.Dec. 285, 357 N.E.2d. 452, later
proceeding (1st Dist) 105 Ill.App.3d. 298, 61 Ill.Dec. 172, 434 N.E.2d. 325.

[6] 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).

Anything done CIVILLY for the benefit of those working IN the government at the involuntary, enforced, coerced,
or compelled (Form #05.003) expense of PRIVATE free humans is classified as DE FACTO (Form #05.043),
non-governmental, PRIVATE business activity beyond the core purpose of government that cannot and should
not be protected by official, judicial, or sovereign immunity. Click here (Form #11.401) for a detailed exposition
of ALL of the illegal methods of enforcement (Form #05.032) and duress (Form #02.005). "Duress" as used here
INCLUDES any type of LEGAL DECEPTION, Form #05.014 or any attempt to insulate government workers
from responsibility or accountability for their false or misleading statements (Form #05.014 and Form 12.021
Video 4) forms, or publications (Form #05.007 and Form #12.023). The only type of enforcement by a DE JURE
government that can or should be compelled and lawful is CRIMINAL or COMMON LAW enforcement where a
SPECIFIC private human has been injured, not CIVIL statutory enforcement (a franchise, Form #05.030).
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Every type of DE JURE CIVIL governmental service or regulation MUST be voluntary and ALL must be offered
the right to NOT participate on every governmental form that administers such a CIVIL program. It shall
mandatorily, publicly, and NOTORIOUSLY be enforced and prosecuted as a crime NOT to offer the right to NOT
PARTICIPATE inany CIVIL STATUTORY activity of government or to call a service "VOLUNTARY" but actively
interfere with and/or persecute those who REFUSE to volunteer or INSIST on unvolunteering. All statements by
any government actor or government form or publication relating to the right to volunteer shall be treated as
statements under penalty of perjury for which the head of the governmental department shall be help
PERSONALLY liable if false. EVERY CIVIL "benefit" or activity offered by any government MUST identify at the
beginning of every law creating the program that the program is VOLUNTARY and HOW specifically to
UNVOLUNTEER or quit the program. Any violation of these rules makes the activity NON-GOVERNMENTAL
in nature AND makes those offering the program into a DE FACTO government (Form #05.043). The Declaration
of Independence says that all "just powers" of government derive from the CONSENT of those governed. Any
attempt to CIVILLY enforce MUST be preceded by an explicit written attempt to procure consent, to not punish
those who DO NOT consent, and to not PRESUME consent by virtue of even submitting a government form that
does not IDENTIFY that submission of the form is an IMPLIED act of consent (Form #05.003). This ensures
"justice" in a constitutional sense, which is legally defined as "the right to be left alone". For the purposes of this
website, those who do not consent to ANYTHING civil are referred to "non-resident non-persons" (Form
#05.020). An example of such a human would be a devout Christian who is acting in complete obedience to the
word of God in all their interactions with anyone and everyone in government. Any attempt by a PRIVATE human
to consent to any CIVIL STATUTORY offering by any government (a franchise, Form #05.030) is a violation of
their delegation of authority order from God (Form #13.007) that places them OUTSIDE the protection of God
under the Bible.

Under this legal definition of "government" the IDEAL and DE JURE government is one that:

1. The States cannot offer THEIR taxable franchises within federal territory and the FEDERAL government
may not establish taxable franchises within the territorial borders of the states. This limitation was
acknowledged by the U.S. Supreme Court in the License Tax Cases, 72 U.S. 462 (1866) and continues to
this day but is UNCONSTITUTIONALLY ignored more by fiat and practice than by law.

2. Has the administrative burden of proof IN WRITING to prove to a common law jury of your peers that you
CONSENTED in writing to the CIVIL service or offering before they may COMMENCE administrative
enforcement of any kind against you. Such administrative enforcement includes, but is not limited to
administrative liens, administrative levies, administrative summons, or contacting third parties about you.
This ensures that you CANNOT become the unlawful victim of a USUALLY FALSE PRESUMPTION (Form
#05.017) about your CIVIL STATUS (Form #13.008) that ultimately leads to CRIMINAL IDENTITY THEFT
(Form #05.046). The decision maker on whether you have CONSENTED should NOT be anyone in the
AGENCY that administers the service or benefit and should NEVER be ADMINISTRATIVE. It should be
JUDICIAL.

3. Judges making decisions about the payment of any CIVIL SERVICE fee may NOT participate in ANY of the
programs they are deciding on and may NOT be "taxpayers" under the I.R.C. Subtitle A Income tax. This
creates a criminal financial conflict of interest that denies due process to all those who are targeted for
enforcement. This sort of corruption was abused to unlawfully expand the income tax and the Social Security
program OUTSIDE of their lawful territorial extent (Form #05.018). See Lucasv. Earl, 281 U.S. 111 (1930),
O'Malley v. Woodrough, 307 U.S. 277 (1939) and later in Hatter v. U.S, 532 U.S. 557 (2001).

4.  EVERY CIVIL service offered by any government MUST be subject to choice and competition, in order to
ensure accountability and efficiency in delivering the service. This INCLUDES the minting of substance
based currency. The government should NOT have a monopoly on ANY service, including money or even
the postal service. All such monopolies are inevitably abused to institute duress and destroy the autonomy
and sovereignty and EQUALTY of everyone else.

5. CANNOT "bundle" any service with any other in order to FORCE you to buy MORE services than you want.
Bundling removes choice and autonomy and constitutes biblical "usury". For instance, it CANNOT:

5.1.  Use "driver licensing" to FORCE people to sign up for Social Security by forcing them to provide a
"franchise license number" called an SSN or TIN in order to procure the PRIVILEGE of "driving",
meaning using the commercial roadways FOR HIRE and at a profit.

5.2.  Revoke driver licenses as a method of enforcing ANY OTHER franchise or commercial obligation,
including but not limited to child support, taxes, etc.

5.3.  Use funds from ONE program to "prop up" or support another. For instance, they cannot use Social
Security as a way to recruit "taxpayers" of other services or the income tax. This ensures that EVERY
PROGRAM stands on its own two feet and ensures that those paying for one program do not have to
subsidize failing OTHER programs that are not self-supporting. It also ensures that the government
MUST follow the SAME free market rules that every other business must follow for any of the CIVIL
services it competes with other businesses to deliver.

5.4. Piggyback STATE income taxes onto FEDERAL income taxes, make the FEDERAL government the
tax collector for STATE TAXES, or the STATES into tax collectors for the FEDERAL government.

6.  Can lawfully enforce the CRIMINAL laws without your express consent.

7. Can lawfully COMPEL you to pay for BASIC SERVICES of the courts, jails, military, and ROADS and NO
OTHERS. EVERYONE pays the same EQUAL amount for these services.

8.  Sendsyou an ITEMIZED annual bill for CIVIL services that you have contracted in writing to procure. That
bill should include a signed copy of your consent for EACH individual CIVIL service or "social insurance".
Such "social services" include anything that costs the government money to provide BEYOND the BASIC
SERVICES, such as health insurance, health care, Social Security, Medicare, etc.
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9.  Ifyou do not pay the ITEMIZED annual bill for the services you EXPRESSLY consented to, the government
should have the right to collect ITS obligations the SAME way as any OTHER PRIVATE human. That means
they can administratively lien your real or personal property, but ONLY if YOU can do the same thing to
THEM for services or property THEY have procured from you either voluntarily or involuntarily.
Otherwise, they must go to court IN EQUITY to collect, and MUST produce evidence of consent to EACH
service they seek payment or collection for. In other words, they have to follow the SAME rules as every
private human for the collection of CIVIL obligations that are in default. Otherwise, they have superior or
supernatural powers and become a pagan deity and you become the compelled WORSHIPPER of that pagan
deity. See Socialism: The New American Civil Religion, Form #05.016 for details on all the BAD things
that happen by turning government into such a CIVIL RELIGION.

For documentation on HOW to implement the above IDEAL or DE JURE government by making MINOR changes
to existing foundational documents of the present government such as the Constitution, see:

Self Government Federation: Articles of Confederation, Form #13.002
http://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm

[SEDM Disclaimer, Section 4.4: Government; SOURCE: http://sedm.org/disclaimer.htm]

Any use or abuse of law to deviate from the above SOLE purpose of government is therefore an unconstitutional usurpation.
For detailed examples and proof of such usurpation, see:

Articles of Freedom, Form #11.114
http://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm

6 How our system of government became corrupted

The following subsections deal with the mechanisms by which our system of government based on “the rule of law” became
corrupted by deviating from its purpose and from the purpose of law generally identified earlier in section 5. We will begin
the discussion in the next section with a legal definition of a “de jure government”. We must understand this definition before
we can show how that government became a “de facto government” that is corrupted. For a more detailed treatment of what
a de facto government is, see:

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

6.1  Legal definition of a de jure “government”®

The term "government” is defined to include that group of people dedicated to the protection of purely and exclusively
PRIVATE RIGHTS and PRIVATE PROPERTY that are absolutely and exclusively owned by a truly free and sovereign
human being who is EQUAL to the government in the eyes of the law per the Declaration of Independence. It excludes the
protection of PUBLIC rights or PUBLIC privileges (franchises, Form #05.030) and collective rights (Form #12.024) because
of the tendency to subordinate PRIVATE rights to PUBLIC rights due to the CRIMINAL conflict of financial interest on the
part of those in the alleged "government" (18 U.S.C. §208, 28 U.S.C. 88144, and 455). See Separation Between Public and
Private Course, Form #12.025 for the distinctions between PUBLIC and PRIVATE.

“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. [1]
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. [2] That is, a public officer occupies a fiduciary relationship to the political
entity on whose behalf he or she serves._[3] and owes a fiduciary duty to the public._[4] 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 [PRIVATE] rights is against public policy. /5] “

[63C American Jurisprudence 2d, Public Officers and Employees, §247 (1999)]

% Source: SEDM Disclaimer, Section 4.4: Government; http://sedm.org/disclaimer.htm.
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FOOTNOTES:

[1] 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,
115A.2d. 8.

[2] Georgia Dep’t of Human Resources v. Sistrunk, 249 Ga. 543, 291 S.E.2d. 524. A public official is held in
public trust. Madlener v. Finley (1st Dist), 161 IIl.App.3d. 796, 113 Ill.Dec. 712, 515 N.E.2d. 697, app gr 117
111.Dec. 226, 520 N.E.2d. 387 and revd on other grounds 128 111.2d. 147, 131 Ill.Dec. 145, 538 N.E.2d. 520.

[3] Chicago Park Dist. v. Kenroy, Inc., 78 111.2d. 555, 37 Ill.Dec. 291, 402 N.E.2d. 181, appeal after remand (1st
Dist) 107 1ll.App.3d. 222, 63 Ill.Dec. 134, 437 N.E.2d. 783.

[4] United States v. Holzer (CA7 Ill), 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 1ll) 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).

[5] Chicago ex rel. Cohen v. Keane, 64 111.2d. 559, 2 11l.Dec. 285, 357 N.E.2d. 452, later proceeding (1st Dist)
105 I11.App.3d. 298, 61 1l.Dec. 172, 434 N.E.2d. 325.

[6] 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).

Anything done CIVILLY for the benefit of those working IN the government at the involuntary, enforced, coerced, or
compelled (Form #05.003) expense of PRIVATE free humans is classified as DE FACTO (Form #05.043), non-
governmental, PRIVATE business activity beyond the core purpose of government that cannot and should not be protected
by official, judicial, or sovereign immunity. Click here (Form #11.401) for a detailed exposition of ALL of the illegal methods
of enforcement (Form #05.032) and duress (Form #02.005). "Duress” as used here INCLUDES any type of LEGAL
DECEPTION, Form #05.014 or any attempt to insulate government workers from responsibility or accountability for their
false or misleading statements (Form #05.014 and Form 12.021 Video 4) forms, or publications (Form #05.007 and Form
#12.023). The only type of enforcement by a DE JURE government that can or should be compelled and lawful is CRIMINAL
or COMMON LAW enforcement where a SPECIFIC private human has been injured, not CIVIL statutory enforcement (a
franchise, Form #05.030).

Every type of DE JURE CIVIL governmental service or regulation MUST be voluntary and ALL must be offered the right
to NOT participate on every governmental form that administers such a CIVIL program. It shall mandatorily, publicly, and
NOTORIOUSLY be enforced and prosecuted as a crime NOT to offer the right to NOT PARTICIPATE in any CIVIL
STATUTORY activity of government or to call a service "VOLUNTARY™ but actively interfere with and/or persecute those
who REFUSE to volunteer or INSIST on unvolunteering. All statements by any government actor or government form or
publication relating to the right to volunteer shall be treated as statements under penalty of perjury for which the head of the
governmental department shall be held PERSONALLY liable if false. EVERY CIVIL "benefit" or activity offered by any
government MUST identify at the beginning of every law creating the program that the program is VOLUNTARY and HOW
specifically to UNVOLUNTEER or quit the program. Any violation of these rules makes the activity NON-
GOVERNMENTAL in nature AND makes those offering the program into a DE FACTO government (Form #05.043). The
Declaration of Independence says that all "just powers" of government derive from the CONSENT of those governed. Any
attempt to CIVILLY enforce MUST be preceded by an explicit written attempt to procure consent, to not punish those who
DO NOT consent, and to not PRESUME consent by virtue of even submitting a government form that does not IDENTIFY
that submission of the form is an IMPLIED act of consent (Form #05.003). This ensures "justice” in a constitutional sense,
which is legally defined as "the right to be left alone". For the purposes of this website, those who do not consent to
ANYTHING civil are referred to "non-resident non-persons” (Form #05.020). An example of such a human would be a
devout Christian who is acting in complete obedience to the word of God in all their interactions with anyone and everyone
in government. Any attempt by a PRIVATE human to consent to any CIVIL STATUTORY offering by any government (a
franchise, Form #05.030) is a violation of their delegation of authority order from God (Form #13.007) that places them
OUTSIDE the protection of God under the Bible.

Under this legal definition of "government" the IDEAL and DE JURE government is one that:

1. The States cannot offer THEIR taxable franchises within federal territory and the FEDERAL government may not
establish taxable franchises within the territorial borders of the states. This limitation was acknowledged by the U.S.
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Supreme Court in the License Tax Cases, 72 U.S. 462 (1866) and continues to this day but is

UNCONSTITUTIONALLY ignored more by fiat and practice than by law.

2. Has the administrative burden of proof IN WRITING to prove to a common law jury of your peers that you
CONSENTED in writing to the CIVIL service or offering before they may COMMENCE administrative enforcement
of any kind against you. Such administrative enforcement includes, but is not limited to administrative liens,
administrative levies, administrative summons, or contacting third parties about you. This ensures that you CANNOT
become the unlawful victim of a USUALLY FALSE PRESUMPTION (Form #05.017) about your CIVIL STATUS
(Form #13.008) that ultimately leads to CRIMINAL IDENTITY THEFT (Form #05.046). The decision-maker on
whether you have CONSENTED should NOT be anyone in the AGENCY that administers the service or benefit and
should NEVER be ADMINISTRATIVE. It should be JUDICIAL.

3. Judges making decisions about the payment of any CIVIL SERVICE fee may NOT participate in ANY of the
programs they are deciding on and may NOT be "taxpayers" under the I.R.C. Subtitle A Income tax. This creates a
criminal financial conflict of interest that denies due process to all those who are targeted for enforcement. This sort of
corruption was abused to unlawfully expand the income tax and the Social Security program OUTSIDE of their lawful
territorial extent (Form #05.018). See Lucas v. Earl, 281 U.S. 111 (1930), O'Malley v. Woodrough, 307 U.S. 277
(1939) and later in Hatter v. U.S, 532 U.S. 557 (2001).

4. EVERY CIVIL service offered by any government MUST be subject to choice and competition, in order to ensure
accountability and efficiency in delivering the service. This INCLUDES the minting of substance based currency. The
government should NOT have a monopoly on ANY service, including money or even the postal service. All such
monopolies are inevitably abused to institute duress and destroy the autonomy and sovereignty and EQUALTY of
everyone else.

5. CANNOT "bundle" any service with any other in order to FORCE you to buy MORE services than you want.
Bundling removes choice and autonomy and constitutes biblical "usury". For instance, it CANNOT:

5.1. Use "driver licensing" to FORCE people to sign up for Social Security by forcing them to provide a "franchise
license number" called an SSN or TIN in order to procure the PRIVILEGE of "driving", meaning using the
commercial roadways FOR HIRE and at a profit.

5.2. Revoke driver licenses as a method of enforcing ANY OTHER franchise or commercial obligation, including but
not limited to child support, taxes, etc.

5.3. Use funds from ONE program to "prop up™ or support another. For instance, they cannot use Social Security as a
way to recruit "taxpayers" of other services or the income tax. This ensures that EVERY PROGRAM stands on
its own two feet and ensures that those paying for one program do not have to subsidize failing OTHER programs
that are not self-supporting. It also ensures that the government MUST follow the SAME free market rules that
every other business must follow for any of the CIVIL services it competes with other businesses to deliver.

5.4. Piggyback STATE income taxes onto FEDERAL income taxes, make the FEDERAL government the tax
collector for STATE TAXES, or the STATES into tax collectors for the FEDERAL government.

6. Can lawfully enforce the CRIMINAL laws without your express consent.

7. Can lawfully COMPEL you to pay for BASIC SERVICES of the courts, jails, military, and ROADS and NO
OTHERS. EVERYONE pays the same EQUAL amount for these services.

8. Sends you an ITEMIZED annual bill for CIVIL services that you have contracted in writing to procure. That bill
should include a signed copy of your consent for EACH individual CIVIL service or "social insurance". Such "social
services" include anything that costs the government money to provide BEYOND the BASIC SERVICES, such as
health insurance, health care, Social Security, Medicare, etc.

9. Ifyou do not pay the ITEMIZED annual bill for the services you EXPRESSLY consented to, the government should
have the right to collect ITS obligations the SAME way as any OTHER PRIVATE human. That means they can
administratively lien your real or personal property, but ONLY if YOU can do the same thing to THEM for services or
property THEY have procured from you either voluntarily or involuntarily. Otherwise, they must go to court IN
EQUITY to collect, and MUST produce evidence of consent to EACH service they seek payment or collection for. In
other words, they have to follow the SAME rules as every private human for the collection of CIVIL obligations that
are in default. Otherwise, they have superior or supernatural powers and become a pagan deity and you become the
compelled WORSHIPPER of that pagan deity. See Socialism: The New American Civil Religion, Form #05.016 for
details on all the BAD things that happen by turning government into such a CIVIL RELIGION.

Jesus described the above de jure government as follows. He is implying that Christians cannot consent to any government
that rules from above or has superior or supernatural powers in relation to biological humans. In other words, the government
Christians adopt or participate in or subsidize CANNOT function as a religion as described in Socialism: The New American
Civil Religion, Form #05.016:
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“You know that the rulers of the Gentiles [unbelievers] lord it over them [govern from ABOVE as pagan idols] ,
and those who are great exercise authority over them [supernatural powers that are the object of idol worship].
Yet it shall not be so among you; but whoever desires to become great among you, let him be your servant [serve
the sovereign people from BELOW rather than rule from above]. And whoever desires to be first among you, let
him be your slave—just as the Son of Man did not come to be served, but to serve, and to give His life a ransom
for many.”

[Matt. 20:25-28, Bible, NKJV]

For documentation on HOW to implement the above IDEAL or DE JURE government by making MINOR changes to existing
foundational documents of the present government such as the Constitution, see:

Self Government Federation: Articles of Confederation, Form #13.002
http://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm

6.2  Abuse of language is the main method of undermining what politicians call “the rule of law” and replacing it
with “the rule of men”

In this section we will prove that the abuse of language to deceive is the main method of undermining the “rule of law” and
replacing it with “the rule of men” and even anarchy.

We consistently and frequently say throughout our materials that “the source of law is the god of the society”. In political
terms, this means that the “source of law” is the “sovereign” of any society. That source MUST be the Sovereign People as
PRIVATE individuals or else we all become SLAVES.

Law is in every culture religious in origin. Because law governs man and society, because it establishes and
declares the meaning of justice and righteousness, law is inescapably religious, in that it establishes in practical
fashion the ultimate concerns of a culture. Accordingly, a fundamental and necessary premise in any and
every study of law must be, first, a recognition of this religious nature of law.

Second, it must be recognized that in any culture the source of law is the god of that society. If law has its
source in man's reason, then reason is the god of that society. If the source is an oligarchy, or in a court,
senate, or ruler, then that source is the god of that system. Thus, in Greek culture law was essentially a
religiously humanistic concept,

In contrast to every law derived from revelation, nomos for the Greeks originated in the
mind (nous). So the genuine nomos is no mere obligatory law, but something in which an
entity valid in itself is discovered and appropriated...It is "the order which exists (from time
immemorial), is valid and is put into operation."°

Because for the Greeks mind was one being with the ultimate order of things, man's mind was thus able to discover
ultimate law (nomos) out of its own resources, by penetrating through the maze of accident and matter to the
fundamental ideas of being. As a result, Greek culture became both humanistic, because man's mind was one with
ultimacy, and also neoplatonic, ascetic, and hostile to the world of matter, because mind, to be truly itself, had
to separate itself from non-mind.

Modern humanism, the religion of the state, locates law in the state and thus makes the state, or the people as
they find expression in the state, the god of the system. As Mao Tse-Tung has said, "Our God is none other than
the masses of the Chinese people."* In Western culture, law has steadily moved away from God to the people (or
the state) as its source, although the historic power and vitality of the West has been in Biblical faith and law.

Third, in any society, any change of law is an explicit or implicit change of religion. Nothing more clearly
reveals, in fact, the religious change in a society than a legal revolution. When the legal foundations shift from
Biblical law to humanism, it means that the society now draws its vitality and power from humanism, not from
Christian theism.

Fourth, no disestablishment of religion as such is possible in any society. A church can be disestablished, and a
particular religion can be supplanted by another, but the change is simply to another religion. Since the
foundations of law are inescapably religious, no society exists without a religious foundation or without a law-
system which codifies the morality of its religion.

1 Hermann Kleinknecht and W. Gutbrod, Law (London: Adam and Charles Black, 1962), p. 21
1 Mao Tse-Tung, The foolish Old Man Who Removed Mountains (Peking: Foreign Languages Press, 1966), p. 3.
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Fifth, there can be no tolerance in a law-system for another religion. Toleration is a device used to introduce
a new law-system as a prelude to a new intolerance. Legal positivism, a humanistic faith, has been savage in
its hostility to the Biblical law-system and has claimed to be an "open"* system. But Cohen, by no means a
Christian, has aptly described the logical positivists as "'nihilists' and their faith as "nihilistic absolutism.""?
Every law-system must maintain its existence by hostility to every other law-system and to alien religious
foundations or else it commits suicide.

[The Institutes of Biblical Law, Rousas John Rushdoony, 1973, The Craig Press, Library of Congress Catalog
Card Number 72-79485, pp. 4-5, Emphasis added]

We established in section 5 that the purpose of law is the function as a delegation of authority and limitation upon primarily
the government. It limits the government to what the Sovereign People individually and personally consent to. Anything
NOT consensual is inherently UNJUST as identified in the Declaration of Independence. The DELEGATORS of all
governmental authority are the Sovereign People acting in the PRIVATE individual capacity as voters and jurists.

“Strictly speaking, in our republican form of government, the absolute sovereignty of the nation is in the people
of the nation; and the residuary sovereignty of each state, not granted to any of its public functionaries, is in the

people of the state. 2 Dall. 471”
[Bouv. Law Dict (1870)]

“...a government which is founded by the people, who possess exclusively the sovereignty... ” “In this great nation
there is but one order, that of the people, whose power, by a peculiarly happy improvement of the representative
principle, is transferred from them, without impairing in the slightest degree their sovereignty, to bodies of their
own creation, and to persons elected by themselves, in the full extent necessary for all the purposes of free,
enlightened and efficient government. The whole system is elective, the complete sovereignty being in the people,
and every officer in every department deriving his authority from and being responsible to them for his conduct.”
[James Monroe, Second Inaugural Speech March 5, 1821]

“There is no such thing as a power of inherent sovereignty in the government of the United States...In this country
sovereignty resides in the people, and Congress can exercise no power which they have not, by their Constitution
entrusted to it. All else is withheld. ”

[Juilliard v. Greenman, 110 U.S. 421 (1884)]

“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)]

“Sovereignty itself is, of course, not subject to law, for it is the author and source of law... While sovereign powers
are delegated t0...the government, sovereignty itself remains with the people. ”
[Yick Wo v. Hopkins, 118 U.S. 356 (1886)]

The process of delegating authority is a collective act of consent by the body politic to their servants in government. The
purpose of a government of delegated powers is to ensure a strong and distinct separation between what is PUBLIC (meaning
“government”), and PRIVATE (meaning non-government). For details on this distinct separation, see:

Separation Between Public and Private Course, Form #12.025
http://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm

The most important goal of any government is to PROTECT PRIVATE, individual property rights, according to the
Declaration of Independence.

“We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal, that they are endowed by their Creator
with certain unalienable Rights, that among these are Life, Liberty and the pursuit of Happiness.--That to secure
these rights, Governments are instituted among Men, deriving their just powers from the consent of the governed,

[Declaration of Independence]

The right of PRIVATE property is the ENGINE that drives all progress and improvement in any economy. When government
shifts its focus AWAY from protecting PRIVATE property to that of wealth redistribution, here is the inevitable result,
according to the person who designed our three-branch system of government based on separation of powers:

“The principle of democracy is corrupted not only when the spirit of equality is extinct [BECAUSE OF
ERANCHISES!], but likewise when they fall into a spirit of extreme equality, and when each citizen would

12 Morris Raphael Cohen, Reason and Law (New York: Collier Books, 1961), p. 84 f.
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fain be upon a level with those whom he has chosen to command him. Then the people, incapable of bearing
the very power they have delegated, want to manage everything themselves, to debate for the senate, to execute
for the magistrate, and to decide for the judges.

When this is the case, virtue can no longer subsist in the republic. The people are desirous of exercising the
functions of the magistrates, who cease to be revered. The deliberations of the senate are slighted; all respect is
then laid aside for the senators, and consequently for old age. If there is no more respect for old age, there will
be none presently for parents; deference to husbands will be likewise thrown off, and submission to masters. This
license will soon become general, and the trouble of command be as fatiguing as that of obedience. Wives,
children, slaves will shake off all subjection. No longer will there be any such thing as manners, order, or virtue.

We find in Xenophon's Banquet a very lively description of a republic in which the people abused their equality.
Each guest gives in his turn the reason why he is satisfied. "Content | am," says Chamides, "because of my poverty.
When | was rich, | was obliged to pay my court to informers, knowing | was more liable to be hurt by them than
capable of doing them harm. The republic constantly demanded some new tax of me; and | could not decline
paying. Since | have grown poor, | have acquired authority; nobody threatens me; | rather threaten others. |
can go or stay where | please. The rich already rise from their seats and give me the way. | am a king, | was
before a slave: | paid taxes to the republic, now it maintains [PAYS “BENFITS” TO] me: | am no longer
afraid of losing: but | hope to acquire."

The people fall into this misfortune when those in whom they confide, desirous of concealing their own corruption,
endeavour to corrupt them. To disguise their own ambition, they speak to them only of the grandeur of the state;
to conceal their own avarice, they incessantly flatter theirs.

The corruption will increase among the corruptors, and likewise among those who are already corrupted. The
people will divide the public money among themselves [to pay “BENEFITS”], and, having added the
administration of affairs to their indolence, will be for blending their poverty with the amusements of luxury.
But with their indolence and luxury, nothing but the public treasure /“BENEFITS”] will be able to satisfy
their demands.

We must not be surprised to see their suffrages [VOTES at the ballot box] given for money [GOVERNMENT
“BENEFITS”]. 1t is impossible to make great largesses to the people without great extortion: and to compass
this, the state must be subverted. The greater the advantages they seem to derive from their liberty, the nearer
they approach towards the critical moment of losing it. Petty tyrants arise who have all the vices of a single
tyrant. The small remains of liberty soon become insupportable; a single tyrant starts up, and the people are
stripped of everything, even of the profits of their corruption.’

[The Spirit of Laws, Charles de Montesquieu,

SOURCE: http://famguardian.org/Publications/SpiritOfLaws/sol_08.htm#002]

“The income tax law under consideration is marked by discriminating features which affect the whole law. It
discriminates between those who receive an income of four thousand dollars and those who do not. It thus
vitiates, in my judgment, by this arbitrary discrimination, the whole legislation. Hamilton says in one of his
papers, (the Continentalist,) "the genius of liberty reprobates everything arbitrary or discretionary in taxation. It
exacts that every man, by a definite and general rule, should know what proportion of his property the State
demands; whatever liberty we may boast of in theory, it cannot exist in fact while [arbitrary] assessments
continue." 1 Hamilton’s Works (Ed. 1885) 270. The legislation, in the discrimination it makes, is class legislation.
Whenever a distinction is made in the burdens a law imposes or in the benefits it confers on any citizens by
reason of their birth, or wealth, or religion, it is class legislation, and leads inevitably to oppression and abuses,
and to general unrest and disturbance in society [e.q. wars, political conflict, violence, anarchy]. It was hoped
and believed that the great amendments to the Constitution which followed the late civil war had rendered such
legislation impossible for all future time. But the objectionable legislation reappears in the act under
consideration. It is the same in essential character as that of the English income statute of 1691, which taxed
Protestants at a certain rate, Catholics, as a class, at double the rate of Protestants, and Jews at another and
separate rate. Under wise and constitutional legislation every citizen should contribute his proportion, however
small the sum, to the support of the government, and it is no kindness to urge any of our citizens to escape from
that obligation. If he contributes the smallest mite of his earnings to that purpose he will have a greater regard
for the government and more self-respect 597*597 for himself feeling that though he is poor in fact, he is not a
pauper of his government. And it is to be hoped that, whatever woes and embarrassments may betide our people,
they may never lose their manliness and self-respect. Those qualities preserved, they will ultimately triumph over
all reverses of fortune.”

[.1]

A society in which there is no separation between PUBLIC and PRIVATE or no PRIVATE at all is NOT a “government” as
defined by the Declaration of Independence above. It is, instead, a socialist oligarchy in which the tyrants will becomes the
source of law and all property becomes PUBLIC/GOVERNMENT property. The ballot box and the jury box become a
battleground to DESTROY PRIVATE and convert it to PUBLIC so it can be STOLEN:
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“Here | close my opinion. | could not say less in view of questions of such gravity that go down to the very
foundation of the government. If the provisions of the Constitution can be set aside by an act of Congress, where
is the course of usurpation to end? The present assault upon capital is but the beginning. It will be but the
stepping-stone to others, larger and more sweeping, till our political contests will become a war of the poor
against the rich; a war constantly growing in intensity and bitterness.”

"If the court sanctions the power of discriminating taxation, and nullifies the uniformity mandate of the
Constitution," as said by one who has been all his life a student of our institutions, "*it will mark the hour when
the sure decadence of our present government will commence." If the purely arbitrary limitation of $4000 in
the present law can be sustained, none having less than that amount of income being assessed or taxed for the
support of the government, the limitation of future Congresses may be fixed at a much larger sum, at five or ten
or twenty thousand dollars, parties possessing an income of that amount alone being bound to bear the burdens
of government; or the limitation may be designated at such an amount as a board of "walking delegates" may
deem necessary. There is no safety in allowing the limitation to be adjusted except in strict compliance with the
mandates of the Constitution which require its taxation, if imposed by direct taxes, to be apportioned among the
States according to their representation, and if imposed by indirect taxes, to be uniform in operation and, so far
as practicable, in proportion to their property, equal upon all citizens. Unless the rule of the Constitution
governs, a majority may fix the limitation at such rate as will not include any of their own number.”

[Pollock v. Farmers’ Loan & Trust Co., 157 U.S. 429 (Supreme Court 1895)]

That socialist government is exhaustively described in:

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

A popular phrase used by politicians, including former President Barrack Obama in his farewell speech, is the phrase “rule
of law”. Here is the legal definition of that term:

“Rule of Law

A legal principle, of general application, sanctioned by the recognition of authorities, and usually expressed in
the form of a maxim or logical proposition. Called a "rule," because in doubtful or unforeseen cases it is a guide
or norm for their decision. Toullier, tit. prel. no. 17.”

[Black’s Law Dictionary, Fourth Edition, p. 1497]

The opposite of “the rule of law” is “the rule of men”. A “government of men” is one in which the ruler can do whatever he
or she pleases and is not bound by constitutional limits because he or she is the ONLY “source of law”. This was
acknowledged in the famous landmark U.S. Supreme Court case of Marbury v. Madison:

“The government of the United States has been emphatically termed a government of laws, and not of men. It will
certainly cease to deserve this high appellation, if the laws furnish no remedy for the violation of a vested legal
right.”

[Marbury v. Madison, 5 U.S. 137 (1803)]

A “government of men” is, by definition, “lawless” under God’s law because there are no limits upon what the rulers can do.
They can do whatever they want as the “source of law” and simply declare it “lawful” by decree. However, in this country,
the Sovereign People are at least SUPPOSED to be the “source of law”. In a government of men, EVERYONE other than
the rulers become SLAVES and vassals of the state whether they want to be or not, because the GUN held by the state is in
their back:

“For, the very idea that one man may be compelled to hold his life, or the means of living, or any material right
essential to the enjoyment of life, at the mere will of another, seems to be intolerable in any country where freedom
prevails, as being the essence of slavery itself. ”

[Yick Wo v. Hopkins, 118 U.S. 356 (1886)]

In a “society of law” such as we are at least SUPPOSED to have, corrupt rulers intent on STEALING PRIVATE property
have to resort to deception with legal language in order to exceed their delegation order, which is the law, to plunder the
populace. This is done primarily through the following means:

1. The Legislative Branch writing void for vagueness statutes that don’t have definitions, thus:
1.1. Leaving undue discretion to judges to define or interpret the term any way they want.
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1.2. Effectively delegating legislative power to judges. This violates the Separation of Powers Doctrine.*®
1.3. Inviting the abuse of equivocation to confuse the meaning of legal terms.
2. Equivocation. This is done by confusing the following contexts:
2.1. Confusing the CONSTITUTIONAL and STATUTORY contexts
2.2. Confusing common terms with legal terms.
See section 16.1 later.
3. Violating the Rules of Statutory Construction. This includes the abuse of the word “includes™ to expand definitions.
See section 16.2 later.
4. lllegally quoting or enforcing law for GOVERNMENT (PUBLIC law) against PRIVATE parties.
Why Statutory Civil Law is Law for Government and Not Private Persons, Form #05.037
http://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm

6.3 Downes v. Bidwell predicted the corruption

The dissenting opinion of Justice Harlan in the monumentally important U.S. Supreme Court case of Downes v. Bidwell
described how the word game mechanisms at the end of the previous section would be abused to corrupt our system of
government with a stern warning to future generations:

In view of the adjudications of this court, | cannot assent to the proposition, whether it be announced in express
words or by implication, that the National Government is a government of or by the States in union, and that the
prohibitions and limitations of the Constitution are addressed only to the States. That is but another form of
saying that like the government created by the Articles of Confederation, the present government is a mere league
of States, held together by compact between themselves; whereas, as this court has often declared, it is a
government created by the People of the United States, with enumerated powers, and supreme over States and
individuals, with respect to certain objects, throughout the entire territory over which its jurisdiction extends. If
the National Government is, in any sense, a compact, it is a compact between the People of the United States
among themselves as constituting in the aggregate the political community by whom the National Government
was established. The Constitution speaks not simply to the States in their organized capacities, but to all
peoples, whether of States or territories, who are subject to the authority of the United States. Martin v. Hunter,
1 Wheat. 304, 327.

In the opinion to which | am referring it is also said that the "'practical interpretation put by Congress upon
the Constitution has been long continued and uniform to the effect that the Constitution is applicable to
territories acquired by purchase or conguest only when and so far as Congress shall so direct;" that while all
power of government may be abused, the same may be said of the power of the Government ""under the
Constitution as well as outside of it;"" that "'if it once be conceded that we are at liberty to acquire foreign
territory, a presumption arises that our power with respect to such territories is the same power which
other nations have been accustomed to exercise with respect to territories acquired by them;" that '‘the
liberality of Congress in legislating the Constitution into_all our contiguous territories has undoubtedly
fostered the impression that it went there by its own force, but there is nothing in the Constitution itself, and
little in the interpretation put upon it, to confirm that impression;" that as the States could only delegate to
Congress such powers as they themselves possessed, and as they had no power to acquire new territory, and
therefore none to delegate in that connection, the logical inference is that "*if Congress had power to acquire
new territory, which is conceded, that power was not hampered by the constitutional provisions;"" that if "'we
assume that the territorial clause of the Constitution was not intended to be restricted to such territory as the
United States then possessed, there is nothing in the Constitution to indicate that the power of Congress in
dealing with them was intended to be restricted by any of the other provisions;" and that "'the executive and
legislative departments of the Government have for more than a century interpreted this silence as precluding
the idea that the Constitution attached to these territories as soon as acquired."

These are words of weighty import. They involve conseguences of the most momentous character. | take leave
to say that if the principles thus announced should ever receive the sanction of a majority of this court, a
radical and mischievous change in our system of government will be the result. We will, in that event, pass
from the era of constitutional liberty guarded and protected by a written constitution into an era of legislative
absolutism.

Although from the foundation of the Government this court has held steadily to the view that the Government of
the United States was one of enumerated powers, and that no one of its branches, nor all of its branches combined,
could constitutionally exercise powers not granted, or which were not necessarily implied from those expressly
granted, Martin v. Hunter, 1 Wheat. 304, 326, 331, we are now informed that Congress possesses powers outside
of the Constitution, and may deal with new territory, acquired by treaty or conquest, in the same
manner as other nations have been accustomed to act with respect to territories acquired by them. In my
opinion, Congress has no existence and can exercise no authority outside of the Constitution. Still less is it

13 See: Government Conspiracy to Destroy the Separation of Powers, Form #05.023; http://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm.
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true that Congress can deal with new territories just as other nations have done or may do with their new
territories. This nation is under the control of a written constitution, the supreme law of the land and the only
source of the powers which our Government, or any branch or officer of it, may exert at any time or at any
place. Monarchical and despotic governments, unrestrained by written constitutions, may do with newly
acquired territories what this Government may not do consistently with our fundamental law. To say otherwise
is to concede that Congress may, by action taken outside of the Constitution, engraft upon our republican
institutions a colonial system such as exists under monarchical governments. Surely such a result was never
contemplated by the fathers of the Constitution. If that instrument had contained a word suggesting the
possibility of a result of that character it would never have been adopted by the People of the United States.
The idea that this country may acquire territories anywhere upon the earth, by conquest or treaty, and hold
them as mere colonies or provinces — the people inhabiting them to enjoy only such rights as Congress chooses
to_accord to them — is wholly inconsistent with the spirit and genius as well as with the words of the
Constitution.

The idea prevails with some — indeed, it found expression in arguments at the bar — that we have in this
country substantially or practically two national governments; one, to be maintained under the Constitution,
with all its restrictions; the other to be maintained by Congress outside and independently of that instrument,
by exercising such powers as other nations of the earth are accustomed to exercise. It is one thing to give such
a latitudinarian construction to the Constitution as will bring the exercise of power by Congress, upon a
particular occasion or upon a particular subject, within its provisions. It is quite a different thing to say that
Congress may, if it so elects, proceed outside of the Constitution. The glory of our American system of
government is that it was created by a written constitution which protects the people against the exercise of
arbitrary, unlimited power, and the limits of which instrument may not be passed by the government it created,
or by any branch of it, or even by the people who ordained it, except by amendment or change of its provisions.
""To what purpose,’ Chief Justice Marshall said in Marbury v. Madison, 1 Cranch, 137, 176,""are powers
limited, and to what purpose is that limitation committed to writing, if these limits may, at any time, be passed
by those intended to be restrained? The distinction between a government with limited and unlimited powers
is abolished if those limits do not confine the persons on whom they are imposed, and if acts prohibited and
acts allowed are of equal obligation."

The wise men who framed the Constitution, and the patriotic people who adopted it, were unwilling to depend for
their safety upon what, in the opinion referred to, is described as "certain principles of natural justice inherent
in Anglo-Saxon character which need no expression in constitutions or statutes to give them effect or to secure
dependencies against legislation manifestly hostile to their real interests.” They proceeded upon the theory — the
wisdom of which experience has vindicated — that the only safe guaranty against governmental oppression was
to withhold or restrict the power to oppress. They well remembered that Anglo-Saxons across the ocean had
attempted, in defiance of law and justice, to trample upon the rights of Anglo-Saxons on this continent and had
sought, by military force, to establish a government that could at will destroy the privileges that inhere in liberty.
They believed that the establishment here of a government that could administer public affairs according to its
will unrestrained by any fundamental law and without regard to the inherent rights of freemen, would be
ruinous to the liberties of the people by exposing them to the oppressions of arbitrary power. Hence, the
Constitution enumerates the powers which Congress and the other Departments may exercise — leaving
unimpaired, to the States or the People, the powers not delegated to the National Government nor prohibited
to the States. That instrument so expressly declares in the Tenth Article of Amendment. It will be an
evil day for American liberty if the theory of a government outside of the supreme law of the land finds
lodgment in our constitutional jurisprudence. No higher duty rests upon this court than to exert its full
authority to prevent all violation of the principles of the Constitution.

Adgain, it is said that Congress has assumed, in its past history, that the Constitution goes into territories
acquired by purchase or conguest only when and as it shall so direct, and we are informed of the liberality of
Congress in legislating the Constitution into all our contiguous territories. This is a view of the Constitution
that may well cause surprise, if not alarm. Congress, as | have observed, has no existence except by virtue of
the Constitution. It is the creature of the Constitution. It has no powers which that instrument has not granted,
expressly or by necessary implication. | confess that | cannot grasp the thought that Congress which lives and
moves and has its being in the Constitution and is consequently the mere creature of that instrument, can, at
its pleasure, legislate or exclude its creator from territories which were acquired only by authority of the
Constitution.

By the express words of the Constitution, every Senator and Representative is bound, by oath or affirmation, to
regard it as the supreme law of the land. When the Constitutional Convention was in session there was much
discussion as to the phraseology of the clause defining the supremacy of the Constitution, laws and treaties of the
United States. At one stage of the proceedings the Convention adopted the following clause: "This Constitution,
and the laws of the United States made in pursuance thereof, and all the treaties made under the authority of the
United States, shall be the supreme law of the several States and of their citizens and inhabitants, and the judges
of the several States shall be bound thereby in their decisions, anything in the constitutions or laws of the several
States to the contrary notwithstanding." This clause was amended, on motion of Mr. Madison, by inserting after
the words "all treaties made" the words "or which shall be made." If the clause, so amended, had been inserted
in the Constitution as finally adopted, perhaps there would have been some justification for saying that
the Constitution, laws and treaties of the United States constituted the supreme law only in the States, and that
outside of the States the will of Congress was supreme. But the framers of the Constitution saw the danger of
such a provision, and put into that instrument in place of the above clause the following: "*This Constitution,
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and the laws of the United States which shall be made in pursuance thereof, and all treaties made, or which
shall be made, under the authority of the United States, shall be the supreme law of the land; and the judges
in_every State shall be bound thereby, anything in the constitution or laws of any State to the contrary
notwithstanding."" Meigs's Growth of the Constitution, 284, 287. That the Convention struck out the words
"'the supreme law of the several States' and inserted "'the supreme law of the land," is a fact of no little
significance. The ""land’’ referred to manifestly embraced all the peoples and all the territory, whether within
or without the States, over which the United States could exercise jurisdiction or authority.

Further, it is admitted that some of the provisions of the Constitution do apply to Porto Rico and may be invoked
as limiting or restricting the authority of Congress, or for the protection of the people of that island. And it is said
that there is a clear distinction between such prohibitions "as go to the very root of the power of Congress to act
at all, irrespective of time or place, and such as are operative only “throughout the United States' or among the
several States." In the enforcement of this suggestion it is said in one of the opinions just delivered: "Thus, when
the Constitution declares that "no bill of attainder or ex post facto law shall be passed,' and that "no title of
nobility shall be granted by the United States," it goes to the competency of Congress to pass a bill of that
description." | cannot accept this reasoning as consistent with the Constitution or with sound rules of
interpretation. The express prohibition upon the passage by Congress of bills of attainder, or of ex post facto
laws, or the granting of titles of nobility, goes no more directly to the root of the power of Congress than does the
express prohibition against the imposition by Congress of any duty, impost or excise that is not uniform
throughout the United States. The opposite theory, | take leave to say, is quite as extraordinary as that which
assumes that Congress may exercise powers outside of the Constitution, and may, in its discretion, legislate
that instrument into or out of a domestic territory of the United States.

In the opinion to which | have referred it is suggested that conditions may arise when the annexation of distant
possessions may be desirable. "If," says that opinion, "those possessions are inhabited by alien races, differing
from us in religion, customs, laws, methods of taxation and modes of thought, the administration of government
and justice, according to Anglo-Saxon principles, may for a time be impossible; and the question at once arises
whether large concessions ought not to be made for a time, that ultimately our own theories may be carried out,
and the blessings of a free government under the Constitution extended to them. We decline to hold that there is
anything in the Constitution to forbid such action." In my judgment, the Constitution does not sustain any such
theory of our governmental system. Whether a particular race will or will not assimilate with our people, and
whether they can or cannot with safety to our institutions be brought within the operation of the Constitution, is
a matter to be thought of when it is proposed to acquire their territory by treaty. A mistake in the acquisition of
territory, although such acquisition seemed at the time to be necessary, cannot be made the ground for violating
the Constitution or refusing to give full effect to its provisions. The Constitution is not to be obeyed or disobeyed
as the circumstances of a particular crisis in our history may suggest the one or the other course to be pursued.
The People have decreed that it shall be the supreme law of the land at all times. When the acquisition of
territory becomes complete, by cession, the Constitution necessarily becomes the supreme law of such new
territory, and no power exists in any Department of the Government to make “‘concessions' that are
inconsistent with its provisions. The authority to make such concessions implies the existence in Congress of
power to declare that constitutional provisions may be ignored under special or embarrassing
circumstances. No such dispensing power exists in any branch of our Government. The Constitution is
supreme over every foot of territory, wherever situated, under the jurisdiction of the United States, and its full
operation cannot be stayed by any branch of the Government in order to meet what some may suppose to be
extraordinary emergencies. If the Constitution is in force in any territory, it is in force there for every purpose
embraced by the objects for which the Government was ordained. Its authority cannot be displaced by
concessions, even if it be true, as asserted in argument in some of these cases, that if the tariff act took effect in
the Philippines of its own force, the inhabitants of Mandanao, who live on imported rice, would starve, because
the import duty is many fold more than the ordinary cost of the grain to them. The meaning of the Constitution
cannot depend upon accidental circumstances arising out of the products of other countries or of this country.
We cannot violate the Constitution in order to serve particular interests in our own or in foreign lands. Even
this court, with its tremendous power, must heed the mandate of the Constitution. No one in official station, to
whatever department of the Government he belongs, can disobey its commands without violating the obligation
of the oath he has taken. By whomsoever and wherever power is exercised in the name and under the authority
of the United States, or of any branch of its Government, the validity or invalidity of that which is done must be
determined by the Constitution.

In DeLima v. Bidwell, just decided, we have held that upon the ratification of the treaty with Spain, Porto Rico
ceased to be a foreign country and became a domestic territory of the United States. We have said in that case
that from 1803 to the present time there was not a shred of authority, except a dictum in one case, "for holding
that a district ceded to and in possession of the United States remains for any purpose a foreign territory;" that
territory so acquired cannot be "domestic for one purpose and foreign for another;" and that any judgment to the
contrary would be "pure judicial legislation," for which there was no warrant in the Constitution or in the powers
conferred upon this court. Although, as we have just decided, Porto Rico ceased, after the ratification
of the treaty with Spain, to be a foreign country within the meaning of the tariff act, and became a domestic
country — "a territory of the United States" — it is said that if Congress so wills it may be controlled and governed
outside of the Constitution and by the exertion of the powers which other nations have been accustomed to
exercise with respect to territories acquired by them; in other words, we may solve the question of the power of
Congress under the Constitution, by referring to the powers that may be exercised by other nations. | cannot
assent to this view. ] reject altogether the theory that Congress, in its discretion, can exclude the Constitution
from a domestic territory of the United States, acquired, and which could only have been acquired, in virtue of
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the Constitution. | cannot agree that it is a domestic territory of the United States for the purpose of preventing
the application of the tariff act imposing duties upon imports from foreign countries, but not a part of the United
States for the purpose of enforcing the constitutional requirement that all duties, imposts and excises imposed by
Congress "shall be uniform throughout the United States." How Porto Rico can be a domestic territory of the
United States, as distinctly held in DeLima v. Bidwell, and vet, as is now held, not embraced by the words
“throughout the United States,"" is more than | can understand.

We heard much in argument about the “expanding future of our country.” It was said that the United States is to
become what is called a "world power;" and that if this Government intends to keep abreast of the times and be
equal to the great destiny that awaits the American people, it must be allowed to exert all the power that other
nations are accustomed to exercise. My answer is, that the fathers never intended that the authority and
influence of this nation should be exerted otherwise than in accordance with the Constitution. If our
Government needs more power than is conferred upon it by the Constitution, that instrument provides the
mode in which it may be amended and additional power thereby obtained. The People of the United States who
ordained the Constitution never supposed that a change could be made in our system of government

by mere judicial interpretation. They never contemplated any such juggling with the words of the Constitution
as would authorize the courts to hold that the words *'throughout the United States,” in the taxing clause of
the Constitution, do not embrace a domestic "territory of the United States'' having a civil government
established by the authority of the United States. This is a distinction which | am unable to make, and which |
do not think ought to be made when we are endeavoring to ascertain the meaning of a great instrument of

government.
[Downes v. Bidwell, 182 U.S. 244 (1901), Justice Harlan, Dissenting]

Could it possibly be doubted that if Congress has been handed by the U.S. Supreme Court ANY CIRCUMSTANCE in which
it can exercise its discretion in a way that COMPLETELY disregards the entire constitution, that they would not succumb to
the temptation to enact it, expand it, and make it apply through trickery to everyone, as they have done with the income tax
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and federal franchises in general? NOT!

"In every government on earth is some trace of human weakness, some germ of corruption and degeneracy, which
cunning will discover, and wickedness insensibly open, cultivate and improve."
[Thomas Jefferson: Notes on Virginia Q.X1V, 1782. ME 2:207]

THIS in fact, is what Justice Harlan was talking about in the following excerpt in the above:

“These are words of weighty import. They involve consequences of the most momentous character. | take
leave to say that if the principles thus announced should ever receive the
sanction of a majority of this court, a radical and mischievous change in
our system of government will be the result. We will, in that event, pass
from the era of constitutional liberty guarded and protected by a written
constitution into an era of legislative absolutism.”

[L.1]

“This nation is under the control of a written constitution, the supreme law of the land and the only source of
the powers which our Government, or any branch or officer of it, may exert at any time or at any place.
Monarchical and despotic governments, unrestrained by written constitutions, may do with newly acquired
territories what this Government may not do consistently with our fundamental law. To say otherwise is to
concede that Congress may, by action taken outside of the Constitution, engraft upon our republican
institutions a colonial system such as exists under monarchical governments. Surely such a result was never
contemplated by the fathers of the Constitution. If that instrument had contained a word suggesting the
possibility of a result of that character it would never have been adopted by the People of the United States.

The idea that this country may acquire territories anywhere upon the
earth, by conquest or treaty, and hold them as mere colonies or provinces
— the people inhabiting them to enjoy only such rights as Congress
chooses to accord to them — is wholly inconsistent with the spirit and
genius as well as with the words of the Constitution.”

“The idea prevails with some — indeed, it found expression in arguments at the bar — that we have in this
country substantially or practically two national governments; one, to be maintained under the Constitution,
with all its restrictions; the other to be maintained by Congress outside and independently of that instrument,
by exercising such powers as other nations of the earth are accustomed to exercise.” It is one thing to give such
a latitudinarian construction to the Constitution as will bring the exercise of power by Congress, upon a
particular occasion or upon a particular subject, within its provisions. It is quite a different thing to say that
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Congress may, if it so elects, proceed outside of the Constitution. The glory of our American system of
government is that it was created by a written constitution which protects the people against the exercise of
arbitrary, unlimited power, and the limits of which instrument may not be passed by the government it created,
or by any branch of it, or even by the people who ordained it, except by amendment or change of its provisions.
"'To what purpose," Chief Justice Marshall said in Marbury v. Madison, 1 Cranch, 137, 176,""are powers
limited, and to what purpose is that limitation committed to writing, if these limits may, at any time, be passed
by those intended to be restrained? The distinction between a government with limited and unlimited powers
is abolished if those limits do not confine the persons on whom they are imposed, and if acts prohibited and
acts allowed are of equal obligation.""

[Downes v. Bidwell, 182 U.S. 244 (1901), Justice Harlan, Dissenting]

Justice Harlan is saying that we now have a Dr. Jekyll and Mr. Hyde government. They did in fact do what he predicted:
Graft a monarchical colonial system for federal territory onto an egalitarian free republican system. Starting with the Downes
case, the U.S. Supreme Court declared and recognized essentially that:

1. NO PART of the Constitution limits what the national government can do in a territory, including the prohibition
against Titles of Nobility and even ex post facto laws.
2. Aslong as Congress is legislating for territories, it can do whatever it wants, including an income tax, just like every
other nation on the earth. In fact, this is the source of all the authority for enacting the income tax to begin with.
3. If Congress wants to invade the states commercially and tax them, all it has to do is:
3.1. Write such legislation ONLY for the territories and implement it as a franchise. Since all franchises are based on
contract, then they can be enforced extraterritorially, including in a state. This is the basis for the Social Security
Act of 1935, in fact.

Debt and contract [franchise agreement, in this case] are of no particular place.

Locus contractus regit actum.

The place of the contract [franchise agreement, in this case] governs the act.

[Bouvier’s Maxims of Law, 1856;

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

“It is generally conceded that a franchise is the subject of a contract between the grantor and the grantee, and
that it does in fact constitute a contract when the requisite element of a consideration is present.** Conversely, a
franchise granted without consideration is not a contract binding upon the state, franchisee, or pseudo-
franchisee.”® “

[36 American Jurisprudence 2d, Franchises, §6: As a Contract (1999)]

3.2. For further details on the Social Security FRAUD, see:

Resignation of Compelled Social Security Trustee, Form #06.002

http://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm

3.3. Entice people in states of the Union with a bribe to sign up for the territorial franchise, and make it IMPOSSIBLE

to quit the system. This uses capitalism to implement socialism.

3.4. Through legal deception and fraud, make the franchise legislation LOOK like:
3.4.1. It applies to CONSTITUTIONAL states rather than only STATUTORY *“States” and territories.
3.4.2. It ISN’T a franchise or excise.
These things are done through “equivocation”, in which TERRITORIAL STATUTORY “States” under 4 U.S.C.
8110(d) and CONSTITUTIONAL States of the Union are made to appear and act the same. This was also done in
the Sixteenth Amendment, which granted no new powers to Congress, as held by the U.S. Supreme Court in
Stanton v. Baltic Mining Co., 240 U.S. 103 (1916). See:

4 Larson v. South Dakota, 278 U.S. 429, 73 L.Ed. 441, 49 S.Ct. 196; Grand Trunk Western R. Co. v. South Bend, 227 U.S. 544, 57 L.Ed. 633, 33 S.Ct. 303;
Blair v. Chicago, 201 U.S. 400, 50 L.Ed. 801, 26 S.Ct. 427; Arkansas-Missouri Power Co. v. Brown, 176 Ark. 774, 4 S.\W.2d. 15, 58 A.L.R. 534; Chicago
General R. Co. v. Chicago, 176 Ill. 253, 52 N.E. 880; Louisville v. Louisville Home Tel. Co., 149 Ky. 234, 148 S.W. 13; State ex rel. Kansas City v. East
Fifth Street R. Co. 140 Mo. 539, 41 S.W. 955; Baker v. Montana Petroleum Co., 99 Mont. 465, 44 P.2d. 735; Re Board of Fire Comrs. 27 N.J. 192, 142
A.2d. 85; Chrysler Light & P. Co. v. Belfield, 58 N.D. 33, 224 N.W. 871, 63 A.L.R. 1337; Franklin County v. Public Utilities Com., 107 Ohio.St. 442, 140
N.E. 87, 30 A.L.R. 429; State ex rel. Daniel v. Broad River Power Co. 157 S.C. 1, 153 S.E. 537; Rutland Electric Light Co. v. Marble City Electric Light
Co., 65 V1. 377, 26 A. 635; Virginia-Western Power Co. v. Commonwealth, 125 Va. 469, 99 S.E. 723, 9 A.L.R. 1148, cert den 251 U.S. 557, 64 L.Ed. 413,
40 S.Ct. 179, disapproved on other grounds Victoria v. Victoria Ice, Light & Power Co. 134 Va. 134, 114 S.E. 92, 28 A.L.R. 562, and disapproved on other
grounds Richmond v. Virginia Ry. & Power Co. 141 Va. 69, 126 S.E. 353.

15 Pennsylvania R. Co. v. Bowers, 124 Pa. 183, 16 A. 836.
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Why You Aren’t Eligible for Social Security, Form #06.001

http://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm

3.5. Establish an EXTRACONSTITUTIONAL revenue collection apparatus that is NOT part of the constitutional
government. Namely the I.R.S. is not now and never has been part of the U.S. Government. Instead, it is a straw
man for the Federal Reserve. The Federal Reserve, in fact, is no more governmental than Federal Express. See:

Origins and Authority of the Internal Revenue Service, Form #05.005

http://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm

3.6. Use propaganda and abusive regulation of the banking system and employers to turn banks and private companies
in states of the Union into federal employment recruiters, in which you can’t open an account or pursue
“employment” without becoming a privileged and enfranchised public officer representing a
PUBLIC/GOVERNMENT office domiciled on federal territory and subject to the territorial law. See:

Federal and State Tax Withholding Options for Private Employers, Form #09.001

http://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm

3.7. Bribe CONSTITUTIONAL states with “commercial incentives” or subsidies if they in essence agree by compact
or agreement to act as federal territories and allow the income tax to be enforced within their borders. This is
done through DEBT and the Federal Reserve as well as the Agreements on Coordination of Tax Administration
(ACTA) between the national government and the states. Now obviously, they can only do that within
ENCLAVES within their external borders using the Public Salary Tax Act of 1939, but they will PRETEND for
the sake of filthy lucre that it applies EVERYWHERE in the state by:

3.7.1. Not defining the term “State” within their revenue codes.
3.7.2. Calling those who insist on these limits “frivolous” in court.

3.8. Engage in an ongoing propaganda campaign to discredit and persecute all those who expose and try to remedy the
above. This is done by making the government UNACCOUNTABLE for the truth or accuracy of ANYTHING it
says or does administratively. We have been a target of that campaign. See:

Reasonable Belief About Income Tax Liability, Form #05.007

http://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm

3.9. Legislatively create a conflict of interest in the judges administering the territorial so that they will be forced to
apply it to the states of the Union.

3.10. Get the U.S. Supreme Court, through pressure on individual justices, to allow the financial and criminal conflict
of interest with judges to stand and expand.

3.11. Use the U.S. Supreme Court as a method to embargo challenges to the above illegalities by denying appeals. This
was done using the Certiorari Act of 1925 proposed by former President and Chief Justice William Howard Taft.
This was the same President who proposed the Sixteenth Amendment and FRAUDULENTLY got it passed by
lame duck Secretary of State Philander Knox.6

That last step: creating a conflict of interest in judges was accomplished starting in 1918, right after Downes v. Bidwell and
just after the Sixteenth Amendment and Federal Reserve Act were passed in 1913. In particular, here is how it was
accomplished:

1. Making judges into “taxpayers” started in 1918. This allowed them to become the target of political persecution by the
Bureau of Internal Revenue if they properly enforce and protect the civil status of parties.

1.1. This began first with the Revenue Act of 1918, 40 Stat. 1065, Section 213(a) and was declared unconstitutional.

1.2. The second attempt to make judges taxpayers occurred the Revenue Act of 1932, 47 Stat. 169 and this time it
stuck.

1.3. This conflict of interest is also documented in Evans v. Gore, 253 U.S. 245 (1920) , Miles v. Graham, 268 U.S.
501 (1925), O’Malley v. Woodrough, 309 U.S. 277 (1939), and U.S. v. Hatter, 532 U.S. 557, 121 S.Ct. 1782,
(2001).

2. Judges have been allowed, illegally, to serve as BOTH franchise judges under Article IV of the Constitution and
CONSTITUTIONAL judges under Article 11l. When given a choice of the two, they will always pick the Article IV
franchise judge status, because it financially rewards them and unduly elevates their own importance and jurisdiction.

3. The IRS is allowed to financially reward judges and prosecutors for convicting those who do not consent to the identity
theft. See 26 U.S.C. §7623, Internal Revenue Manual (1.R.M.), Section 25.2.2.

16 See: The Law that Never Was, William Benson. It documents the fraudulent ratification of the Sixteenth Amendment. See also Great IRS Hoax, Form
#11.302, Section 6.6.1; http://famguardian.org/Publications/GreatiRSHoax/GreatIRSHoax.htm.
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The above process is EXACTLY what they have done. From the 10,000 foot or MACRO view, it essentially amounts to
identity theft. That identity theft is exhaustively described in the following:

Government Identity Theft, Form #05.046
http://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm

The rest of this document essentially describes how that identity theft is accomplished by the abuse of conflict of interest, the
rules of statutory interpretation, and equivocation from a general perspective. That language abuse is also particularized in
the above document to specific other legal contexts, such as:

1. Domicile identity theft.
2. Citizenship identity theft.
3. Franchise identity theft.

Ultimately, however, all of the identity theft they employ is accomplished by misrepresenting their authority and enforcing
laws outside their territory. It really boils down to:

1. Replacing PRIVATE rights with PUBLIC privileges.

2. Turning “citizens” and “residents” into the equivalent of government public officers or employees.

3. Turning all civil law essentially into the employment agreement of virtually everyone who claims to be a
STATUTORY “citizen” or “resident”.

4. A commercial invasion of the states of the Union in violation of Article 4, Section 4.

5. The abuse of franchises and privileges within the states of the Union to create a caste system that emulates the British
Monarchy we tried to escape by fighting a revolution.

6. Using the civil statutory law as a mechanism to limit and control PEOPLE rather than the GOVERNMENT.

7. Creating a government of UNLIMITED powers. There are no limits on what an EMPLOYER can order his
EMPLOYEES or OFFICERS to do, and THAT is what you are if you claim to be a STATUTORY “citizen” under any
act of Congress.

8. Using “selective enforcement” to discredit and destroy all those who attempt to QUIT their job as a government officer
or employee called a STATUTORY “citizen” or “resident”. THIS is how the fraudulent identity theft scheme and
government mafia protects and expands itself.

7 Where does the power to “define” statutory civil statuses and assign civil obligations to the definition come
from?Y’

The power to “define” civil statutory terms and civil statuses such as “person” and “individual” and “taxpayer” and to assign
civil statutory obligations against them derives ONLY from the government’s authority to “make needful rules respecting the
Territory and other property of the United States” under Article 4, Section 3, Clause 2 of the Constitution:

United States Constitution
Article 4, Section 3

The Congress shall have Power to dispose of and make all needful Rules and Regulations respecting the
Territory or other Property belonging to the United States; and nothing in this Constitution shall be so
construed as to Prejudice any Claims of the United States, or of any particular State.

"The Constitution permits Congress to dispose of and to make all needful rules and regulations respecting the
territory or other property belonging to the United States. This power applies as well to territory belonging to
the United States within the States, as beyond them. It comprehends all the public domain, wherever it may be.
The argument is, that 510*510 the power to make "ALL needful rules and regulations" "is a power of legislation,"
"a full legislative power;" “that it includes all subjects of legislation in the territory,” and is without any
limitations, except the positive prohibitions which affect all the powers of Congress. Congress may then regulate
or prohibit slavery upon the public domain within the new States, and such a prohibition would permanently
affect the capacity of a slave, whose master might carry him to it. And why not? Because no power has been

17 Source: Policy Document: IRS Fraud and Deception About the Statutory Word “Person”, Form #08.023, Section 2;
https://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm.
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conferred on Congress. This is a conclusion universally admitted. But the power to "make rules and regulations
respecting the territory" is not restrained by State lines, nor are there any constitutional prohibitions upon its
exercise in the domain of the United States within the States; and whatever rules and regulations respecting
territory Congress may constitutionally make are supreme, and are not dependent on the situs of "the territory.""
[Dred Scott V. Sandford, 60 us. 393
(1857);https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=3231372247892780026]

Ownership. Collection of rights to use and enjoy property, including right to transmit it to others. Trustees of
Phillips Exeter Academy v. Exeter, 92 N.H. 473, 33 A.2d. 665, 673. The complete dominion, title, or proprietary
right in a thing or claim. The entirety of the powers of use and disposal allowed by law.

The right of one or more persons to possess and use a thing to the exclusion of others. The right by which a
thing belongs to someone in particular, to the exclusion of all other persons. The exclusive right of possession,
enjoyment, and disposal; involving as an essential attribute the right to control, handle, and dispose.

Ownership of property is either absolute or qualified. The ownership of property is absolute when a single
person has the absolute dominion over it, and may use it or dispose of it according to his pleasure, subject only
to general laws. The ownership is qualified when it is shared with one or more persons, when the time of
enjoyment is deferred or limited, or when the use is restricted. Calif. Civil Code, §8678-680.

There may be ownership of all inanimate things which are capable of appropriation or of manual delivery; of all
domestic animals; of all obligations; of such products of labor or skill as the composition of an author, the
goodwill of a business, trademarks and signs, and of rights created or granted by statute. Calif. Civil Code, §655.

In connection with burglary, "ownership" means any possession which is rightful as against the burglar.

See also Equitable ownership; Exclusive ownership; Hold; Incident of ownership; Interest; Interval ownership;
Ostensible ownership; Owner; Possession; Title.
[Black’s Law Dictionary, Sixth Edition, p. 1106]

“The reason why States are “bodies politic and corporate” is simple: just as a corporation is an entity that can
act only through its agents, “/t/he State is a political corporate body, can act only through agents, and can
command only by laws. ” Poindexter v. Greenhow, supra, 114 U.S., at 288, 5 S.Ct. at 912-913. See also Black’s
Law Dictionary 159 (5th ed. 1979) (“[B]ody politic or corporate ”: “4 social compact by which the whole people
covenants with each citizen, and each citizen with the whole people, that all shall be governed by certain laws for
the common good”). As a “body politic and corporate, ” a State falls squarely within the Dictionary Act's
definition of a “person.”

[Will v. Michigan Dept. of State Police, 491 U.S. 58, 109 S.Ct. 2304 (U.S.Mich.,1989)]

"Under our own systems of polity, the term ‘citizen', implying the same or similar relations to the government and
to society which appertain to the term, 'subject’ in England, is familiar to all. Under either system, the term used
is designed to apply to man in his individual character and to his natural capacities -- to a being or agent [of
government, also called a PUBLIC OFFICER!] possessing social and political rights and sustaining social,
political, and moral obligations. It is in this acceptation only, therefore, that the term ‘citizen', in the article of
the Constitution, can be received and understood. When distributing the judicial power, that article extends it
to controversies between 'citizens' of different states. This must mean the natural physical beings composing
those separate communities, and can by no violence of interpretation be made to signify artificial, incorporeal,
theoretical, and invisible creations. A corporation, therefore, being not a natural person, but a mere creature
of the mind, invisible and intangible, cannot be a citizen of a state, or of the United States, and cannot fall
within the terms or the power of the above mentioned article, and can therefore neither plead nor be impleaded
in the courts of the United States."

[Rundle v. Delaware & Raritan Canal Company, 55 U.S. 80, 99 (1852) from dissenting opinion by Justice Daniel]

The essence of ownership is the power to absolutely and exclusively control a thing, whether it be property or a civil status or
those who exercise said status. Therefore, ownership and control are synonymous:

Congress cannot civilly regulate or control PRIVATE property that doesn’t belong to it or which it does not at least have a
provable qualified or shared interest in which is lawfully and demonstrably acquired. If they violate this, they are STEALING
that property. Rights are property. Anything that conveys rights is property. Civil statutory statutes convey rights against the
government or its agents and are property:

Notice the above doesn’t say ”covenants with each HUMAN or MAN or WOMAN” but with each “citizen”. The STATUTORY
“citizen” is an officer and agent of the government. In statutes at least, it is a fiction and creature of law, not a physical thing.
In the Constitution it is SUPPOSED to be a physical thing also, as admitted below, but when the STATUTORY and
CONSTITUTIONAL contexts are equivocated together, a usurpation and non-consensual conversion from PRIVATE to
PUBLIC occurs as pointed out below by the U.S. Supreme Court.
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Consistent with the above, the U.S. Code identifies JURORS as public officers:

TITLE 18 > PART | > CHAPTER 11 > § 201
§ 201. Bribery of public officials and witnesses

(a) For the purpose of this section—

(1) the term “public official” means Member of Congress, Delegate, or Resident Commissioner, either before or
after such official has qualified, or an officer or employee or person acting for or on behalf of the United States,
or any department, agency or branch of Government thereof, including the District of Columbia, in any official

function, under or by authority of any such department, agency, or branch of Government, OI' & iUI’OF;

One may not serve within the government WITHOUT becoming an agent or officer of the government. Likewise, all actions,
and especially ENFORCEMENT actions of government must be UPON its own agents and officers per the above case. To
suggest otherwise is to encourage unconstitutional THEFT and SLAVERY':

“[tlhe State is a political corporate body, can act only through agents, and can command only by laws.”
Poindexter v. Greenhow, supra, 114 U.S., at 288, 5 S.Ct. at 912-913.

The term “command” above certainly implies the ability to CIVILLLY ENFORCE using civil states. These civil statutes, IF
they can be enforced and if they involve a penalty or taking of property of any kind for non-compliance, MUST involve the
ability to “command” or they cannot BE a “command”. We talk about this in the following:

Federal Enforcement Authority Within States of the Union, Form #05.032
https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm

How, then, must Congress create civil statutory statuses and the civil statutory obligations that attach to them, both of which are
PROPERTY of the government, without instituting unconstitutional THEFT and SLAVERY? There is only one rational way
to do this that we can think of:

1. They must create a civil statute that imposes and enforces a result they want.  This is done by imposing civil
obligations against one party and rights to the party those obligations are owed. Rights and obligations therefore
always come in pairs and always involve two or more separate parties or fictions.

1.1. The fictional “person” with the obligation is called the OBLIGOR.

1.2. The fictional “person” to whom the obligation is owed is called the OBLIGEE. When an obligation is owed to
you, it is usually called a “right”. If the OBLIGOR is the government, it is called a “public right” or a
“privilege”.

2. The obligations and corresponding rights within the civil statute always attach to what is called a “civil status”. Such

statuses include but are not limited to civil statutory “persons”, “taxpayers”, “citizens”, or “residents”.

3. The civil status is a “res”, meaning that it is a fiction representing a collection of rights/obligations.

Res. Lat. The subject matter of a trust or will. In the civil law, a thing; an object. As a term of the law, this
word has a very wide and extensive signification, including not only things which are objects of property, but also
such as are not capable of individual ownership. And in old English law it is said to have a general import,
comprehending both corporeal and incorporeal things of whatever kind, nature, or species. By "res," according
to the modern civilians, is meant everything that may form an object of rights, in opposition to "persona," which
is regarded as a subject of rights. "Res," therefore, in its general meaning, comprises actions of all kinds; while
in its restricted sense it comprehends every object of right, except actions. This has reference to the fundamental
division of the Institutes that all law relates either to persons, to things, or to actions.

Res is everything that may form an object of rights and includes an object, subject-matter or status. In re Riggle's
Will, 11 A.D.2d. 51 205 N.Y.S.2d. 19, 21, 22. The term is particularly applied to an object, subject-matter,
or status, considered as the defendant in an action, or as an object against which, directly, proceedings are taken.
Thus, in a prize case, the captured vessel is “the res"; and proceedings of this character are said to be in rem.
(See In personam; In Rem.) Res" may also denote the action or proceeding, as when a cause, which is not between
adversary parties, it entitled "In re

Classification

Things (res) have been variously divided and classified in law, e.g., in the following ways: (1) Corporeal and
incorporeal things; (2) movables and immovables; (3) res mancipi and res nec mancipi; (4) things real and things
personal; (5) things in possession and choses (i.e., things) in action; (6) fungible things and things not fungible
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(fungibles vel non fungibiles); and (7) res singule (i.e., individual objects) and universitates rerum
(i.e., aggregate things). Also persons are for some purposes and in certain respects regarded as things.
[Black’s Law Dictionary, Sixth Edition, pp. 1304-1306]

4. The definitions section of the civil statute is the place the civil status or “res” and the rights and obligations it
represents is CREATED. This is because any statutory civil obligation/right the government creates must attach to a
civil status fiction rather than directly to a physical human being standing on land protected by the Constitution. If the
obligation attaches to a physical human being protected by the Constitution without provable consent, it is involuntary
servitude and THEFT. The THEFT is represented by the OBLIGATIONS taken from the OBLIGOR without their
consent, because these obligations represent “property” in a legal sense.

5. Asthe CREATOR of the fictional civil status, the government is the OWNER. See:

Hierarchy of Sovereignty: The Power to Create is the Power to Tax, Family Guardian Fellowship
https://famguardian.org/Subjects/Taxes/Remedies/PowerToCreate.htm

6. The status they attach the OBLIGATION or RIGHT, meaning PROPERTY INTEREST or RES, to must be voluntary
and require consent in some form to acquire, whether overt or covert (sub silentio).

7. The civil status that the obligation or privilege it attaches to must be a fiction and an agent or officer of the government
that they have the right to command or enforce against WITHOUT constitutional constraints.

“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)]

8. Those who consent to the civil status must usually take a VOLUNTARY oath, and the oath is how the civil obligations
acquire “the force of law” against the human TAKING said oath. That oath is found in 5 U.S.C. §3331:

"But, it may be suggested, that the office being established by a law of the United States, it is an incident naturally
attached to the authority of the United States, to guard the officer against the approaches of corruption, in the
execution of his public trust. It is true, that the person who accepts an office may be supposed to enter into a
compact to be answerable to the government, which he serves, for any violation of his duty; and, having taken
the oath of office, he would unquestionably be liable, in such case, to a prosecution for perjury in the Federal
Courts.”

[United States v. Worrall, 2 U.S. 384 (1798)]

TITLE 5 > PART Ill > Subpart B > CHAPTER 33 > SUBCHAPTER Il > § 3331
§ 3331. Oath of office

An individual, except the President, elected or appointed to an office of honor or profit in the civil service or
uniformed services, shall take the following oath: “I, AB, do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will support and
defend the Constitution of the United States against all enemies, foreign and domestic; that I will bear true faith
and allegiance to the same; that | take this obligation freely, without any mental reservation or purpose of
evasion; and that | will well and faithfully discharge the duties of the office on which | am about to enter. So help
me God.” This section does not affect other oaths required by law.

9. The civil status such as “person”, “citizen”, “resident”, etc must be easily confused (by the legally ignorant) with the
man or woman or artificial entity adopting the civil status so that:
9.1. Equivocation may be abused by the government to hide the mandatory requirement that the OFFICE/STATUS
and the OFFICER can only be connected together by EXPRESS CONSENT.
9.2. Implied consent and sub silentio can be used as a form of sophistry to TRICK people into unknowingly
volunteering for the civil status and the office it represents:

Legal Deception, Propaganda, and Fraud 107 of 737
Copyright Sovereignty Education and Defense Ministry, http://sedm.org
Form #05.014, Rev. 10/14/2016 EXHIBIT:


http://sedm.org/
https://famguardian.org/Subjects/Taxes/Remedies/PowerToCreate.htm
http://caselaw.lp.findlaw.com/cgi-bin/getcase.pl?navby=case&court=us&vol=425&invol=238#247
http://caselaw.lp.findlaw.com/cgi-bin/getcase.pl?navby=case&court=us&vol=480&invol=709#723
http://caselaw.lp.findlaw.com/cgi-bin/getcase.pl?navby=case&court=us&vol=392&invol=273#277
http://caselaw.lp.findlaw.com/cgi-bin/getcase.pl?navby=case&court=us&vol=461&invol=138#147
http://caselaw.lp.findlaw.com/cgi-bin/getcase.pl?navby=case&court=us&vol=330&invol=75#101
http://caselaw.lp.findlaw.com/cgi-bin/getcase.pl?navby=case&court=us&vol=413&invol=548#556
http://caselaw.lp.findlaw.com/cgi-bin/getcase.pl?navby=case&court=us&vol=413&invol=601#616
http://caselaw.lp.findlaw.com/scripts/getcase.pl?court=us&vol=497&invol=62
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=3339893669697439168&q=United+states+v.+worral&hl=en&as_sdt=2006
http://www4.law.cornell.edu/uscode/html/uscode05/usc_sup_01_5.html
http://www4.law.cornell.edu/uscode/html/uscode05/usc_sup_01_5_10_III.html
http://www4.law.cornell.edu/uscode/html/uscode05/usc_sup_01_5_10_III_20_B.html
http://www4.law.cornell.edu/uscode/html/uscode05/usc_sup_01_5_10_III_20_B_30_33.html
http://www4.law.cornell.edu/uscode/html/uscode05/usc_sup_01_5_10_III_20_B_30_33_40_II.html
http://www4.law.cornell.edu/uscode/html/uscode05/usc_sec_05_00003331----000-.html

~N o o b

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19

20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32

33
34
35
36
37
38
39

40

41

42

43

a4

45

46

47

48

10.

11.

9.3.

9.4.

9.5.

“SUB SILENTIO. Under silence; without any notice being taken. Passing a thing sub silentio may be evidence of
consent”
[Black’s Law Dictionary, Fourth Edition, p. 1593]

“Qui tacet consentire videtur.

He who is silent appears to consent. Jenk. Cent. 32.”

[Bouvier’s Maxims of Law, 1856,

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

The process of consent is hidden and obscured, so that people don’t realize they have the option of NOT
consenting. We call this “invisible consent” in the following document:

Requirement for Consent, Form #05.003, Section 9.4
https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm

The obligations attached to the CIVIL STATUS and OFFICE or AGENCY appear to be unavoidable to you and
do not require your overt consent, even though this is NEVER the case. According to the Declaration of
Independence, all just powers of government derive from CONSENT of those governed. If you don’t want to be
“governed”, controlled, or enforced against, then simply don’t claim or consent to the civil status that the civil
obligations attach to. That is all that is needed.

The usually legally ignorant party enforcing the civil statute in the de facto corrupt government can then claim
“plausible deniability” in confusing the OFFICE/STATUS with the OFFICER filling the status. That way they
can’t be prosecuted for the THEFT and SLAVERY against those who don’t consent to the status or the civil
obligations attached to the status.

Government must define a public officer as someone in charge of the property of the public.

“Public office. The right, authority, and duty created and conferred by law, by which for a given period, either
fixed by law or enduring at the pleasure of the creating power, an individual is invested with some portion of the
sovereign functions of government for the benefit of the public. Walker v. Rich, 79 Cal.App. 139, 249 P. 56, 58.
An agency for the state, the duties of which involve in their performance the exercise of some portion of the
sovereign power, either great or small. Yaselli v. Goff, C.C.A., 12 F.2d. 396, 403, 56 A.L.R. 1239; Lacey v. State,
13 Ala.App. 212, 68 So. 706, 710; Curtin v. State, 61 Cal.App. 377, 214 P. 1030, 1035; Shelmadine v. City of
Elkhart, 75 Ind.App. 493, 129 N.E. 878. State ex rel. Colorado River Commission v. Frohmiller, 46 Ariz. 413, 52
P.2d. 483, 486. Where, by virtue of law, a person is clothed, not as an incidental or transient authority, but for
such time as de- notes duration and continuance, with Independent power to control the property of the public,
or with public functions to be exercised in the supposed interest of the people, the service to be compensated by
a stated yearly salary, and the occupant having a designation or title, the position so created is a public office.
State v. Brennan, 49 Ohio.St. 33, 29 N.E. 593.

[Black’s Law Dictionary, Fourth Edition, p. 1235]

When or if a private man or woman or artificial entity invokes the status on a government form or uses a franchise
mark, such as an SSN or EIN, then the private man or artificial entity is treated AS IF they tacitly consented to the
office which the status or franchise mark represents. This is because the status or franchise mark and the PUBLIC
rights which to attach to it are PUBLIC property and the recipient or user of the property is now in charge of “the
property of the public” as a public officer as defined above.

11.1. By “treated as if”, we mean they are treated as a lawful target of government enforcement activity, even if they in

fact are not. The word used for “treated as if” is “dissimulation”:
dissimulate
verb
dis-sim-u-late |\(, )di- 'sim-ya- lat \
dissimulated; dissimulating
Definition of dissimulate
transitive verb
:to hide under a false appearance
/Ismiled to dissimulate her urgency— Alice Glenday

intransitive verb
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:DISSEMBLE

/la politician's ability to dissimulate

[Merriam-Webster’s Dictionary: Dissimulate; SOURCE: https://www.merriam-

webster.com/dictionary/dissimulated]

For humorous real-life examples of “dissimulation” in action, see:

11.1.1. #1: Hospital
https://sedm.org/education/liberty-university/liberty-university-2-10-1-hospital/

11.1.2. #2: Airplane
https://sedm.org/education/liberty-university/liberty-university-2-10-2-airplane/
11.1.3. #3: Home
https://sedm.org/education/liberty-university/liberty-university-2-10-3-home/
11.1.4. #4:Dad in Car
https://sedm.org/education/liberty-university/liberty-university-2-10-4-dad-in-car/
11.1.5. #5: Park
https://sedm.org/education/liberty-university/liberty-university-2-10-5-park/

ER I3

11.2. The legally ignorant man or woman who volunteers for the office or agency of civil statutory “person”, “citizen”,

or “resident” becomes such a lawful target of enforcement even without the usually customary implementing
regulations, because the Administrative Procedures Act, 5 U.S.C. §553(a)(2) says or implies that those in
possession of government property or even eligible to receive “benefits” may be the direct target of congressional

legislation without the implementing regulations required by 5 U.S.C. §552(a)(1):

TITLE 5> PART | > CHAPTER 5 > SUBCHAPTER Il > § 552
8§ 552. Public information; agency rules, opinions, orders, records, and proceedings

(a)(1) Except to the extent that a person has actual and timely notice of the terms thereof, a person may not in
any manner be required to resort to, or be adversely affected by, a matter required to be published in the
Federal Register and not so published. For the purpose of this paragraph, matter reasonably available to the
class of persons affected thereby is deemed published in the Federal Register when incorporated by reference
therein with the approval of the Director of the Federal Register.

TITLE 5 > PART | > CHAPTER 5 > SUBCHAPTER Il > § 553
§ 553. Rule making

(a) This section applies, according to the provisions thereof, except to the extent that there is involved—
(1) a military or foreign affairs function of the United States; or

(2) a matter relating to agency management or personnel or to public property, loans, grants, benefits, or
contracts.

TITLE 26 > Subtitle F > CHAPTER 68 > Subchapter B > PART | > § 6671
8 6671. Rules for application of assessable penalties

(b) Person defined

The term “person”, as used in this subchapter, includes an officer or employee of a corporation, or a member or
employee of a partnership, who as such officer, employee, or member is under a duty to perform the act in
respect of which the violation occurs.

TITLE 26 > Subtitle F > CHAPTER 75 > Subchapter D > § 7343
§ 7343. Definition of term “person”

The term “person” as used in this chapter includes an officer or employee of a corporation, or a member or
employee of a partnership, who as such officer, employee, or member is under a duty to perform the act in respect
of which the violation occurs.

11.3. The definitions of “person” for the purposes of both civil penalties and criminal enforcement confirms the above:
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12. The U.S. Supreme Court has acknowledged the above process by stating the following:

But when Congress creates a statutory right [a “privilege’ in this case, such as a “trade or business ], it clearly
has the discretion, in defining that right, to create presumptions, or assign burdens of proof, or prescribe
remedies; it may also provide that persons seeking to vindicate that right must do so before particularized
tribunals created to perform the specialized adjudicative tasks related to that right [such as “Tax Court”,
“Family Court”, “Traffic Court”] etc.].FN35 Such provisions do, in a sense, affect the exercise of judicial power,
but they are also incidental to Congress' power to define the right that it has created. No comparable justification
exists, however, when the right being adjudicated is not of congressional creation. In such a situation, substantial
inroads into functions that have traditionally been performed by the Judiciary cannot be characterized merely as
incidental extensions of Congress' power to define rights that it has created. Rather, such inroads suggest
unwarranted encroachments upon the judicial power of the United States, which our Constitution reserves for
Art. 111 courts.

[Northern Pipeline Const. Co. v. Marathon Pipe Line Co., 458 U.S. at 83-84, 102 S.Ct. 2858 (1983)]

The above limitations are consistent with the rules of statutory construction and interpretation:

"Under basic rules of construction, statutory laws enacted by legislative bodies cannot impair rights given under
a constitution. 194 B.R. at 925. "
[In re Young, 235 B.R. 666 (Bankr.M.D.Fla., 1999)]

The statutory definition of “federal personnel” confirms that those who are even ELIGIBLE to receive any retirement program,
including Social Security, are deemed to be “federal personnel” and therefore parties who fit within 5 U.S.C. §553(a)(2) above.

5 U.S. Code 8§ 552a - Records maintained on individuals

(a) Definitions.—For purposes of this section—

(13) the term “Federal personnel” means officers and employees of the Government of the United States,
members of the uniformed services (including members of the Reserve Components), individuals entitled to
receive immediate or deferred retirement benefits under any retirement program of the Government of the
United States (including survivor benefits).

So they at least PRETEND to have made you into a government agent or officer by offering you Social Security. In reality
however, Social Security cannot be offered within a constitutional state, so it’s really a FRAUD to break down the separation of
powers, enslave you, and destroy ALL your constitutional rights:

Why You Aren’t Eligible for Social Security, Form #06.001
https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm

We also discuss WHY government can’t lawfully impose civil statutory obligations WITHOUT your consent, and how to
AVOID consenting and avoid being the lawful target of enforcement in the following:

Lawfully Avoiding Government Obligations Course, Form #12.040
https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm

The weak link in the above is the concept of the CREATOR being the OWNER. There are actually TWO creations happening
in the above process:

1. The STATUTORY creation of the legal fiction “person”, “citizen”, “resident”, “driver”, etc.

2. The act of manifesting EXPRESS consent by a SPECIFIC human being that connects the legal fiction to a SPECIFIC
flesh and blood human being, without which the “res” cannot realistically be CREATED. This is usually done by the
OBLIGOR. This creation can be:

2.1. EXPRESS in the form of a signed physical government form submitted by the OBLIGOR (you) to the OBLIGEE
(government).

2.2. IMPLIED by the conduct of the party. If you ACT like a party subject called a “taxpayer”, then you CONSENT
to be one, no matter what the forms say.

The second option above is just as potent and real an action of CREATION as the first one. Therefore, it represents an
opportunity for YOU as a human being to create an OWNERSHIP or PROPERTY interest in the outcome against the
government recipient in the same manner as they do against you. You don’t control the first act of CREATION above but you
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directly and exclusively control the SECOND one above. The way you control the second act of CREATION is the paperwork
you submit. On that paperwork, ONLY YOU control:

WHAT is on the form.

The DEFINITION of the words.

The CONTEXT of the terms, whether CONSTITUTIONAL or STATUTORY.

The meaning of the perjury statement. You don’t have to CHANGE any part of the perjury statement to change its
impact. Just define the ENTIRE paragraph’s meaning so that the RECIPIENT can’t. This avoids any possibility of a
“jurat” penalty by the recipient.

PO E

The courts have repeatedly held that you cannot trust ANYTHING a government worker says or publishes or writes, and even
government forms.!® Thus, if you DON’T take full and complete advantage of defining and describing each of the elements of
the forms you submit to the government so that YOU are the “Merchant” and the government is the “Buyer” under the UCC and
they work for you and you don’t work for them, then you will SURELY get screwed, black and blued, and tattooed by the
government. Not doing the FOUR above things amounts to signing a black check and permitting and even encouraging them
to PRESUME anything they want about the meaning and significance and CONTEXT of the terms used. Bad idea!

As an example of how to flip the relationship around and make the GOVERNMENT the “Buyer” rather than the “Merchant”,
simply define the originally statutory terms and franchise marks that are compelled to be used to be private property on loan to
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the government recipient. Below is an example:

NOTES:

1. All terms used on this form OTHER than "Social Security Number" shall be construed in their statutory sense.
This is especially true in the case of money or finance. They are not used in their private, ordinary, or common
law sense. The term "Social Security Number" identifies a PRIVATE number owned and issued by the Submitter
to the government under license and franchise. It is not a number identified in any governments statute and does
not pertain to anyone eligible to receive Social Security Benefits and may not be used to indicate or imply
eligibility to receive said benefits. The license for the use of the number for use outside of the VA for any purpose,
and especially civil or criminal enforcement purpose, is identified below and incorporated by reference herein.
Acceptance or use of said number for such purpose constitutes constructive or implied consent to said agreement
by all those so using said number:

Injury Defense Franchise and Agreement, Form #06.027; https://sedm.org/Forms/06-
AvoidingFranch/InjuryDefenseFranchise.pdf.

This provision is repeated Section 0 in the attached form entitled Why It is lllegal for Me to Request or Use a
“Taxpayer ldentification Number ”, Form #04.205. The reason for this provision is that everyone who asks for
such number refers to them as "MINE" or "MY" or "YOUR", meaning that it is MY absolutely owned PRIVATE
property. Therefore | am simply documenting the fact that it is my absolutely owned private property as a private
human not affiliated with the government. All private property can be used as a basis to place conditions on its
use or else it isn't mine. That's what "ownership" implies in a legal sense. Congress does the same thing with
ITS property under Article 4, Section 3, Clause 2, and | am simply carrying out exactly the authority THEY claim
over THEIR property in the same manner as them.

[Veterans Administration Benefit Application, Form #06.041, Notes at the end;
https://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm]

Under the UCC, there cannot be lawful consent or a waiver of rights without the language of the acceptance and the language of
the offer being mutually agreed to and stipulated by the Merchant and the Buyer. In other words, the definitions represent the
PROPERTY that is being exchanged between the party, and both parties MUST agree to that property. See:

1. This Form is Your Form, Mark DeAngelis
http://www.youtube.com/embed/b6-PRwhU7cg
2. Mirror Image Rule, Mark De Angelis
http://www.youtube.com/embed/j8pghZV757w
3. The Power of Paper, Minivan Jack

http://www.youtube.com/embed/kEwxYhllal0

8 See: Federal Courts and the IRS' Own IRM Say the IRS is NOT RESPONSIBLE for Its Actions or Its Words or For Following Its Own Written Procedures!,
Family Guardian Fellowship; https://famguardian.org/Subjects/Taxes/Articles/IRSNotResponsible.htm.
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Any attempt by either party to define the terms differently than what the franchise statutes say turns an offer/acceptance into a
COUNTER-offer and an entirely new relationship. When you define a civil status on a form (such as “person” or “SSN”) in
such a way as to take it OUT of its original statutory context, then it ceases to be PUBLIC property on loan to you and becomes
PRIVATE property on loan to the government. This is because the CREATOR of a thing is always the OWNER of a thing, so
you become the NEW owner as the CREATOR of the status.!® When you change the CREATOR of a thing or status or a right
or a privilege, you change the OWNER. And once you become the OWNER, you are now the Merchant renting and granting
that thing to the government who can make ALL the rules to prejudice the government and advantage yourself. We talk about
this method of reversing the relationship to make the GOVERNMENT into a privileged party instead of you in;

Path to Freedom, Form #09.015, Sections 5.6 and 5.7
https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm

The government has NO WAY to fight this tactic, because the courts have repeatedly held that you CANNOT TRUST or rely
upon anything a government worker says or even publishes on a government form.?° Thus, even if they WANTED to define a
term to retain its context, you could not RELY on that definition and it would not be admissible in court. Therefore you are
COMPELLED to provide your OWN definition to ensure there is court-admissible evidence of EXACTLY what the parties
agreed to. This will rule out the exercise of any discretion whatsoever by the judge or prosecutor to advantage the government.
This is discussed in:

Avoiding Traps in Government Forms Course, Form #12.023
https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm

Lastly, we prove with exhaustive evidence that the income tax functions essentially as a rental fee for the use of government
property, such as the PRIVILEGE of being treated as a STATUTORY “citizen” under the Internal Revenue Code in the
following:

Why the Federal Income Tax is a Privilege Tax Upon Government Property, Form #04.404
https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm

8 What is “law”?: The government is systematically LYING to you about what it means?

“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]

“Law” as legally defined ISN'T everything the legislature passes, but only a VERY small subset. You are being systematically
LIED to by your public servants about this HUGELY IMPORTANT subject. Wise up! Don’t drink their “Kool-Aide”.

8.1 Introduction

A VERY important thing to learn is what is the LEGAL definition of “law” and what classifies as “law” generally? This
memorandum of law contains some authorities on this subject derived from many different places on the Sovereignty
Education and Defense Ministry (SEDM) website.

To summarize the requirements to qualify as “law” in a governmental sense:

1. It must apply equally to ALL. It cannot compel INEQUALITY of treatment between any man or class of men.

2. It cannot do collectively what people individually cannot NATURALLY do. In other words, in the words of Frederic
Bastiat, it aggregates the individual right of self-defense into a collective body so that it can be delegated. A single
human CANNOT delegate a right he does not individually ALSO possess, which indirectly implies that no GROUP of

¥ See: Hierarchy of  Sovereignty: The Power to Create is the Power to Tax, Family Guardian Fellowship;
https://famguardian.org/Subjects/Taxes/Remedies/PowerToCreate.htm.

2 See: Reasonable Belief About Income Tax Liability, Form #05.007; https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm.
2 Derived from: What is “law”?, Form #05.048; http://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm.
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men called “government” can have any more COLLECTIVE rights under the collective entity rule than a single human

being. See the following video on the subject.

Philosophy of Liberty, SEDM
https://sedm.org/education/liberty-university/liberty-university-2-2-philosophy-of-liberty/

3. It cannot punish a citizen for an innocent action that was not a crime or not demonstrated to produce measurable harm.
The ability to PROVE such harm with evidence in court is called “standing”.

4. It cannot compel the redistribution of wealth between two private parties. This is ESPECIALLY true if it is called a
“tax”.

5. It cannot interfere with or impair the right of contracts between PRIVATE parties. That means it cannot compel
income tax withholding unless one or more of the parties to the withholding are ALREADY public officers in the
government.

6. It cannot interfere with the use or enjoyment or CONTROL over private property, so long as the use injures no one.
Implicit in this requirement is that it cannot FAIL to recognize the right of private property or force the owner to
donate it to a PUBLIC USE or PUBLIC PURPOSE. In the common law, such an interference is called a “trespass”.

7. The rights it conveys must attach to LAND rather than the CIVIL STATUS (e.g. “taxpayer”, “citizen”, “resident”, etc.)
of the people ON that land. One can be ON land within a PHYSICAL state WITHOUT being legally “WITHIN” that
state (a corporation) as an officer of the government or corporation (Form #05.042) called a “citizen” or “resident”.
See:

7.1. Your Exclusive Right to Declare or Establish Your Civil Status, Form #13.008.

7.2. Foundations of Freedom Course, Form #12.021, Video 4 covers how LAND and STATUS are deliberately
confused through equivocation in order to KIDNAP people’s identity (Form #05.046) and transport it illegally to
federal territory.

(“It is locality that is determinative of the application of the Constitution, in such matters as judicial procedure,
and not the status of the people who live in it.” [Balzac v. Porto Rico, 258 U.S. 298 (1922)])

8. It must provide a remedy AFTER an injury occurs. It may not PREVENT injuries before they occur. Anything that
operates in a PREVENTIVE rather than CORRECTIVE mode is a franchise. There is no standing in a REAL court to
sue WITHOUT first demonstrating such an injury to the PRIVATE or NATURAL rights of the Plaintiff or VICTIM.

9. It cannot acquire the “force of law” from the consent of those it is enforced against. In other words, it cannot be an
agreement or contract. All franchises and licensing, by the way, are types of contracts.

10. It does not include compacts or contracts between private people and governments. Rights that are INALIENABLE
cannot be contracted away, even WITH consent. See Form #05.003.

11. It cannot, at any time, be called “voluntary”. Congress and even the U.S. Supreme Court call the IRC Subtitle a
“income tax” voluntary.

12. It does not include franchises, licenses, or civil statutory codes, all of which derive ALL of their force of law from your
consent in choosing a civil domicile (Form #05.002).

Any violation of the above rules is what the Bible calls “devises evil by law” in Psalm 94:20-23 as indicated at the beginning
of the previous section.

The ONLY thing we are aware of that satisfies ALL of the above criteria is:

1. The criminal law.
2. The common law, which is based on EQUALITY of treatment of all parties.

Everything else only applies to a SUBSET of the society or class within society, and therefore does NOT apply equally to
all.

“If the court sanctions the power of discriminating taxation, and nullifies the uniformity mandate of the
Constitution,” as said by one who has been all his life a student of our institutions, “i# will mark the hour when
the sure decadence of our present government will commence.” [. . .] The legislation, in the discrimination it
makes, is class legislation. Whenever a distinction is made in the burdens a law imposes or in the benefits it
confers on any citizens by reason of their birth, or wealth, or religion, it is class legislation, and leads inevitably
to oppression and abuses, and to general unrest and disturbance in society [e.q. wars, political conflict,

violence, anarchyl.”
[Pollock v. Farmers’ Loan & Trust Co., 157 U.S. 429 (Supreme Court 1895)]

“Where do wars and fights come from among you? Do they not come from your desires for pleasure [unearned
money or “benefits”, privileges, or franchises, from the government] that war in your members [and your
democratic governments]? You lust [after other people’s money] and do not have. You murder [the unborn to
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increase your standard of living] and covet [the unearned] and cannot obtain [except by empowering your
government to STEAL for you!]. You fight and war [against the rich and the nontaxpayers to subsidize your
idleness]. Yet you do not have because you do not ask [the Lord, but instead ask the deceitful government]. You
ask and do not receive, because you ask amiss, that you may spend it on your pleasures. Adulterers and
adulteresses! Do you not know that friendship [statutory “citizenship”] with the world [or the governments of
the world] is enmity with God? Whoever therefore wants to be a friend [STATUTORY “citizen”, “resident”,
“inhabitant”, “person” franchisee] of the world [or the governments of the world] makes himself an enemy of
God.”

[James 4:1-4, Bible, NKJV]

All of your freedom and autonomy derives from EQUALITY [between YOU and the government in court], and therefore the
only thing that can be “law” in a truly and perfectly free society is the CRIMINAL law and the COMMON law. We cover
this extensively in Form #05.033 and Video 1 of our Foundations of Freedom Course, Form #12.021. Everything that
produces INEQUALITY MUST be voluntary AND God FORBIDS CHRISTIANS from volunteering in relation to
governments or civil rulers!

“I [God] brought you up from Egypt [slavery] and brought you to the land of which | swore to your fathers; and
I said, ‘7 will never break My covenant with you. And you shall make no covenant [contract or franchise or
agreement of ANY kind] with the inhabitants of this [corrupt pagan] land; you shall tear down their
[man/government worshipping socialist] altars. - But you have not obeyed Me. Why have you done this?

“Therefore | also said, ‘I will not drive them out before you; but they will become as thorns [terrorists and
persecutors] in your side and their gods will be a snare [slavery!] to you."”

So it was, when the Angel of the LORD spoke these words to all the children of Israel, that the people lifted up
their voices and wept.
[Judges 2:1-4, Bible, NKJV]

“You shall make no covenant [contract or franchise] with them [foreigners, pagans], nor with their [pagan
government] gods [laws or judges]. They shall not dwell in your land [and you shall not dwell in theirs by
becoming a “resident” or domiciliary in the process of contracting with them], lest they make you sin against Me
[God]. For if you serve their [government] gods [under contract or agreement or franchise], it will surely be a
snare to you.”

[Exodus 23:32-33, Bible, NKJV]

SATAN’S MAIN SOURCE OF STRENGTH is tempting people to GIVE UP EQUALITY and rights in exchange for
privileges, franchises, or “benefits”. That’s what the serpent did in the garden and that’s what every government since then
has made a BUSINESS out of called a “franchise”.

“Again, the devil took Him [Jesus] up on an exceedingly high [civil/legal status above all other humans]
mountain, and showed Him all the kingdoms of the world and their glory. And he said to Him, “All these things
[“BENEFITS”] | will give You if You will fall down [BELOW Satan but ABOVE other humans] and worship
[serve as a PUBLIC OFFICER] me.”

Then Jesus said to him, “Away with you, Satan! For it is written, ‘You shall worship the Lord your God, and
Him only you shall serve.’”

Then the devil left Him, and behold, angels came and ministered to Him.”
[Matt. 4:8-11, Bible, NKJV]

If you want a dramatization of the above temptation, watch the following video on our site:

Devil’s Advocate: Lawyers, SEDM
http://sedm.org/what-we-are-up-against/

All civil societies are based on compact and therefore contract. Since Christians cannot contract with secular governments
or civil rulers, they cannot become subject to man’s pagan civil franchise statutes and may be governed only by the common
law and God’s law:

“Our government is founded upon compact. Sovereignty was, and is, in the people. It was entrusted by them,
as far as was necessary for the purpose of forming a good government, to the Federal Convention; and the
Convention executed their trust, by effectually separating the Legislative, Judicial, and Executive powers; which,
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in the contemplation of our Constitution, are each a branch of the sovereignty. The well-being of the whole
depends upon keeping each department within its limits. ”
[Glass v. The Sloop Betsey, 3 U.S. 6, 3 Dall. 6, 1 L.Ed. 485 (1794)]

“There is but one law which, from its nature, needs unanimous consent. This is the social compact; for civil
association is the most voluntary of all acts. Every man being born free and his own master, no one, under any
pretext whatsoever, can make any man subject without his consent. To decide that the son of a slave is born a
slave is to decide that he is not born a man.”

[The Social Contract or Principles of Political Right, Jean Jacques Rousseau, 1762, Book IV, Chapter 2]

“Then Haman said to King Ahasuerus, “There is a certain people [the Jews, who today are the equivalent of
Christians] scattered and dispersed among the people in all the provinces of your kingdom; their [CIVIL] laws
are different from all other people’s [because they are God'’s laws!], and they do not keep the king’s [unjust]
laws. Therefore it is not fitting for the king to let them remain. If it pleases the king, let a decree be written that
they be destroyed, and | will pay ten thousand talents of silver into the hands of those who do the work, to bring
it into the king’s treasuries.”

[Esther 3:8-9, Bible, NKJV]

i

“Those people who are not governed [ONLY] by GOD and His laws will be ruled by #yrants.
[William Penn (after whom Pennsylvania was named)]

“A free people [claim] their rights as derived from the laws of nature [God and His laws], and not as the gift of
[the civil franchise statutes enforced by] their chief magistrate [or any government law].”
[Thomas Jefferson: Rights of British America, 1774. ME 1:209, Papers 1:134]

8.2 Law is a Delegation of authority from the true sovereign: The People?

What is the purpose of law? First, let’s define it:

Law. That which is laid down, ordained, or established. A rule or method according to which phenomenon or
actions co-exist or follow each other. Law, in its generic sense, is a body of rules of action or conduct prescribed
by controlling authority[the “sovereign’], and having binding legal force. United States Fidelity and Guaranty
Co. v. Guenther, 281 U.S. 34, 50 S.Ct. 165, 74 L.Ed. 683. That which must be obeyed and followed by citizens
subject to sanctions or legal consequences is a law. Law is a solemn expression of the will of the supreme
[sovereign] power of the State. Calif.Civil Code, §22.

The “law” of a state is to be found in its statutory and constitutional enactments, as interpreted by its courts, and,
in absence of statute law, in rulings of its courts. Dauer’s Estate v. Zabel, 9 Mich.App. 176, 156 N.W.2d. 34, 37.
[Black’s Law Dictionary, Sixth Edition, p. 884]

In other words, the “sovereign” within any nation or state is the ruler of that state and makes all the rules and laws with the
explicit intention to provide the most complete protection for his, her, or their rights to life, liberty, and property. Different
political systems have different sovereigns. In England, which is a monarchy, the sovereign is the King so all laws are enacted
by Parliament by or through his delegated authority. In America, the “sovereign” is the People both individually and
collectively, “We the People”, who created government to protect their collective and individual rights to life, liberty, and
property. Here is how the Supreme Court describes it:

“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. ”

[Yick Wo v. Hopkins, 118 U.S. 356; 6 S.Ct. 1064 (1886)]

Because the People in America are the sovereigns, because we are all equal under the law, and because we have no kings or
rulers above us, and because all people have a natural, God-given, inviolable right to contract, then the Constitution was used
as the vehicle by which the people got together to exercise their sovereignty and power to contract in order to delegate very
limited and specific authority to the federal government. Any act done and any law passed by the federal government which
is not authorized by the Constitution is unlawful, because it is not authorized by the written contract called the Constitution
that is the source of ALL of their delegated authority. Again, here is how the Supreme Court describes our system of
government, which it says is based on “compact”.

“In Europe, the executive is synonymous with the sovereign power of a state...where it is too commonly acquired
by force or fraud, or both...In America, however the case is widely different. Our government is founded upon

2 Derived from: Great IRS Hoax, Form #11.302, Section 3.3; http://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm.
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compact [consent expressed in a written contract called a Constitution or in positive law]. Sovereignty was,

and is, in the people.”
[Glass v. The Sloop Betsey, 3 (U.S.) Dall 6]

Below is the legal definition of “compact” to prove our point that the Constitution and all federal law written in furtherance
of it are indeed a “contract”:

“Compact, n. An agreement or contract between persons, nations, or states. Commonly applied to working
agreements between and among states concerning matters of mutual concern. A contract between parties, which
creates obligations and rights capable of being enforced and contemplated as such between the parties, in their
distinct and independent characters. A mutual consent of parties concerned respecting some property or right
that is the object of the stipulation, or something that is to be done or forborne. See also Compact clause;
Confederacy; Interstate compact; Treaty.”

[Black’s Law Dictionary, Sixth Edition, p. 281]

Enacting a mutual agreement into positive law and which takes the form of a Constitution, then, becomes the vehicle for
proving the fact that the People collectively agreed and directly consented to allow the government to pass laws that will
protect their rights. When our federal government then passes laws or “acts”, the Congressional Record becomes the legal
evidence or proof of all of the elected representatives who consented to the agreement. Since we sent these representatives
to Washington D.C. to represent our interests, then the result is that we indirectly consented to allow them to bind us to any
new agreements or contracts (called statutes) written in furtherance of our interests. If the statute or law passed by Congress
will have an adverse impact on our rights, it can then be said that indirectly we consented or agreed to any adverse impact,
because the majority voted in favor of their elected representatives.

Public servants then, are just the apparatus or tool or machinery that the sovereign People use for protecting their life, liberty,
and property and thereby governing themselves. It is ironic that the most important single force that law is there to protect
from is disobedient public servants who want to usurp authority from the people. Our federal government essentially is
structured as an independent contractor to the sovereign states, and the contract is the Constitution. The Contract delegated
authority or jurisdiction only over foreign affairs and foreign commerce. There are a few very minor exceptions to this
general rule which we will discuss subsequently. As the definition above shows, the apparatus and machinery of government
is simply the “rudder” that steers the ship, but the Captain of the ship is the People individually and collectively. In a true
Republican Form of Government, the REAL government is the people individually and collectively, and not their public
servants.

Law is therefore the contractual method used by the sovereign for delegating his authority to those under him and for
governing and ruling the nation. Frederic Bastiat in his book The Law, further helps us define and understand the purpose of
law:

We must remember that law is force, and that, consequently, the proper functions of the law cannot lawfully
extend beyond the proper functions of force. When law and force keep a person within the bounds of justice, they
impose nothing but a mere negation. They oblige him only to abstain from harming others. They violate neither
his personality, his liberty nor his property. They safequard all of these. They are defensive; they defend equally

the rights of all.?®

So we can see that law is force and that it must apply equally to all if liberty is to be protected. If it applies unequally to one
class of persons over another, then it turns from being an instrument of liberty to an instrument of oppression and tyranny.

Many people think the purpose of law is to promote public policy. According to Bastiat, the purpose of law is to remedy
injustice after it occurs, and there is a world of difference between these two opposing views. The law, in fact, is only there
for public protection, but NOT for public advocacy of what some bureaucrat “thinks” would be good. Law is a negative
concept and not a positive concept. Law is there to provide remedy for harm AFTER an injury occurs, not to encourage or
mandate some FUTURE good. Even the Bible agrees with this conclusion, where the Apostle Paul says:

For the commandments, “You shall not commit adultery,” “You shall not murder,” “You shall not steal,” “You
shall not bear false witness,” “You shall not covet,” and if there is any other commandment, are all summed up
in this saying, namely, “You shall love your neighbor as yourself.”

Love does no harm to a neighbor; therefore love is the fulfillment of the law.
[Romans 13:9-10, Bible, NKJV]

2 The Law, Frederic Bastiat, 1850.
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“Do not strive with a man without cause, if he has done you no harm.”
[Prov. 3:30, Bible, NKJV]

Our interpretation of what the above scriptures are saying is that you should not confront, interfere with, strive, or oppose a
man unless he has done you some personal harm or is about to cause you harm and you want to prevent it. Your legal rights
define and circumscribe the boundary over which he cannot cross without doing you harm. The act of him doing you harm
is referred to as “evil”. The law is the vehicle for rebuking and correcting the evil and harm under such circumstances and
that is its only legitimate purpose. As we made plain in the introduction to Chapter 1, Christians are commanded in Eccl.
12:13-14 to “fear the Lord”, and “fearing the Lord” is defined in Prov. 8:13 as “hating evil”, which means eliminating and
opposing it at every opportunity. The process of acquiring knowledge about what is evil and hating evil is called “morality”,
and it is the purpose of parenting and every good government to develop and encourage morality in everyone in society.

“Of all the dispositions and habits which lead to political prosperity, Religion and morality are indispensable
supports. In vain would that man claim the tribute of Patriotism who should labour to subvert these great Pillars
of human happiness, these firmest props of the duties of Men and citizens. The mere politician, equally with the
pious man, ought to respect and to cherish them. A volume could not trace all their connections with private and
public felicity. Let it simply be asked, “where is the security for property, for reputation, for life, if the sense of
religious obligation desert the oaths which are the instruments of investigation in courts of justice?” And let us
with caution indulge the supposition that morality can be maintained without religion. Whatever may be conceded
to the influence of refined education on minds of peculiar structure, reason and experience both forbid us to
expect that national morality can prevail in exclusion of religious principle.”

[George Washington in his Farewell Address; SOURCE:
http://famguardian.org/Subjects/LawAndGovt/History/GWashingtonFarewell.htm ; See also George
Washington’s Farewell Address Presented by Pastor Garrett Lear,
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=6emyK7umXGq]

Consequently, the purpose of the law from a spiritual and legal perspective is only to provide remedy for harm AFTER an
injury occurs, not to encourage or mandate some FUTURE good, “benefit”, or even civil political objective. Here is another
excerpt from Bastiat’s book, The Law, that explains this assertion:

Law Is a Negative Concept

The harmlessness of the mission performed by law and lawful defense is self-evident; the usefulness is obvious;
and the legitimacy cannot be disputed.

As a friend of mine once remarked, this negative concept of law is so true that the statement, the purpose of the
law is to cause justice to reign, is not a rigorously accurate statement. It ought to be stated that the purpose of
the law is to prevent injustice from reigning. In fact, it is injustice, instead of justice, that has an existence of its
own. Justice is achieved only when injustice is absent.

But when the law, by means of its necessary agent, force, imposes upon men a regulation of labor, a method
or a subject of education, a religious faith or creed - then the law is no longer negative; it acts positively upon
people. It substitutes the will of the legislator for their own initiatives. When this happens, the people no longer
need to discuss, to compare, to plan ahead; the law does all this for them. Intelligence becomes a useless prop
for the people; they cease to be men; they lose their personality, their liberty, their property.

Try to imagine a regulation of labor imposed by force that is not a violation of liberty; a transfer of wealth
imposed by force that is not a violation of property. If you cannot reconcile these contradictions, then you must
conclude that the law cannot organize labor and industry without organizing injustice.

[The Law, Frederic Bastiat, 1850; SOURCE: https://famguardian.org/Publications/TheLaw/TheLaw.htm]

Thomas Jefferson, one of our founding fathers, agreed with this philosophy when he said:

"With all [our] blessings, what more is necessary to make us a happy and a prosperous people? Still one thing
more, fellow citizens--a_wise and frugal Government, which shall restrain men from injuring one another
[prevent injustice, NOT promote justice], shall leave them otherwise free to regulate their own pursuits of
industry and improvement, and shall not take from the mouth of labor the bread it has earned. This is the sum
of good government, and this is necessary to close the circle of our felicities."

[Thomas Jefferson: 1st Inaugural, 1801. ME 3:320]
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The purpose of the law also cannot be to promote charity, because charity and force are incompatible. Promoting charity
with the law is promoting INjustice, which cannot be the proper role of law. Law should only be used to prevent injustice.
Here is Bastiat’s perspective from The Law again:

The Law and Charity

You say: "There are persons who have no money," and you turn to the law, but the law is not a breast that fills
itself with milk. Nor are the lacteal veins of the law supplied with milk from a source outside the society. Nothing
can enter the public treasury for the benefit of one citizen or one class unless other citizens and other classes
have been forced to send it in. If every person draws from the treasury the amount that he has put in it, it is
true that the law then plunders nobody. But this procedure does nothing for the persons who have no money.
It does not promote equality of income. The law can be an instrument of equalization only as it takes from
some persons and gives to other persons. When the law does this, it is an instrument of plunder.

[The Law, Frederic Bastiat, 1850; SOURCE: https://famguardian.org/Publications/TheLaw/TheLaw.htm]

Another word for plunder is theft. Whenever the government or the people use the law as an instrument of theft, and the
government as a Robinhood, then the purpose of government turns from punishing past injustice to:

1. Punishing success by making people who work harder and earn more pay a higher percentage of their income in taxes.
This discourages a proper work ethic.

2. Robbing the rich to give to those who have the most votes. This causes democracies to devolve into “mobocracies”

eventually, as low income persons vote for persons who will rob the rich and give them something for nothing. (We

already have this, in that older people vote consistently for politicians who will expand and protect their social security

benefits, which aren’t a trust fund at all, but instead are a Ponzi scheme paid for by younger workers, moving money

from hand-to-mouth).”

An agent of organized extortion and lawlessness.

A destabilizing force in society that undermines public trust and encourages political apathy (voter participation is the

lowest it has been in years.. ever wonder why).

~w

Here is what the Supreme Court had to say about this type of plunder:

"To lay with one hand the power of government on the property of the citizen, and with the other to bestow it on
favored individuals.. is none the less robbery because it is done under the forms of law and is called taxation.
This is not legislation. It is a decree under legislative forms."

[Loan Association v. Topeka, 20 Wall. 655 (1874)]

"A tax, in the general understanding of the term and as used in the constitution, signifies an exaction for the
support of the government. The word [tax] has never thought to connote the

expropriation of money from one group for the benefit of another.~
[U.S. v. Butler, 297 U.S. 1 (1936)]

The U.S. Supreme Court in the landmark case of Pollock v. Farmers’ Loan and Trust Co., 157 U.S. 429 (1895) said the
following regarding what happens when the government becomes a Robinhood and tries to promote equality of result rather
than equality of opportunity. We end up with class warfare in society done using the force of law and a mobocracy mentality:

“The present assault upon capital is but the beginning. It will be but the stepping stone to others larger and
more sweeping, until our political contest will become war of the poor against the rich; a war of growing
intensity and bitterness.

The legislation, in the discrimination it makes, is class legislation. Whenever a distinction is made in the burdens
a law imposes or in the benefits it confers on any citizens by reason of their birth, or wealth, or religion, it is class
legislation, and leads inevitably to oppression and abuses, and to general unrest and disturbance in society.”

Routine use of government as a means to plunder and rob from its people through taxation is the foundation of socialism.
Socialism, therefore, is a form of institutionalized or organized crime. Socialism is also incompatible with Christianity, as
discussed in Socialism: The New American Civil Religion, Form #05.016, Section 4.2. Social Security, Medicare,
Unemployment taxes and other government entitlement programs are examples of socialist programs which amount to
organized crime to the extent that participation in them is compulsory or mandatory. For all practical purposes in today’s
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society, participation in these programs is mandatory for the average employee. Therefore, our government has become an
organized crime ring that can and should be prosecuted under RICO laws (18 U.S.C. §225) for racketeering and extortion.

8.3 How law protects the sovereign people: By limiting government power?

The main purpose of law is to limit government power in order to protect and preserve, freedom, choice, and the sovereignty
of the people.

“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. ”

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

An important implication of the use of law to limit government power is the following inferences unavoidably arising from

11. The purpose of law is to define and thereby limit government power.

12. All law acts as a delegation of authority order upon those serving in the government.

13. You cannot limit government power without definitions that are limiting.

14. A definition that does not limit the thing or class of thing defined is no definition at all from a legal perspective and
causes anything that depends on that definition to be political rather than legal in nature. By political, we mean a
function exercised ONLY by the LEGISLATIVE or EXECUTIVE branch.

15. Where the definitions in the law are clear, judges have no discretion to expand the meaning of words. Therefore the
main method of expanding government power and creating what the supreme court calls “arbitrary power” is to use
terms in the law that are vague, undefined, “general expressions”, or which don’t define the context implied.

16. We define “general expressions” as those which:

16.1. The speaker is either not accountable or REFUSES to be accountable for the accuracy or truthfulness or definition
of the word or expression.

16.2. Fail to recognize that there are multiple contexts in which the word could be used.

16.2.1. CONSTITUTIONAL (States of the Union).
16.2.2. STATUTORY (federal territory).

16.3. Are susceptible to two or more CONTEXTS or interpretations, one of which the government representative
interpreting the context stands to benefit from handsomely. Thus, “equivocation” is undertaken, in which they
TELL you they mean the CONSTITUTIONAL interpretation but after receiving your form or pleading, interpret
it to mean the STATUTORY context.

equivocation

EQUIVOCA'TION, n. Ambiguity of speech; the use of words or expressions that are susceptible of a double
signification. Hypocrites are often guilty of equivocation, and by this means lose the confidence of their fellow
men. Equivocation is incompatible with the Christian character and profession.

[SOURCE: http://1828.mshaffer.com/d/search/word,equivocation]

Equivocation ("to call by the same name") is an informal logical fallacy. It is the misleading use of a term with
more than one meaning or sense (by glossing over which meaning is intended at a particular time). It generally
occurs with polysemic words (words with multiple meanings).

Albeit in common parlance it is used in a variety of contexts, when discussed as a fallacy, equivocation only
occurs when the arguer makes a word or phrase employed in two (or more) different senses in an argument
appear to have the same meaning throughout.

% Source: Legal Deception, Propaganda, and Fraud, Form #05.014, Section 5; http://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm.
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1 It is therefore distinct from (semantic) ambiguity, which means that the context doesn't make the meaning of the

2 word or phrase clear, and amphiboly (or syntactical ambiguity), which refers to ambiguous sentence structure

3 due to punctuation or syntax.

4 [Wikipedia: Equivocation, Downloaded 9/15/2015; SOURCE: https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Equivocation]

5 16.4. PRESUME that all contexts are equivalent, meaning that CONSTITUTIONAL and STATUTORY are equivalent.
6 16.5. Fail to identify the specific context implied.

7 16.6. Fail to provide an actionable definition for the term that is useful as evidence in court.

8 16.7. Government representatives actively interfere with or even penalize efforts by the applicant to define the context
9 of the terms so that they can protect their right to make injurious presumptions about their meaning.

10 17. Any attempt to assert any authority by anyone in government to add anything they want to the definition of a thing in

11 the law unavoidably creates a government of UNLIMITED power.

12 18. Anyone who can add anything to the definition of a word in the law that does not expressly appear SOMEWHERE in
13 the law is exercising a LEGISLATIVE and POLITICAL function of the LEGISLATIVE branch and is NOT acting as a
14 judge or a jurist.

15 19. The only people in government who can act in a LEGISLATIVE capacity are the LEGISLATIVE branch under our

16 system of three branches of government: LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, and JUDICIAL.

17 20. Any attempt to combine or consolidate any of the powers of each of the three branches into the other branch results in
18 tyranny.

19 “When the legislative and executive powers are united in the same person, or in the same body of magistrates,
20 there can be no liberty; because apprehensions may arise, lest the same monarch or senate should enact
21 tyrannical laws, to execute them in a tyrannical manner.

22 Adgain, there is no liberty, if the judiciary power be not separated from the legislative and executive. Were it
23 joined with the legislative, the life and liberty of the subject would be exposed to arbitrary control; for the judge
24 would be then the legislator. Were it joined to the executive power, the judge might behave with violence and
25 oppression [sound familiar?].

26 There would be an end of everything, were the same man or the same body, whether of the nobles or of the
27 people, to exercise those three powers, that of enacting laws, that of executing the public resolutions, and of
28 trying the causes of individuals. ”

29 [-]

30 In what a situation must the poor subject be in those republics! The same body of magistrates are possessed,
31 as executors of the laws, of the whole power they have given themselves in quality of legislators. They may
32 plunder the state by their general determinations; and as they have likewise the judiciary power in their hands,
33 every private citizen may be ruined by their particular decisions.”

34 [The Spirit of Laws, Charles de Montesquieu, Book XI, Section 6, 1758;

35 SOURCE: http://famguardian.org\Publications\SpiritOfLaws\sol_11.htm]

36 8.4 Two methods of creating “obligations” clarify the definition of “law”

37 The legal definition of “law” can be easily discerned by examining HOW “obligations” are created. The California Civil
38 Code, Section 1427 defines what an obligation or duty is:

39 California Civil Code - CIV

40 DIVISION 3. OBLIGATIONS [1427 - 3272.9]

41 ( Heading of Division 3 amended by Stats. 1988, Ch. 160, Sec. 14.)

42 PART 1. OBLIGATIONS IN GENERAL [1427 - 1543] ( Part 1 enacted 1872.)

43 TITLE 1. DEFINITION OF OBLIGATIONS [1427 - [1428.]] ( Title 1 enacted 1872.)

44 1427. An obligation is a legal duty, by which a person is bound to do or not to do a certain thing.
45 (Enacted 1872.)

4 The California Civil Code then describes how obligations may lawfully be created. Section 22.2 of the California Civil Code
47 (“CCC”) shows that the common law shall be the rule of decision in all the courts of this State. CCC section 1428 establishes
4 that obligations are legal duties arising either from contract of the parties, or the operation of law (nothing else). CCC section
49 1708 states that the obligations imposed by operation of law are only to abstain from injuring the person or property of
so  another, or infringing upon any of his or her rights.
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California Civil Code - CIV
DEFINITIONS AND SOURCES OF LAW
(Heading added by Stats. 1951, Ch. 655, in conjunction with Sections 22, 22.1, and 22.2 )

22.2. The common law of England, so far as it is not repugnant to or inconsistent with the Constitution of the
United States, or the Constitution or laws of this State, is the rule of decision in all the courts of this State. (Added
by Stats. 1951, Ch. 655.)

California Civil Code — CIV
DIVISION 3. OBLIGATIONS [1427 - 3272.9]
( Heading of Division 3 amended by Stats. 1988, Ch. 160, Sec. 14.)
PART 1. OBLIGATIONS IN GENERAL [1427 - 1543] ( Part 1 enacted 1872.)
TITLE 1. DEFINITION OF OBLIGATIONS [1427 - [1428.]] (Title 1 enacted 1872.)

[1428.] Section Fourteen Hundred and Twenty-eight. An obligation arises either from:
One — The contract of the parties; or,

Two — The operation of law. An obligation arising from operation of law may be enforced in the manner
provided by law, or by civil action or proceeding.

(Amended by Code Amendments 1873-74, Ch. 612.)

California Civil Code — CIV
DIVISION 3. OBLIGATIONS [1427 - 3272.9]
(Heading of Division 3 amended by Stats. 1988, Ch. 160, Sec. 14.)
PART 3. OBLIGATIONS IMPOSED BY LAW [1708 - 1725]
(Part 3 enacted 1872.)

1708. Every person is bound [OBLIGATED], without contract, to abstain from injuring the person or property
of _another, or infringing upon any of his or her rights.

(Amended by Stats. 2002, Ch. 664, Sec. 38.5. Effective January 1, 2003.)

The phrase “operation of law” uses the word “law” and therefore implies REAL law. REAL law in turn consists of ONLY
the common law and the Constitution, as we prove in this document.

Based on the above provisions of the California Civil Code, when anyone from the government seeks to either
administratively or judicially enforce a “duty” or “obligation”, such as in tax correspondence, they have the burden of proof
to demonstrate.

1. That you expressly consented to a contract with them. This would include:
1.1. Written agreements.
1.2. Trusts.
1.3. Statutory franchises.
This class of obligations is what we call “private law” or “special law” throughout this document. It is NOT “law” in a
classical sense.
2. That “operation of law” is involved. In other words, that:
2.1. You injured a specific, identified flesh and blood person. . . and
2.2. The injured party has standing to sue in a civil or common law action. . .and
2.3. The party against whom the enforcement action is imposed DOES NOT consent.
THIS is what we refer to as “PUBLIC law” or “law” in this document.

They must meet the above burden of proof with legally admissible evidence and may not satisfy that burden with either a
belief or a presumption. Pursuant to Federal Rule of Evidence 610, neither beliefs or opinions constitute legally admissible
evidence. Likewise, a presumption is not legally admissible evidence for the same reason. We cover why presumptions are
not evidence in:
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Presumption: Chief Weapon for Unlawfully Enlarging Federal Jurisdiction, Form #05.017
https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm

In practice, they NEVER can meet the above burden of proof and consequently, you will always win when they send you a
tax collection notice if you know what you are doing and have read this document! That is PRECISELY why we claim and
can prove that the present government is DE FACTO rather than DE JURE, as described in:

De Facto Government Scam, Form #05.043
https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm

The first option above, contracts, is described in:

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

The first option, meaning contracts, is EXCLUDED from the definition of “law” based on the following.

Municipal law, thus understood, is properly defined to be “a rule of civil conduct prescribed by the supreme
power in a state, commanding what is right and prohibiting what is wrong. ”

L]

It is also called a rule to distinguish it from a compact or agreement; for a compact is a promise proceeding
from us, law is a command directed to us. The language of a compact is, “7 will, or will not, do #his ”’; that of a
law is, “thou shalt, or shalt not, do iz.” It is true there is an obligation which a compact carries with it, equal in
point of conscience to that of a law; but then the original of the obligation is different. In compacts we ourselves
determine and promise what shall be done, before we are obliged to do it; in laws. we are obliged to act without
ourselves determining or promising anything at all. Upon these accounts law is defined to be “a rule.”
[Readings on the History and System of the Common Law, Second Edition, Roscoe Pound, 1925, p. 4]

Real “law” is what the above refers to as “a rule of civil conduct”. By that definition, it can only refer to the common law.
Why? Because domicile is a prerequisite to enforcing civil STATUTES and it is voluntary and requires consent in some
form, as we prove in the following document:

Why Domicile and Becoming a “Taxpayer’ Require Your Consent, Form #05.002
https://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm

Any enforcement action that does NOT satisfy the burden of proof or proceeds upon PRESUMPTION in satisfying the above
is, by definition:

1. An “injustice”, because it violates your right to be left alone.
2. Aviolation of due process of law because it is NOT proceeding with evidence. PRESUMPTIONS are NOT
“evidence” or a substitute for evidence. See:
Presumption: Chief Weapon for Unlawfully Enlarging Federal Jurisdiction, Form #05.017
https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm
3. A purely private commercial transaction. As such, if the Plaintiff or the enforcer claim to be a “government”, they:
3.1. Are subject to the Clearfield Doctrine. See United States v. Winstar Corp., 518 U.S. 839 (1996) .
3.2. Are “purposefully availing themselves” of commerce in an otherwise legislatively but not constitutionally foreign
jurisdiction. Hence they waive sovereign, official, and judicial immunity.
3.3. Waive sovereign, official, and judicial immunity under the Foreign Sovereign Immunities Act, 28 U.S.C. Chapter
97.
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/28/part-1V/chapter-97
4. A non-governmental function. REAL government PROTECTS absolutely owned private property rather than making
a business or “trade or business” out of converting it to PUBLIC property or property CONTROLLED by the public.

"For the principal aim of society is to protect individuals in the enjoyment of those absolute rights, which were
vested in them by the immutable laws of nature; but which could not be preserved in peace without the mutual
assistance and intercourse, which is gained by the institution of friendly and social communities. Hence it follows,
that the first and primary end of human laws is to maintain and regulate these absolute rights of individuals."
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"By the absolute rights of individuals we mean those which are so in their primary and strictest sense; such as
would belong to their persons merely in a state of nature, and which every man is entitled to enjoy whether out
of society or in it." - Ibid.

[William Blackstone, Commentaries (1765)]

"Under basic rules of construction, statutory laws enacted by legislative bodies cannot impair rights given under
a constitution. 194 B.R. at 925.
[In re Young, 235 B.R. 666 (Bankr.M.D.Fla., 1999)]

“The rights of the individuals are restricted only to the extent that they have been voluntarily surrendered by the
citizenship to the agencies of government."
[City of Dallas v Mitchell, 245 S.W. 944]

“Life, faculties, production— in other words individuality, liberty, property— that is man. And in spite of the
cunning of artful political leaders, these three gifts from God precede all human legislation, and are superior to
it.”

[Frederic Bastiat (b. 1801 - d. 1850), The Law; http://famguardian.org/Publications/TheLaw/TheLaw.htm]

[More at: Unalienable Rights Course, Form #12.038; https://sedm.org/LibertyU/UnalienableRights.pdf]

“PROPERTY. Rightful dominion over external objects; ownership; the unrestricted and exclusive right to a
thing; the right to dispose of the substance of a thing in every legal way, to possess it, to use it and to exclude
every one else from interfering with it. Mackeld. Rom. Law, § 265.

Property is the highest right a man can have to anything; being used for that right which one has to lands or
tenements, goods or chattels, which no way depends on another man's courtesy. Jackson ex dem. Pearson v.
Housel, 17 Johns. 281, 283.

A right imparting to the owner a power of indefinite user, capable of being transmitted to universal successors
by way of descent, and imparting to the owner the power of disposition, from himself and his successors per
universitatem, and from all other persons who have a spes successions under any existing concession or
disposition, in favor of such person or series of persons as he may choose, with the like capacities and powers as
he had himself, and under such conditions as the municipal or particular law allows to be annexed to the
dispositions of private persons. Aust. Jur. (Campbell’s Ed.) § 1103.

The right of property is that sole and despotic dominion which one man claims and exercises over the external
things of the world, in total exclusion of the right of any other individual in the universe. It consists in the free
use, enjoyment and disposal of all a person's acquisitions, without any control or diminution save only by the
laws of the land. 1 Bl.Comm. 138; 2 Bl.Comm. 2, 15.

The word is also commonly used to denote any external object over which, the right of property is exercised. In
this sense i t is a very wide term, and includes every class of acquisitions which a man can own or have an interest
in. See Scranton v. Wheeler, 179 D.S. 141, 21 Sup.Ct. 48, 45 L.Ed. 126; Lawrence v. Hennessey, 165 Mo. 659,
65 S.W. 717; Boston & L. R. Corp. v. Salem & L. R. Co., 2 Gray (Mass.), 35; National Tel. News Co. v. Western
Union Tel. Co., 119 Fed. 294, 56 C.C.A. 198, 60 L.R.A. 805; Hamilton v. Rathbone, 175 U.S. 414, 20 Sup.Ct.
155, 44 L.Ed. 219; Stanton v. Lewis, 26 Conn. 449; Wilson v. Ward Lumber Co. (C. C.) 67 Fed. 674.

—Absolute property . In respect to chattels personal property is said to be “absolute” where a man has, solely
and exclusively, the right and also the occupation of any movable chattels, so permanent, but may at some times
subsist and not at other times; such for example, as the property a man may have in wild animals which he has

A request by the Plaintiff and the GOVERNMENT court or administrative enforcer to procure absolutely owned
private property.
5.1. That property is, at minimum, the “services” needed to respond to the ILLEGAL and even
UNCONSTITUTIONAL enforcement action.
5.2. The property might also include any and all property or services that might be awarded as a consequence of the
enforcement proceeding.
An attempt to make you into a Merchant under U.C.C. §2-104(1) who is SELLING absolutely owned private property
to the Plaintiff or GOVERNMENT administrative enforcer.
A request or OFFER by the Plaintiff or GOVERNMENT administrative enforcer to become a Buyer under U.C.C. §2-
103(1)(a) of your absolutely owned private property.
A request for you to specify any and all CONDITIONS you want to attach to the use, custody, or control of your
absolutely owned private property.
8.1. As the absolute owner, you have a PRIVATE and CONSTITUTIONAL right to dictate any and ALL conditions
you wish to attach to the use of your property.
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1 caught and keeps, and which are his only so long as he retains possession of them. 2 Bl.Comm. 389.—Real
2 property . A general term for lands, tenements, and hereditaments; property which, on the death of the owner
3 intestate, passes to his heir. Real property is either corporeal or incorporeal. See Code N. Y. § 462 — Separate
4 property . The separate property of a married woman is that which she owns in her own right, which is liable
5 only for her own debts, and which she can incumber and dispose of at her own will.—Special property. Property
6 of a qualified, temporary, or limited nature; as distinguished from absolute, general, or unconditional property.
7 Such is the property of a bailee in the article bailed, of a sheriff in goods temporarily in his hands under a levy,
8 of the finder of lost goods while looking for the owner, of a person in wild animals which he has caught. Stief v.
9 Hart, 1 N.Y. 24; Moulton v. Witherell, 52 Me. 242; Eisendrath v. Knauer, 64 111. 402; Phelps v. People, 72 N.Y.
10 357.

11 [Black’s Law Dictionary, Second Edition, p. 955]

12 8.2. If you fail to specify the terms and conditions of the GRANT or RENTAL of your absolutely owned private
13 property to the opposing party, you are PRESUMED to DONATE the property to the Plaintiff or
14 GOVERNMENT enforcer.

15 CONSENT. An agreement to something proposed, and differs from assent. (g.v.) Wolff, Ins. Nat. part 1, SSSS 27-
16 30; Pard. Dr. Com. part 2, tit. 1, n. 1, 38 to 178. Consent supposes,

17 1. a physical power to act; 2. a moral power of acting; 3. a serious, determined, and free use of these powers.
18 Fonb. Eq. B; 1, c. 2, s. 1; Grot. de Jure Belli et Pacis, lib. 2, c. 11, s. 6.

19 2. Consent is either express or implied. Express, when it is given viva voce, or in writing; implied, when it is

20 manifested by signs, actions, or facts, or by inaction or silence, which raise a presumption that the consent has

21 been given.

22 [.]

23 8. - 6. Courts of equity have established the rule, that when the true owner of property stands by, and knowingly

24 suffers a stranger to sell the same as his own, without objection, this will be such implied consent as to render

25 the sale valid against the true owner. Story on Ag. Sec. 91, Story on Eq. Jur. Sec. 385 to 390. And courts of law,

26 unless restrained by technical formalities, act upon the principles of justice; as, for example, when a man

27 permitted, without objection, the sale of his goods under an execution against another person. 6 Adolph. & EI 11.

28 469; 9 Barn. & Cr. 586; 3 Barn. & Adolph. 318, note.

29 [Bouvier’s Law Dictionary, Fourth Edition, 1848]

s Toensure that you are NEVER victimized by the ILLEGAL or UNCONSTITUTIONAL enforcement actions of especially
a1 government or de facto government enforcement actions, we recommend the following resources and/or examples to use in
322 your defense. These documents identify YOU as the Merchant, the enforcer as the Buyer, and specify powerful “default
33 terms and conditions” to the grant of your absolutely owned private property to them:

34 1. Tax Form Attachment, Form #04.201

35 https://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm

3% 2. Affidavit of Citizenship, Domicile, and Tax Status, Form #02.001
37 https://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm

38 3. Injury Defense Franchise and Agreement, Form #06.027

39 https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm

40 8.5  Authorities on “law”

4 “True Law is right reason in agreement with Nature, it is of universal application, unchanging and everlasting;
42 it summons to duty by its commands and averts from wrong-doing by its prohibitions. And it does not lay its
43 commands or prohibitions upon good men in vain, although neither have any effect upon the wicked. It is a sin to
44 try to alter this law, nor is it allowable to try to repeal a part of it, and it is impossible to abolish it entirely. We
45 cannot be freed from its obligations by Senate or People, and we need not look outside ourselves for an expounder
46 or interpreter of it. And there will not be different laws at Rome or at Athens, or different laws now and in the
47 future, but one eternal and unchangeable law will be valid for all times and all nations, and there will be one
48 master and one rule, that is God, for He is the author of this law, its promulgator, and its enforcing judge. ”

49 [Marcus Tullius Cicero, 106-43 B.C.; SOURCE: http://sedm.org/disclaimer.htm]

50 “Power and law are not synonymous. In truth, they are frequently in opposition and irreconcilable. There is
51 God's Law from which all equitable laws of man emerge and by which men must live if they are not to die in
52 oppression, chaos and despair. Divorced from God ‘s eternal and immutable Law, established before the founding
53 of the suns, man ‘s power is evil no matter the noble words with which it is employed or the motives urged when
54 enforcing it. Men of good will, mindful therefore of the Law laid down by God, will oppose governments whose
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rule is by men, and if they wish to survive as a nation they will destroy the [de facto] government which attempts
to adjudicate by the whim of venal judges.”
[Marcus Tullius Cicero, 106-43 B.C.; SOURCE: http://sedm.org/disclaimer.htm]

“Of liberty | would say that, in the whole plenitude of its extent, it is unobstructed action according to our will.
But rightful liberty is unobstructed action according to our will within limits drawn around us by the equal rights
of others [Form #05.033]. | do not add ‘within the limits of the /aw, ’ because law is often but the #yrant’s will,
and always so when it violates the [PRIVATE] right of an individual.”

[Thomas Jefferson to Isaac H. Tiffany, 1819, From: Thomas Jefferson on Politics and Government, Section 1.2;
SOURCE: http://famguardian.org/Subjects/Politics/ThomasJefferson/jeff0100.htm]

“I cannot subscribe to the omnipotence of a State Legislature, or that it is absolute and without control; although
its authority should not be expressly restrained by the Constitution, or fundamental law, of the State. The people
of the United States erected their Constitutions, or forms of government, to establish justice, to promote the
general welfare, to secure the blessings of liberty; and to protect their persons and property from violence. The
purposes for which men enter into society will determine the nature and terms of the social compact; and as they
are the foundation of the legislative power, they will decide what are the proper objects of it: The nature, and
ends of legislative power will limit the exercise of it. This fundamental principle flows from the very nature of our
free Republican governments, that no man should be compelled to do what the laws do not require; nor to refrain
from acts which the laws permit. There are acts which the Federal, or State, Leqgislature cannot do, without
exceeding their authority. There are certain vital principles in our free Republican governments, which will
determine and over-rule an apparent and flagrant abuse of legislative power; as to authorize manifest injustice
by positive law; or to take away that security for personal liberty, or private property, for the protection whereof
of the government was established. An ACT of the Legislature (for | cannot call it a law) contrary to the great
first principles of the social compact, cannot be considered a rightful exercise of legislative authority. The
obligation of a law in governments established on express compact, and on republican principles, must be
determined by the nature of the power, on which it is founded. A few instances will suffice to explain what |
mean. A law that punished a citizen for an innocent action, or, in other words, for an act, which, when done,
was in violation of no existing law; a law that destroys, or impairs, the lawful private contracts of citizens; a
law that makes a man a Judge in his own cause; or a law that takes property from A. and gives it to B: It is
against all reason and justice, for a people to entrust a Legislature with SUCH powers; and, therefore, it cannot
be presumed that they have done it. The genius, the nature, and the spirit, of our State Governments, amount to
a prohibition of such acts of legislation; and the general principles of law and reason forbid them. The Legislature
may enjoin, permit, forbid, and punish; they may declare new crimes; and establish rules of conduct for all its
citizens in future cases; they may command what is right, and prohibit what is wrong; but they cannot change
innocence into guilt; or punish innocence as a crime; or violate the right of an antecedent lawful private contract;
or the right of private property. To maintain that our Federal, or State, Legislature possesses such powers, if
they had not been expressly restrained; would, in my opinion, be a political heresy, altogether inadmissible in
our free republican governments. ”

[Calder v. Bull, 3 U.S. 386 (1798)]

“To lay, with one hand, the power of the government on the property of the citizen, and with the other to bestow
it upon favored individuals to aid private enterprises and build up private fortunes, is none the less a robbery
because it is done under the forms of law and is called taxation. This is not legislation. It is a decree under
legislative forms.

Nor is it taxation. ‘A tax,’ says Webster’s Dictionary, ‘is a rate or sum of money assessed on the person or
property of a citizen by government for the use of the nation or State.’ “Taxes are burdens or charges imposed
by the Legislature upon persons or property to raise money for public purpeses.’ Cooley, Const. Lim., 479.

Coulter, J., in Northern Liberties v. St. John’s Church, 13 Pa.St. 104 says, very forcibly, ‘I think the common
mind has everywhere taken in the understanding that taxes are a public imposition, levied by authority of the
government for the purposes of carrying on the government in all its machinery and operations—that they are
imposed for a public purpose.’ See, also Pray v. Northern Liberties, 31 Pa.St. 69; Matter of Mayor of N.Y., 11
Johns., 77; Camden v. Allen, 2 Dutch., 398; Sharpless v. Mayor, supra; Hanson v. Vernon, 27 la., 47; Whiting v.
Fond du Lac, supra.”

[Loan Association v. Topeka, 20 Wall. 655 (1874)]

“Law. That which is laid down, ordained, or established. A rule or method according to which phenomenon or
actions co-exist or follow each other. Law, in its generic sense, is a body of rules of action or conduct prescribed
by controlling authority, and having binding legal force. United States Fidelity and Guaranty Co. v. Guenther,
281 U.S. 34,50 S.Ct. 165, 74 L.Ed. 683. That which must be obeyed and followed by citizens subject to sanctions
or legal consequences is a law. Law is a solemn expression of the will of the supreme power of the State.
Calif.Civil Code, §22.
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The “law” of a state is to be found in its statutory and constitutional enactments, as interpreted by its courts, and,
in absence of statute law, in rulings of its courts. Dauer’s Estate v. Zabel, 9 Mich.App. 176, 156 N.W.2d. 34, 37.”
[Black’s Law Dictionary, Sixth Edition, p. 884; SOURCE:
http://famguardian.org/TaxFreedom/CitesByTopic/law.htm]

What Is Law?

What, then, is law? It is the collective organization of the individual right to lawful defense.

Each of us has a natural right — from God — to defend his person, his liberty, and his property. These are the three
basic requirements of life, and the preservation of any one of them is completely dependent upon the preservation
of the other two. For what are our faculties but the extension of our individuality? And what is property but an
extension of our faculties?

If every person has the right to defend — even by force — his person, his liberty, and his property, then it follows
that a group of men have the right to organize and support a common force to protect these rights constantly.
Thus the principle of collective right — its reason for existing, its lawfulness — is based on individual right. And
the common force that protects this collective right cannot logically have any other purpose or any other mission
than that for which it acts as a substitute. Thus, since an individual cannot lawfully use force against the person,
liberty, or property of another individual, then the common force — for the same reason — cannot lawfully be used
to destroy the person, liberty, or property of individuals or groups.

Such a perversion of force would be, in both cases, contrary to our premise. Force has been given to us to defend
our own individual rights. Who will dare to say that force has been given to us to destroy the equal rights of our
brothers? Since no individual acting separately can lawfully use force to destroy the rights of others, does it not
logically follow that the same principle also applies to the common force that is nothing more than the organized
combination of the individual forces?

If this is true, then nothing can be more evident than this: The law is the organization of the natural right of lawful
defense. It is the substitution of a common force for individual forces. And this common force is to do only what
the individual forces have a natural and lawful right to do: to protect persons, liberties, and properties; to
maintain the right of each, and to cause justice to reign over us all.

The Complete Perversion of the Law

But, unfortunately, law by no means confines itself to its proper functions. And when it has exceeded its proper
functions, it has not done so merely in some inconsequential and debatable matters. The law has gone further
than this; it has acted in direct opposition to its own purpose. The law has been used to destroy its own objective:
It has been applied to annihilating the justice that it was supposed to maintain; to limiting and destroying rights
which its real purpose was to respect. The law has placed the collective force at the disposal of the unscrupulous
who wish, without risk, to exploit the person, liberty, and property of others. It has converted plunder into a right,
defense into a crime, in order to punish lawful defense.

How has this perversion of the law been accomplished? And what have been the results?

The law has been perverted by the influence of two entirely different causes: stupid greed and false philanthropy.
Let us speak of the first.

A Fatal Tendency of Mankind

Self-preservation and self-development are common aspirations among all people. And if everyone enjoyed the
unrestricted use of his faculties and the free disposition of the fruits of his labor, social progress would be
ceaseless, uninterrupted, and unfailing.

But there is also another tendency that is common among people. When they can, they wish to live and prosper
at the expense of others. This is no rash accusation. Nor does it come from a gloomy and uncharitable spirit. The
annals of history bear witness to the truth of it: the incessant wars, mass migrations, religious persecutions,
universal slavery, dishonesty in commerce, and monopolies. This fatal desire has its origin in the very nature of
man — in that primitive, universal, and insuppressible instinct that impels him to satisfy his desires with the least
possible pain.

Property and Plunder

Man can live and satisfy his wants only by ceaseless labor, by the ceaseless application of his faculties to natural
resources. This process is the origin of property.

Legal Deception, Propaganda, and Fraud 126 of 737
Copyright Sovereignty Education and Defense Ministry, http://sedm.org
Form #05.014, Rev. 10/14/2016 EXHIBIT:


http://sedm.org/
http://famguardian.org/TaxFreedom/CitesByTopic/law.htm

10

11
12
13
14
15
16
17

18

19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31

32

33
34
35
36
37
38

39

40

2
22

43
a4
45
46

47
48
49
50
51

But it is also true that a man may live and satisfy his wants by seizing and consuming the products of the labor of
others. This process is the origin of plunder.

Now since man is naturally inclined to avoid pain — and since labor is pain in itself — it follows that men will
resort to plunder whenever plunder is easier than work. History shows this quite clearly. And under these
conditions, neither religion nor morality can stop it.

When, then, does plunder stop? It stops when it becomes more painful and more dangerous than labor.

It is evident, then, that the proper purpose of law is to use the power of its collective force to stop this fatal
tendency to plunder instead of to work. All the measures of the law should protect property and punish plunder.

But, generally, the law is made by one man or one class of men. And since law cannot operate without the sanction
and support of a dominating force, this force must be entrusted to those who make the laws.

This fact, combined with the fatal tendency that exists in the heart of man to satisfy his wants with the least
possible effort, explains the almost universal perversion of the law. Thus it is easy to understand how law, instead
of checking injustice, becomes the invincible weapon of injustice. It is easy to understand why the law is used by
the legislator to destroy in varying degrees among the rest of the people, their personal independence by slavery,
their liberty by oppression, and their property by plunder. This is done for the benefit of the person who makes
the law, and in proportion to the power that he holds.

[The Law, Frederic Bastiat, 1850; SOURCE: http://famguardian.org/Publications/TheLaw/TheLaw.htm]

“No man in this country is so high that he is above the law. No officer of the law may set that law at defiance
with impunity. All the officers of the government, from the highest to the lowest, are creatures of the law and are
bound to obey it. It is the only supreme power in our system of government, and every man who by accepting
office participates in its functions is only the more strongly bound to submit to that supremacy, and to observe
the limitations which it imposes upon the exercise of the authority which it gives, ” 106 U.S., at 220. “Shall it be
said... that the courts cannot give remedy when the Citizen has been deprived of his property by force, his estate
seized and converted to the use of the government without any lawful authority, without any process of law, and
without any compensation, because the president has ordered it and his officers are in possession? _If such be
the law of this country, it sanctions a tyranny which has no existence in the monarchies of Europe, nor in any
other government which has a just claim to well-requlated liberty and the protection of personal rights, ” 106
U.S., at 220, 221.

[United States vs. Lee, 106 U.S. 196, 1 S. Ct. 240 (1882); SOURCE:
http://famguardian.org/TaxFreedom/CitesByTopic/law.htm]

We must remember that law is force, and that, consequently, the proper functions of the law cannot lawfully
extend beyond the proper functions of force. When law and force keep a person within the bounds of justice, they
impose nothing but a mere negation. They oblige him only to abstain from harming others. They violate neither
his personality, his liberty nor his property. They safeguard all of these. They are defensive; they defend equally
the rights of all.

[The Law, Frederic Bastiat, 1850; SOURCE: http://famguardian.org/TaxFreedom/CitesByTopic/law.htm]

Law Is a Negative Concept

The harmlessness of the mission performed by law and lawful defense is self-evident; the usefulness is obvious;
and the legitimacy cannot be disputed.

As a friend of mine once remarked, this negative concept of law is so true that the statement, the purpose of the
law is to cause justice to reign, is not a rigorously accurate statement. It ought to be stated that the purpose of
the law is to prevent injustice from reigning. In fact, it is injustice, instead of justice, that has an existence of its
own. Justice is achieved only when injustice is absent.

But when the law, by means of its necessary agent, force, imposes upon men a regulation of labor, a method
or a subject of education, a religious faith or creed — then the law is no longer negative; it acts positively upon
people. It substitutes the will of the legislator for their own initiatives. When this happens, the people no longer
need to discuss, to compare, to plan ahead; the law does all this for them. Intelligence becomes a useless prop
for the people; they cease to be men; they lose their personality, their liberty, their property.
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Try to imagine a regulation of labor imposed by force that is not a violation of liberty; a transfer of wealth
imposed by force that is not a violation of property. If you cannot reconcile these contradictions, then you must
conclude that the law cannot organize labor and industry without organizing injustice.

[The Law, Frederic Bastiat, 1850; SOURCE: http://famguardian.org/TaxFreedom/CitesByTopic/law.htm]

8.6 CORRECTIVE (past) or PREVENTIVE (future) Remedy?

The type of remedy that a so-called “law” provides determines whether it is law that applies equally to all or merely a
voluntary franchise that only applies to those who have personally consented.

1. Ifit provides a remedy for a demonstrated past injury, then it is “law” in a classical sense.
1.1. We call this CORRECTIVE justice.
1.2. An example of CORRECTIVE justice would be a murder conviction.

2. Ifit provides a remedy for a future injury that hasn’t yet occurred, it is a voluntary franchise.
2.1. We call this PREVENTIVE justice.
2.2. Anexample of PREVENTIVE justice would be an injunction or restraining order.

The above assertions are a product of the legal definition of “standing”. It is a fact that you cannot sue in a court of law
without “standing” and if you don’t have it, your case will be dismissed under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)(6).
Therefore, you cannot sue in court, whether under statutes or under the common law, without STANDING.

“STANDING TO SUE DOCTRINE. Doctrine that in action in federal constitutional court by citizen against a
government officer, complaining of alleged unlawful conduct there is no iusticiable controversy unless citizen
shows that such conduct invades or will invade a private substantive legally protected interest of plaintiff citizen.
Associated Industries of New York State v. Ickes, C.C.A.2, 134 F.2d 694, 702.”

[Black’s Law Dictionary, Fourth Edition, p. 1577]

The seminal case on standing is Lujan v. Defenders of Wildlife, 504 U.S. 555 (1992). It establishes that burden of proof to
establish elements of standing include three elements, according to the U.S. Supreme Court:

1. The plaintiff must have suffered an “injury in fact"—an invasion of a legally protected interest which is (a) concrete
and particularized, see id., at 756; Warth v. Seldin, 422 U.S. 490, 508 (1975); Sierra Club v. Morton, 405 U.S. 727,
740-741, n. 16 (1972);1 and (b) "actual or imminent, not “conjectural’ or “hypothetical,' " Whitmore, supra, at 155
(quoting Los Angeles v. Lyons, 461 U.S. 95, 102 (1983)).

2. There must be a causal connection between the injury and the conduct complained of—the injury has to be "fairly. . .
trace[able] to the challenged action of the defendant, and not . . . th[e] result [of] the independent action of some third
party not before the court." Simon v. Eastern Ky. Welfare 561*561 Rights Organization, 426 U.S. 26, 41-42 (1976).

3. It must be "likely," as opposed to merely "speculative," that the injury will be "redressed by a favorable decision." 1d.,
at 38, 43.

The party invoking federal jurisdiction bears the burden of establishing the above three elements. See FW/PBS, Inc. v. Dallas,
493 U.S. 215, 231 (1990); Warth, supra, at 508.

It is a fact that you cannot demonstrate an injury unless the injury ALREADY happened in the PAST. It is also a fact, that
there is no way to prove an injury with evidence that hasn’t yet happened. Therefore, anything that acts upon the future or
deals with injuries that haven’t yet happened is not “law” in a classical sense and requires consent in some form to implement.
Anything that requires consent is what we call a franchise. Franchises are described in the following resources on our site:

1. Government Franchises Course, Form #12.012
https://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm

2. Government Instituted Slavery Using Franchises, Form #05.030
https://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm

An example of something that would not be “law” in a classical sense but a voluntary franchise is the case of Registered Sex
Offenders. After sex offenders are convicted and enter the jail, they are told that they will either not be released or will not
be released EARLY UNLESS they consent to register their name whenever they move to a new place IN THE FUTURE.
Those who manifest that consent are called “Registered Sex Offenders”. Those who don’t consent never get out of jail or
take forever to get out of jail. In effect, the sex offender is being compelled to surrender their PRIVATE constitutional right
of privacy under the Fourth Amendment and the right to not incriminate themselves under the Fifth Amendment in exchange
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for the PUBLIC PRIVILEGE of being liberated from jail. This is a violation of what the U.S. Supreme Court calls “The
Unconstitutional Conditions Doctrine”, which we describe at length in the following source:

Government Instituted Slavery Using Franchises, Form #05.030, Section 28.2
https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm

If in fact rights protected by the Constitution are INALIENABLE as the Declaration of Independence says, then you aren’t
allowed to legally consent to give them away and any attempt to compel you to do so is an UNJUST and an INJURY:

“We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal, that they are endowed by their Creator
with certain unalienable Rights, that among these are Life, Liberty and the pursuit of Happiness.--That to secure
these rights, Governments are instituted among Men, deriving their just powers from the consent of the governed,

[Declaration of Independence]

“Unalienable. Inalienable; incapable of being aliened, that is, sold and transferred.”
[Black’s Law Dictionary, Fourth Edition, p. 1693]

Not only can the government NOT compel or coerce you to surrender CONSTITUTIONAL rights as they do with Registered
Sex Offenders, they also cannot use your failure to sign up for a franchise or pay or receive the “benefits” of said franchise
(such as Social Security) as a basis for an injury and standing to sue in court. The following case explains why:

“Men are endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable rights,-'life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness;’'
and to 'secure,’ not grant or create, these rights, governments are instituted. That property [or income] which a
man has honestly acquired he retains full control of, subject to these limitations:

[1] First, that he shall not use it to his neighbor's injury, and that does not mean that he must use it for his
neighbor's benefit [e.g. SOCIAL SECURITY, Medicare, and every other public “benefit”];

[2] second, that if he devotes it to a public use, he gives to the public a right to control that use; and

[3] third, that whenever the public needs require, the public may take it upon payment of due compensation. ”

[Budd v. People of State of New York, 143 U.S. 517 (1892)]

The above paragraph establishes that the government cannot use a failure to participate as standing to sue for an injury:

[1] First, that he shall not use it to his neighbor's injury, and that does not mean that he must use it for his
neighbor's benefit [e.g. SOCIAL SECURITY, Medicare, and every other public “benefit”];

All franchises MUST be voluntary and participation cannot be economically or commercially coerced by the government. If
it is, the participant is the target of illegal duress and they cannot be regarded as lawfully participating:

“An agreement [consensual contract] obtained by duress, coercion, or intimidation is invalid, since the party
coerced is not exercising his free will, and the test is not so much the means by which the party is compelled to
execute the agreement as the state of mind induced.  Duress, like fraud, rarely becomes material, except where
a contract or conveyance has been made which the maker wishes to avoid. As a general rule, duress renders the
contract or conveyance voidable, not void, at the option of the person coerced, ?® and it is susceptible of
ratification. Like other voidable contracts, it is valid until it is avoided by the person entitled to avoid it. %
However, duress in the form of physical compulsion, in which a party is caused to appear to assent when he has
no intention of doing so, is generally deemed to render the resulting purported contract void. 2~

[American Jurisprudence 2d, Duress, §21 (1999)]

% Brown v. Pierce, 74 U.S. 205, 7 Wall 205, 19 L.Ed. 134

% Barnette v. Wells Fargo Nevada Nat’l Bank, 270 U.S. 438, 70 L.Ed. 669, 46 S.Ct. 326 (holding that acts induced by duress which operate solely on the
mind, and fall short of actual physical compulsion, are not void at law, but are voidable only, at the election of him whose acts were induced by it); Faske v.
Gershman, 30 Misc.2d. 442, 215 N.Y.S.2d. 144; Glenney v. Crane (Tex Civ App Houston (1st Dist)), 352 S.W.2d. 773, writ refn r e (May 16, 1962); Carroll
v. Fetty, 121 W.Va. 215, 2 S.E.2d. 521, cert den 308 U.S. 571, 84 L.Ed. 479, 60 S.Ct. 85.

2" Faske v. Gershman, 30 Misc.2d. 442, 215 N.Y.S.2d. 144; Heider v. Unicume, 142 Or. 416, 20 P.2d. 384; Glenney v. Crane (Tex Civ App Houston (1st
Dist)), 352 S.W.2d. 773, writ ref n r e (May 16, 1962)

28 Restatement 2d, Contracts 8174, stating that if conduct that appears to be a manifestation of assent by a party who does not intend to engage in that conduct
is physically compelled by duress, the conduct is not effective as a manifestation of assent.
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The inference is therefore inescapable that:

“In order to be “law” that applies equally to ALL, it must provide a remedy AFTER an injury occurs. It may not
PREVENT injuries before they occur. Anything that operates in a PREVENTIVE rather than CORRECTIVE
mode is a franchise. There is no standing in a REAL court to sue WITHOUT first demonstrating such an injury
to the PRIVATE or NATURAL rights of the Plaintiff or VICTIM.”

Why all man-made law is religious in nature?®

Law is in every culture religious in origin. Because law governs man and society, because it establishes and
declares the meaning of justice and righteousness, law is inescapably religious, in that it establishes in practical
fashion the ultimate concerns of a culture. Accordingly, a fundamental and necessary premise in any and
every study of law must be, first, a recognition of this religious nature of law.

Second, it must be recognized that in any culture the source of law is the god of that society. If law has its
source in man's reason, then reason is the god of that society. If the source is an oligarchy, or in a court,
senate, or ruler, then that source is the god of that system. Thus, in Greek culture law was essentially a
religiously humanistic concept,

In contrast to every law derived from revelation, nomos for the Greeks originated in the
mind (nous). So the genuine nomos is no mere obligatory law, but something in which an
entity valid in itself is discovered and appropriated...It is "the order which exists (from time
immemorial), is valid and is put into operation."

Because for the Greeks mind was one being with the ultimate order of things, man's mind was thus able to discover
ultimate law (nomos) out of its own resources, by penetrating through the maze of accident and matter to the
fundamental ideas of being. As a result, Greek culture became both humanistic, because man's mind was one with
ultimacy, and also neoplatonic, ascetic, and hostile to the world of matter, because mind, to be truly itself, had
to separate itself from non-mind.

Modern humanism, the religion of the state, locates law in the state and thus makes the state, or the people as
they find expression in the state, the god of the system. As Mao Tse-Tung has said, "Our God is none other than
the masses of the Chinese people."! In Western culture, law has steadily moved away from God to the people (or
the state) as its source, although the historic power and vitality of the West has been in Biblical faith and law.

Third, in any society, any change of law is an explicit or implicit change of religion. Nothing more clearly
reveals, in fact, the religious change in a society than a legal revolution. When the legal foundations shift from
Biblical law to humanism, it means that the society now draws its vitality and power from humanism, not from
Christian theism.

Fourth, no disestablishment of religion as such is possible in any society. A church can be disestablished, and a
particular religion can be supplanted by another, but the change is simply to another religion. Since the
foundations of law are inescapably religious, no society exists without a religious foundation or without a law-
system which codifies the morality of its religion.

Fifth, there can be no tolerance in a law-system for another religion. Toleration is a device used to introduce
a new law-system as a prelude to a new intolerance. Legal positivism, a humanistic faith, has been savage in
its hostility to the Biblical law-system and has claimed to be an "open’* system. But Cohen, by no means a
Christian, has aptly described the logical positivists as *'nihilists™ and their faith as *'nihilistic absolutism."*3?

2 Source: Great IRS Hoax, Form #11.302, Section 4.4.9.

% Hermann Kleinknecht and W. Gutbrod, Law (London: Adam and Charles Black, 1962), p. 21

31 Mao Tse-Tung, The foolish Old Man Who Removed Mountains (Peking: Foreign Languages Press, 1966), p. 3.
32 Morris Raphael Cohen, Reason and Law (New York: Collier Books, 1961), p. 84 f.

A fascinating book on the subject of Biblical Law entitled The Institutes of Biblical Law by Rousas John Rushdoony
irrefutably establishes that all law is religious, and that it represents a covenant between man and God which is characterized
as divine revelation. When we consider that government is founded exclusively on law, government itself then becomes a
religion to implement or execute or enforce divine revelation. When government abuses the authority delegated by God
through God’s law, then it also becomes a false religious cult. This exposition will set the stage for section 8.9 later, which
establishes that our present day government is nothing but a cult surrounding the false religion it created with its own unjust
law because this law has become a vain substitute and an affront to God’s Law found in the Bible. Here are some very
insightful quotes from pp. 4-5 of that wonderful book:
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Every law-system must maintain its existence by hostility to every other law-system and to alien religious
foundations or else it commits suicide.

In analyzing now the nature of Biblical law, it is important to note first that, for the Bible, law is revelation. The
Hebrew word for law is torah which means instruction, authoritative direction.® The Biblical concept of law is
broader than the legal codes of the Mosaic formulation. It applies to the divine word and instruction in its totality:

...the earlier prophets also use torah for the divine word proclaimed through them (Is. viii.
16, cf. also v. 20; Isa. xxx. 9 f.; perhaps also Isa. i. 10). Besides this, certain passages in
the earlier prophets use the word torah also for the commandment of Yahweh which was
written down: thus Hos. viii. 12. Moreover there are clearly examples not only of ritual
matters, but also of ethics.

Hence it follows that at any rate in this period torah had the meaning of a divine instruction,
whether it had been written down long ago as a law and was preserved and pronounced
by a priest, or whether the priest was delivering it at that time (Lam. ii. 9; Ezek. vii. 26;
Mal. ii. 4 ff.), or the prophet is commissioned by God to pronounce it for a definite situation
(so perhaps lIsa. xxx. 9).

Thus what is objectively essential in torah is not the form but the divine authority.3*

The law is the revelation of God and His righteousness. There is no ground in Scripture for despising the law.
Neither can the law be relegated to the Old Testament and grace to the New:

The time-honored distinction between the OT as a book of law and the NT as a book of
divine grace is without grounds or justification. Divine grace and mercy are the
presupposition of law in the OT; and the grace and love of God displayed in the NT events
issue in the legal obligations of the New Covenant. Furthermore, the OT contains evidence
of a long history of legal developments which must be assessed before the place of law is
adequately understood. Paul's polemics against the law in Galatians and Romans are
directed against an understanding of law which is by no means characteristic of the OT as
awhole.®

There is no contradiction between law and grace. The question in Jame's Epistle is faith and works, not faith and
law.% Judaism had made law the mediator between God and man, and between God and the world. It was this
view of law, not the law itself, which Jesus attacked. As Himself the Mediator, Jesus rejected the law as mediator
in order to re-establish the law in its God-appointed role as law, the way of holiness. He established the law by
dispensing forgiveness as the law-giver in full support of the law as the convicting word which makes men
sinners.®” The law was rejected only as mediator and as the source of justification.®® Jesus fully recognized the
law, and obeyed the law. It was only the absurd interpretations of the law He rejected. Moreover,

We are not entitled to gather from the teaching of Jesus in the Gospels that He made any
formal distinction between the Law of Moses and the Law of God. His mission being not
to destroy but to fulfil the Law and the Prophets (Mt. 5:17), so far from saying anything in
disparagement of the Law of Moses or from encouraging His disciples to assume an
attitude of independence with regard to it, He expressly recognized the authority of the
Law of Moses as such, and of the Pharisees as its official interpreters. (Mt. 23:1-3).%°

With the completion of Christ's work, the role of the Pharisees as interpreters ended, but not the authority of the
Law. In the New Testament era, only apostolically received revelation was ground for any alteration in the law.
The authority of the law remained unchanged.

St. Peter, e.g. required a special revelation before he would enter the house of the
uncircumcised Cornelius and admit the first Gentile convert into the Church by baptism

3 Ernest F. Kevan, The Moral Law (Jenkintown, Penna.: Sovereign Grace Publishers, 1963) p. 5 f. S.R. Driver, “Law (In Old Testament), “in James
Hastings, ed., A Dictionary of the Bible, vol. IIl (New York: Charles Scribner’s Sons, 1919), p. 64.

3 Kleinknecht an Gutbrod, Law, p. 44

% W.J. Harrelson, “Law in the OT,” in The Interpreter’s Dictionary of the Bible, (New York: Abingdon Press, 1962), IlI, 77.

% Kleinknecht an Gutbrod, Law, p. 125.

% 1bid, pp. 74, 81-91.
3 |bid., p. 95.

% Hugh H. Currie, “Law of God,” in James Hastings, ed., A Dictionary of Christ and the Gospels (New York: Charles Scribner’s Sons, 1919), 1, 685.
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(acts 10:1-48) --a step which did not fail to arouse opposition on the part of those who
"were of the circumcision" (cf. 11:1-18).4

The second characteristic of Biblical law is that it is a treaty or covenant. Kline has shown that the form of the
giving of the law, the language of the text, the historical prologue, the requirement of imprecations and
benedictions, and much more, all point to the fact that the law is a treaty established by God with His people.
Indeed, "the revelation committed to the two tables was rather a suzerainty treaty or covenant than a legal code."#*
The full covenant summary, the Ten Commandments, was inscribed on each of the two tables of stone, one table
or copy of the treaty for each party in the treaty, God and Israel.*?

The two stone tables are not, therefore, to be likened to a stele containing one of the half-
dozen or so known legal codes earlier than or roughly contemporary with Moses as though
God had engraved on these tables a corpus of law. The revelation they contain is nothing
less than an epitome of the covenant granted by Yahweh, the sovereign Lord of heaven and
earth, to his elect and redeemed servant, Israel.

Not law, but covenant. That must be affirmed when we are seeking a category
comprehensive enough to do justice to this revelation in its totality. At the same time, the
prominence of the stipulations, reflect in the fact that "the ten words" are the element used
as pars pro toto, signifies the centrality of law in this type of covenant. There is probably
no clearer direction afforded the biblical theologian for defining with biblical emphasis
the type of covenant God adopted to formalize his relationship to his people than that given
in the covenant he gave Israel to perform, even "the ten commandments.” Such a covenant
is a declaration of God's lordship, consecrating a people to himself in a sovereignly
dictated order of life.*®

This latter phrase needs re-emphasis: the covenant is "a sovereignly dictated order of life." God as the sovereign
Lord and Creator gives His law to man as an act of sovereign grace. It is an act of election, of electing grace
(Deut. 7:7 f.; 8:17; 9:4-6, etc.).

The God to whom the earth belongs will have Israel for His own property, Ex. xix. 5. Itis
only on the ground of the gracious election and guidance of God that the divine commands
to the people are given, and therefore the Decalogue, Ex. xx. 2, places at its forefront the
fact of election.*

In the law, the total life of man is ordered: "there is no primary distinction between the inner and the outer life;
the holy calling of the people must be realized in both."*

The third characteristic of the Biblical law or covenant is that it constitutes a plan for dominion under God. God
called Adam to exercise dominion in terms of God's revelation, God's law (Gen. 1:26 ff.; 2:15-17). This same
calling, after the fall, was required of the godly line, and in Noah it was formally renewed (Gen. 9:1-17). It was
again renewed with Abraham, with Jacob, with Israel in the person of Moses, with Joshua, David, Solomon
(whose Proverbs echo the law), with Hezekiah and Josiah, and finally with Jesus Christ. The sacrament of the
Lord's Supper is the renewal of the covenant: “this is my blood of the new testament™ (or covenant), so that the
sacrament itself re-establishes the law, this time with a new elect group (Matt. 26:28; Mark 14:24; Luke 22:20;
1 Cor. 11:25). The people of the law are now the people of Christ, the believers redeemed by His atoning blood
and called by His sovereign election. Kline, in analyzing Hebrews 9:16, 17, in relation to the covenant
administration, observes:

...the picture suggested would be that of Christ's children (cf. 2:13) inheriting his universal
dominion as their eternal portion (note 9:15b; cf. also 1:14; 2:5 ff.; 6:17; 11:7 ff.). And
such is the wonder of the messianic Mediator-Testator that the royal inheritance of his
sons, which becomes of force only through his death, is nevertheless one of co-regency
with the living Testator! For (to follow the typographical direction provided by Heb.
9:16,17 according to the present interpretation) Jesus is both dying Moses and succeeding
Joshua. Not merely after a figure but in truth a royal Mediator redivivus, he secures the
divine dynasty by succeeding himself in resurrection power and ascension glory.*

40 Olaf Moe, “Law,” in James Hastings, ed., Dictionary of the Apostolic Church (New York: Charles Scribner’s Sons, 1919), I, 685.

4l Meredith G. Line, Treaty of the Great King, The Covenant Structure of Deuteronomy: Studies and Commentary (Grand Rapids: William B. Eerdmans,
1963), p. 16. See also J.A. Thompson: The Ancient Near Easter Treaties and the Old Testament (London: The Tyndale Press, 1964).

42 Kline, op. cit., p. 19.

“ |bid., p. 17.

4 Gustave Friedrich Oehler, Theology of the Old Testament (Grand Rapids: Zondervan, 1883), p. 177.

% |bid., p. 182.

4 Kline, Treaty of the Great King, p. 41.
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The purpose of God in requiring Adam to exercise dominion over the earth remains His continuing covenant
word: man, created in God's image and commanded to subdue the earth and exercise dominion over it in God's
name, is recalled to this task and privilege by his redemption and regeneration.

The law is therefore the law for Christian man and Christian society. Nothing is more deadly or more derelict
than the notion that the Christian is at liberty with respect to the kind of law he can have. Calvin whose classical
humanism gained ascendancy at this point, said of the laws of states, of civil governments:

I will briefly remark, however, by the way, what laws it (the state) may piously use before
God, and be rightly governed by among men. And even this | would have preferred passing
over insilence, if | did not know that it is a point on which many persons run into dangerous
errors. For some deny that a state is well constituted, which neglects the polity of Moses,
and is governed by the common laws of nations. The dangerous and seditious nature of
this opinion I leave to the examination of others; it will be sufficient for me to have evinced
it to be false and foolish.*’

Such ideas, common in Calvinist and Lutheran circles, and in virtually all churches, are still heretical nonsense.*®
Calvin favored "the common law of nations." But the common law of nations in his day was Biblical law, although
extensively denatured by Roman law. And this “common law of nations" was increasingly evidencing a new
religion, humanism. Calvin wanted the establishment of the Christian religion; he could not have it, nor could it
last long in Geneva, without Biblical law.

Two Reformed scholars, in writing of the state, declare, "It is to be God's servant, for our welfare. It must exercise
justice, and it has the power of the sword."*® Yet these men follow Calvin in rejecting Biblical law for "the
common law of nations." But can the state be God's servant and by-pass God's law? And if the state "must exercise
justice," how is justice defined, by the nations, or by God? There are as many ideas of justice as there are
religions.

The question then is, what law is for the state? Shall it be positive law, after calling for "justice™ in the state,
declare, "A static legislation valid for all times is an impossibility." Indeed!*® Then what about the commandment,
Biblical legislation, if you please, "Thou shalt not kill," and "Thou shalt not steal"? Are they not intended to valid
for all time and in every civil order? By abandoning Biblical law, these Protestant theologians end up in moral
and legal relativism.

Roman Catholic scholars offer natural law. The origins of this concept are in Roman law and religion. For the
Bible, there is no law in nature, because nature is fallen and cannot be normative. Moreover the source of law is
not nature but God. There is no law in nature but a law over nature, God's law.>

Neither positive law [man's law] nor natural law can reflect more than the sin and apostasy of man: revealed
law [e.g. ONLY THE BIBLE] is the need and privilege of Christian society. It is the only means whereby man
can fulfill his creation mandate of exercising dominion under God. Apart from revealed law [the BIBLE!],
man cannot claim to be under God but only in rebellion against God.

[The Institutes of Biblical Law, Rousas John Rushdoony, 1973, The Craig Press, Library of Congress Catalog
Card Number 72-79485, pp. 4-5, Emphasis added]

To summarize the findings of this section:

1.

2.

The purpose of law is to describe and codify the morality of a culture. Since only religion can define morality, then all
law is religious in origin.

In any culture, the source of law becomes the god of that society. If law is based on Biblical law, then the God of that
society is the true God. If it becomes the judges or the rulers, who are at war with God, then these rulers become the god
of that society.

In any society, any change of law is an explicit or implicit change of religion.

The disestablishment of religion in any society is an impossibility, because all civilizations are based on law and law is
religious in nature.

47 John Calvin, Institutes of the Christian Religion, bk. IV, chap. XX, para. Xiv. In the John Allen translation (Philadelphia: Presbyterian Board of Christina
Education, 1936), II, 787 f.

8 See H. de Jongste and J.M. van Krimpen, The Bible and the Life of the Christian, for similar opinions (Philadelphia: Presbyterian and Reformed Publishing
Co., 1968), p. 66 ff.

9 1bid.,p. 73.

% Ibid., p. 75.

5! The very term “nature” is mythical. See R.J. Rushdoony, “The Myth of Nature,” in The Mythology of Science (Nutley, N.J.: The Craig Press, 1967), pp.
96-98.
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5. There can be no tolerance in a law system for another religion. All religious systems eventually seek to destroy their
competition for the sake of self-preservation. Consequently, governments tend eventually to try to control or eliminate
religions in order to preserve and expand their power.

6. The laws of our society must derive from Biblical law. Any other result leads to “humanism”, apostasy, and mutiny
against God, who is our only King and our Lawgiver.

7. Humanism is the worship of the “state”, which is simply a collection of people under a democratic form of government.
By “worship”, we mean obedience to the dictates and mandates of the collective majority. The United States is NOT a
democracy, it is a Republic based on individual rights and sovereignty, NOT collective sovereignty.

8. The consequence of humanism is moral relativism and disobedience to God’s laws, which is sin and apostasy and leads
to separation from God.

8.8 The result of violating God’s laws or putting man’s laws above God’s laws is slavery, servitude, and
captivity®

The Bible vividly describes what happens when the people choose to disregard God’s laws and follow only the laws of men
or of governments made up of men. The result of disregarding God’s laws and substituting in their place man’s vain laws is
slavery, servitude, and captivity for any society that does this. The greater the conflict or deviation between man’s laws and
God’s laws, the more severe the punishment and oppression and wrath will be that God will inflict:

But to the wicked, God says:

“What right have you to declare My statutes [write man’s vain law], or take My covenant [the Bible] in your

mouth, seeing you hate instruction and cast My words behind you? When you saw a thief, you consented with
him, and have been a partaker with adulterers. You give your mouth to evil, and your tongue frames deceit. You
sit and speak against your brother; you slander your own mother’s son. These things you have done, and I kept
silent; you thought that | was altogether like you; but I will reprove you, and set them in order before your eyes.
Now consider this, you who forget God, lest | tear you in pieces, and there be none to deliver: Whoever offers
praise glorifies Me; and to him who orders his conduct aright I will show the salvation of God. ”

[Psalm 50:16-23, Bible, NKJV]

Below is an excerpt from the Bible that illustrates the point we are trying to make in this section, found in 2 Kings 17:5-23.
The governments described below that violated God’s laws and thereby alienated themselves from God consisted of kings,
but today’s equivalent is our politicians, who by law should be servants but who through extortion under the color of law in
illegally enforcing income taxes, have made themselves into the equivalent of kings.

Israel Carried Captive to Assyria

® Now the king of Assyria went throughout all the land, and went up to Samaria and besieged it for three years.
®In the ninth year of Hoshea, the king of Assyria took Samaria and carried Israel away to Assyria, and placed
them in Halah and by the Habor, the River of Gozan, and in the cities of the Medes.

"For so it was that the children of Israel had sinned against the LORD their God, who had brought them up out
of [slavery in] the land of Egypt, from under the hand of Pharaoh king of Egypt; and they had feared other gods,
8and had walked in the statutes of the nations whom the LORD had cast out from before the children of Israel,
and of the kings of Israel, which they had made. ®Also the children of Israel secretly did against the LORD their
God things that were not right, and they built for themselves high places in all their cities, from watchtower to
fortified city. 1°They set up for themselves sacred pillars and wooden images™ on every high hill and under every
green tree. 'There they burned incense on all the high places, like the nations whom the LORD had carried away
before them; and they did wicked things to provoke the LORD to anger, *for they served idols [governments and
laws and kings], of which the LORD had said to them, ""You shall not do this thing.""

3yet the LORD testified against Israel and against Judah, by all of His prophets, every seer, saying, " Turn from
your evil ways, and keep My commandments and My statutes, according to all the law which I commanded
your fathers, and which I sent to you by My servants the prophets.' “Nevertheless they would not hear, but
stiffened their necks, like the necks of their fathers, who did not believe in the LORD their God. **And they
rejected His statutes and His covenant that He had made with their fathers, and His testimonies which He had
testified against them; they followed idols, became idolaters, and went after the nations who were all around
them, concerning whom the LORD had charged them that they should not do like them. *So they left all the
commandments of the LORD their God, made for themselves a molded image and two calves, made a wooden
image and worshiped all the host of heaven, and served Baal. ’And they caused their sons and daughters to pass
through the fire, practiced witchcraft and soothsaying, and sold themselves [through usurious taxes] to do evil

52 Source: Great IRS Hoax, Form #11.302, Section 4.4.11.
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in_the sight of the LORD, to provoke Him to anger. **Therefore the LORD was very angry with Israel, and
removed them from His sight; there was none left but the tribe of Judah alone.

PAlso Judah did not keep the commandments of the LORD their God, but walked in the statutes of Israel
which they made. ?°And the LORD rejected all the descendants of Israel, afflicted them, and delivered them
into the hand of plunderers, until He had cast them from His sight. >For He tore Israel from the house of David,
and they made Jeroboam the son of Nebat king. Then Jeroboam drove Israel from following the LORD, and made
them commit a great sin. 2For the children of Israel walked in all the sins of Jeroboam which he did; they did not
depart from them, Zuntil the LORD removed Israel out of His sight, as He had said by all His servants the
prophets. So Israel was carried away from their own land to Assyria, as it is to this day.

Therefore, the surest way to incur the wrath of God against you is to disregard or violate His Laws, or to put the
commandments and laws and governments of men above obedience to His sacred laws. We must have our priorities straight
or we may dishonor God and violate the first four commandments of the Ten Commandments, which require us to love and
trust and honor God above and beyond any earthly government. If we put man’s laws above God’s laws on our priority list,
then we are committing idolatry toward a man-made thing called government.

The Great IRS Hoax, Form #11.302, Section 4.17 describes a few examples where the modern-day vain laws of our
government conflict with God’s laws. These conflicts of law force us into the circumstance where we must make a choice
in our obedience and allegiance. The choice of which of those two we should obey when there is such a conflict ought to be
quite evident to those who have read the passage above.

8.9  Abuse of Law as Religion®

Religion is legally defined as follows:

“Religion. Man's relation to Divinity, to reverence, worship, obedience, and submission to mandates and
precepts of supernatural or superior beings. In its broadest sense includes all forms of belief in the existence of
superior beings exercising power over human beings by volition, imposing rules of conduct, with future
rewards and punishments. Bond uniting man to God, and a virtue whose purpose is to render God worship
due him as source of all being and principle of all government of things. Nikulnikoff v. Archbishop, etc., of
Russian Orthodox Greek Catholic Church, 142 Misc. 894, 255 N.Y.S. 653, 663.”

[Black’s Law Dictionary, Sixth Edition, p. 1292]

According to the above definition, every system of religion is based on:

The existence of a superior being.

Faith in the superior being.

Obedience to the laws of that superior being. This is called “worship”.

The nature of the superior being as the basis for the “government of all things”.
Supreme allegiance to the will of the superior being.

arwnPE

Principles of law can be abused to create a counterfeit state-sponsored religion which imitates God’s religion in every
particular. To see the full extent of how this has been done and all the symptoms, see Socialism: The New American Civil
Religion, Form #05.016, Section 14.2. Right now, we will summarize how the above elements of religion can be “simulated”
through abuse of the legal system by your covetous public servants:

1. Government franchises can be created which make those in government superior in relation to everyone else for all those
who participate. People are recruited to join the church by being compelled to participate in these franchises because
they are deprived of basic necessities needed to survive if they don’t.

2. “Presumption” can be used as a substitute for religious faith. A presumption is simply a belief that either is not or cannot
be supported by legally admissible evidence.

3. Fear of punishments administered under the “presumed” but not actual authority of law can be used to ensure obedience
toward and therefore “worship” of the superior being.

4. The superior being is the government, and thereby that superior being is the basis for the “government of all things”.

5. Allegiance to the government is supreme because very strong punishments follow for those who refuse obedience
because their OTHER God forbids it.

%3 Adapted from: Socialism: The New American Civil Religion, Form #05.016, Section 11.2.2; http://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm.
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This section will focus on steps 1 and 2 above, which is how presumption and law are abused to create a religion that at least
“appears” to most people to be a legitimate government function.

Before you can fool people using the process above, you must first dumb them down from a legal perspective. This is done
by removing all aspects of legal education from the public school and junior college curricula so that only “priests” of a civil
religion called “attorneys” will even come close to knowing the truth about what is going on. This will bring the population
of people who know down to a small enough level that they can easily be targeted and controlled by those in the government
who license and regulate them without the need for police power, guns, or military force. The legal field is so lucrative and
most lawyers are so greedy that economic coercion alone is sufficient to keep the limited few who know the truth “gagged”
from sharing it with others, lest their revenues dry up.

"The mouth which eats does not talk."
[Chinese Proverb]

After you have dumbed down the masses, the sheep in the general public are easy to control through carefully targeted
deception and propaganda for which the speakers are insulated from liability for their LIES.

1. The IRS has given itself free reign to literally lie to the public with impunity in their publications:

Internal Revenue Manual
Section 4.10.7.2.7 (01-01-2006)
IRS Publications

IRS Publications, issued by the Headquarters Office, explain the law in plain language for taxpayers and their
advisors. They typically highlight changes in the law, provide examples illustrating Service positions, and include
worksheets. Publications are nonbinding on the Service and do not necessarily cover all positions for a given
issue. While a good source of general information, publications should not be cited to sustain a position.

2. IRS allows its agents to use pseudonyms other than their real legal name so that they are protected from accountability
if they misrepresent the truth to the public. See:
Notice of Pseudonym Use and Unreliable IRS Records, Form #04.206
http://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm
3. Federal courts have given the IRS license to lie on their phone support, and in person. See:
Federal Courts and the IRS’ Own IRM Say IRS is NOT RESPONSIBLE for Its Actions or Its Words or For Following
Its Own Written Procedures, Family Guardian Fellowship
http://famguardian.org/Subjects/Taxes/Articles/IRSNotResponsible.htm
4. Even the federal courts themselves routinely lie with impunity, because they are accountable to no one and the IRS
doesn’t even listen to the courts below the U.S. Supreme Court anyway: Judges control the selection of grand juries and
they abuse this authority to choose sheep who will do what they are told and never indict the judge himself because they
are too ignorant, lazy, and uneducated to think for themselves and take a risk.

Internal Revenue Manual
Section 4.10.7.2.8.8 (01-01-2006) 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.

[SOURCE: https://www.irs.gov/irm/part4/irm_04-010-007#idm139859648381728]

Now that those in government who run the system have a license to lie with impunity, next you pass a “franchise code” that
has the FORM and APPEARANCE of law, but which actually ISN’T law. The U.S. Supreme Court referred to such a “code”,
when it said:
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"To lay, with one hand, the power of the government on the property of the citizen, and with the other to bestow
it upon favored individuals to aid private enterprises and build up private fortunes, is none the less a robbery
because it is done under the forms of law and is called taxation. This is not legislation. It is a decree under

legislative forms.

Nor is it taxation. ‘A tax,’ says Webster’s Dictionary, ‘is a rate or sum of money assessed on the person or
property of a citizen by government for the use of the nation or State.” ‘Taxes are burdens or charges imposed
by the Legislature upon persons or property to raise money for public purposes.’ Cooley, Const. Lim., 479."
[Loan Association v. Topeka, 20 Wall. 655 (1874) ]

In that sense, franchise codes become a vehicle for propaganda focused solely on propagating false presumptions and beliefs
about the liabilities of the average American toward the government. To the legal layman and the average American however,
such a ruse will at least “look™ like law, but those who advance it know or at least SHOULD know that it isn’t. If they don’t
know, they are victims of propaganda and mental programming in law school and government publications. Only a select
few “priests” of the civil religion at the top of the civil religion who set up the fraud know the truth, and these few people are
so well paid that they keep their mouths SHUT.

There are many ways to create a state sponsored “bible” that looks like law and has the forms of law. For instance, you can:

1. Create a franchise agreement that “activates” or becomes legally enforceable only with your individual and explicit
consent in some form. In that sense, the code which embodies this private law behaves just like a state sponsored bible:
It only applies to those who BELIEVE they are subject to it. The self-serving deception and propaganda spread by the
legal profession and the government are the main reason that anyone “believes” or “presumes” that they are subject to
it.

2. Codify the codes pertaining to a subject into a single title in the U.S. Code and then REPEAL the whole darned thing,
but surround the language with so much subtle legalese that the REPEAL will be undetectable to all but the most highly
trained legal minds.

3. Enact the code into something other than “positive law”. This makes such a code “prima facie evidence”, meaning
nothing more than a “presumption” that is NOT admissible as evidence of an obligation in a court of law.

“Prima facie. Lat. At first sight on the first appearance; on the face of it; so far as can be judged from the first
disclosure; presumably; a fact presumed to be true unless disproved by some evidence to the contrary. State ex
rel. Herbert v. Whims, 68 Ohio.App. 39, 38 N.E.2d. 596, 499, 22 0.0. 110. See also Presumption.”

[Black’s Law Dictionary, Sixth Edition, p. 1189]

Now let's apply the above concepts to show how ALL THREE have been employed to create a civil religion of socialism
using the Internal Revenue Code.

First, we establish that the Internal Revenue Code is an excise tax which applies to those engaged in an activity called a “trade
or business”. 26 U.S.C. §7701(a)(26) defines this activity as “the functions of a public office”. The nature of this franchise
is exhaustively described in the memorandum below:

The “Trade or Business” Scam, Form #05.001
FORMS PAGE: http://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm
DIRECT LINK: https://sedm.org/Forms/05-MemLaw/TradeOrBusScam.pdf

Even the courts recognize that the Internal Revenue Code is a private law franchise agreement, when they said that it only
pertains to franchisees called “taxpayers”:

"The revenue laws are a code or system in regulation of tax assessment and collection. They relate to taxpayers
and not to nontaxpayers. The latter are without their scope. No procedure is prescribed for nontaxpayers, and no
attempt is made to annul any of their rights and remedies in due course of law. With them Congress does not
assume to deal, and they are neither of the subject nor of the object of the revenue laws..."

[Long v. Rasmussen, 281 F. 236 (1922)]

“Revenue Laws relate to taxpayers [officers, employees, and elected officials of the Federal Government] and
not to non-taxpayers [American Citizens/American Nationals not subject to the exclusive jurisdiction of the
Federal Government]. The latter are without their scope. No procedures are prescribed for non-taxpayers and
no attempt is made to annul any of their Rights or Remedies in due course of law.”

[Economy Plumbing & Heating v. U.S., 470 F.2d. 585 (1972)]
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Based on the above article, the nature of the Internal Revenue Code as a franchise and an excise tax is carefully concealed by
both the IRS and the courts in order so that people will not know that their express consent is required and exactly how that
consent was provided. If they knew that, they would all instantly abandon the activity and cease to be “taxpayers” or lawful
subjects of IRS enforcement.

Next, we note that the entire Internal Revenue Code was REPEALED in 1939 and has never since been reenacted. You can
see the amazing evidence for yourself right from the horse's mouth below:

Revenue Act of 1939, 53 Stat. 1, Exhibit #05.027
http://sedm.org/Exhibits/ExhibitIndex.htm

Below is the text of the repeal extracted from the above:
Internal Revenue Code of 1939, Chapter 2, 53 Stat 1

Sec. 4. Repeal and Savings Provisions.—(a) The Internal Revenue Title, as hereinafter set forth, is intended to
include all general laws of the United States and parts of such laws, relating exclusively to internal revenue, in
force on the 2d day of January 1939 (1) of a permanent nature and (2) of a temporary nature if embraced in said
Internal Revenue Title. In furtherance of that purpose, all such laws and parts of laws codified herein, to the
extent they relate exclusively to internal revenue, are repealed, effective, except as provided in section 5, on the
day following the date of enactment of this act.

(b) Such repeal shall not affect any act done or any right accruing or accrued, or any suit or proceeding had or
commenced in any civil cause before the said repeal, but all rights and liabilities under said acts shall continue,
and may be enforced in the same manner, as if said repeal had not been made; nor shall any office, position,
employment board, or committee, be abolished by such repeal, but the same shall continue under the pertinent
provisions of the Internal Revenue Title.

(c) All offenses committed, and all penalties or forfeitures incurred under any statute hereby repealed, may be
prosecuted and punished in the same manner and with the same effect as if this act had not been passed.

Sec. 5. Continuance of Existing Law.—Any provision of law in force on the 2d day of January 1939 corresponding
to a provision contained in the Internal Revenue Title shall remain in force until the corresponding provision
under such Title takes effect.

[Revenue Act of 1939, 53 Stat. 1, Section 4, emphasis added]

The above repeal is also reflected in 26 U.S.C. §7851:

TITLE 26 > Subtitle F > CHAPTER 80 > Subchapter B > § 7851
8§ 7851. Applicability of revenue laws

(a) General rules
Except as otherwise provided in any section of this title—
(1) Subtitle A

(A) Chapters 1, 2, 4,Y and 6 of this title [these are the chapters that make up Subtitle A] shall apply only with
respect to taxable years [basically calendar years] beginning after December 31, 1953, and ending after the
date of enactment of this title, and with respect to such taxable years, chapters 1 (except sections 143 and 144)
and 2, and section 3801, of the Internal Revenue Code of 1939 are hereby repealed.

Note the key word “and ending after the date of enactment of this title”. That word “and” means that the taxable year
must both begin after December 31, 1953 AND end after enactment of the title into law. The Internal Revenue Code was
enacted into law on August 16, 1954.

[Code of Federal Regulations]

[Title 26, Volume 1]

[Revised as of April 1, 2006]

From the U.S. Government Printing Office via GPO Access

[CITE: 26CFR1.0-1]

[Page 5-9]

TITLE 26--INTERNAL REVENUE

CHAPTER I--INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE, DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
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PART 1_INCOME TAXES--Table of Contents
Sec.1.0-1 Internal Revenue Code of 1954 and regulations.

(a) Enactment of law.

The Internal Revenue Code of 1954 which became law upon enactment of Public Law 591, 83d Congress,
approved August 16, 1954, provides in part as follows:. . .

Therefore, only calendar years BOTH beginning after December 31, 1953 AND ending after August 16, 1954 are included,
which means only in the calendar year 1954 is the Internal Revenue Code, Subtitle A enforceable. If they had meant otherwise
and had meant the code to apply to all years beyond 1954, they would have said “OR” rather than “AND”.

Next, we will look at how the Internal Revenue Code consists of nothing more than simply a “presumption” that is not
admissible as evidence in any legal proceeding. 1 U.S.C. 8204 lists all of the titles within the U.S. Code. Of Title 26, it says
that Title 26, the Internal Revenue Code, is “prima facie evidence™:

1U.S.C. 8204: Codes and Supplements as evidence of the laws of United States and District of Columbia; citation
of Codes and Supplements

Sec. 204. - Codes and Supplements as evidence of the laws of United States and District of Columbia; citation of
Codes and Supplements

In all courts, tribunals, and public offices of the United States, at home or abroad, of the District of Columbia,
and of each

State, Territory, or insular possession of the United States -
(a) United States Code. -

[1] The matter set forth in the edition of the Code of Laws of the United States current at any time shall,
together with the then current supplement, if any, establish prima facie [by presumption] the laws of the United
States, general and permanent in their nature, in force on the day preceding the commencement of the session
following the last session the legislation of which is included:

[2] Provided, however, That whenever titles of such Code shall have been enacted into positive law the text
thereof shall be legal evidence of the laws therein contained, in all the courts of the United States, the several
States, and the Territories and insular possessions of the United States.

Of “prima facie”, Blacks’ Law Dictionary says:

“Prima facie. Lat. At first sight on the first appearance; on the face of it; so far as can be judged from the first
disclosure; presumably; a fact presumed to be true unless disproved by some evidence to the contrary. State ex
rel. Herbert v. Whims, 68 Ohio.App. 39, 38 N.E.2d. 596, 499, 22 O.0. 110. See also Presumption.”

[Black’s Law Dictionary, Sixth Edition, p. 1189]

1 U.S.C. 8204 establishes a presumption and it is a statute. That means it establishes a “statutory presumption”. The U.S.
Supreme Court has held that “statutory presumptions” are unconstitutional and that they are superseded by the presumption
of innocence:

“The principle that there is a presumption of innocence in favor of the accused is the undoubted law, axiomatic
and elementary, and its enforcement lies at the foundation of the administration of our criminal law.”
[Coffin v. United States, 156 U.S. 432, 453 (1895)]

“It is apparent,’ this court said in the Bailey Case (219 U.S. 239, 31 S. Ct. 145, 151) 'that a constitutional
prohibition cannot be transgressed indirectly by the creation of a statutory presumption any more than it can
be violated by direct enactment. The power to create presumptions is not a means of escape from
constitutional restrictions. ”

[Heiner v. Donnan, 285 U.S. 312 (1932)]

Evidence that is “prima facie” means simply a presumption. The following rules apply to presumptions:

1. The accused is presumed to be innocent until proven guilty with evidence.
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2. Only evidence and facts can convict a person.

“guilt must be proven by legally obtained evidence”

3. A “presumption” is hot evidence, but simply a belief akin to a religion.

A presumption is an assumption of fact that the law requires to be made from another fact or group of facts found
or otherwise established in the action. A presumption is not evidence. A presumption is either conclusive or
rebuttable. Every rebuttable presumption is either (a) a presumption affecting the burden of producing evidence
or (b) a presumption affecting the burden of proof. Calif.Evid.Code, §600.

In all civil actions and proceedings not otherwise provided for by Act of Congress or by the Federal Rules of
Evidence, a presumption imposes on the party against whom it is directed the burden of going forward with
evidence to rebut or meet the presumption, but does not shift to such party the burden of proof in the sense of the
risk of nonpersuasion, which remains throughout the trial upon the party on whom it was originally cast. Federal
Evidence Rule 301.

See also Disputable presumption; inference; Juris et de jure; Presumptive evidence; Prima facie; Raise a
presumption.
[Black’s Law Dictionary, Sixth Edition, p. 1185]

4. Beliefs and opinions are NOT admissible as evidence in any court.

Federal Rules of Evidence
Rule 610. Religious Beliefs or Opinions

Evidence of the beliefs or opinions of a witness on matters of religion is not admissible for the purpose of
showing that by reason of their nature the witness' credibility is impaired or enhanced.
[SOURCE: http://www.law.cornell.edu/rules/fre/rules.htm#Rule610]

5. Presumptions may not be imposed if they injure rights protected by the Constitution:

(1) [8:4993] Conclusive presumptions affecting protected interests: A conclusive presumption may be defeated
where its application would impair a party's constitutionally-protected liberty or property interests. In such
cases, conclusive presumptions have been held to violate a party’s due process and equal protection
rights. [Vlandis v. Kline (1973) 412 U.S. 441, 449, 93 S.Ct. 2230, 2235; Cleveland Bed. of Ed. v. LaFleur (1974)
414 US 632, 639-640, 94 S.Ct. 1208, 1215-presumption under Illinois law that unmarried fathers are unfit
violates process]

[Federal Civil Trials and Evidence, Rutter Group, paragraph 8:4993, p. 8K-34]

6. Presumptions are the OPPOSITE of “due process” of law and undermine and destroy it:

“If any guestion of fact or liability be conclusively be presumed [rather than proven] against him, this is not
due process of law.”

You can read more about the above in our memorandum below:

Presumption: Chief Weapon for Unlawfully Enlarging Federal Jurisdiction, Form #05.017
FORMS PAGE: http://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm
DIRECT LINK: https://sedm.org/Forms/05-MemLaw/Presumption.pdf

Consequently, it is unconstitutional for a judge to allow any provision of the Internal Revenue Code to be cited as legal
evidence of an obligation. The only thing that can be cited is the underlying revenue statutes from the Statutes At Large,
because the code itself is a presumption. That approach doesn’t work either, however, because 53 Stat. 1, Section 4 above
repealed those statutes also. Therefore, there is no law to which is admissible as evidence of any obligation and therefore:

1. The entire Internal Revenue Code is nothing but a system of beliefs and presumptions unsupported by evidence.

2. Any judge that elevates such a presumption to the level of evidence is enacting law into force, and no judge has legislative
powers. This is a violation of the separation of powers doctrine.

3. All judicial proceedings involving the Internal Revenue Code amount to nothing more than church worship services or
inquisitions for those who “believe” the code applies to them.
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4. If the judge allows the government to cite a provision of the I.R.C. against a private litigant without providing legally
admissible evidence from the Statutes at Large which ARE positive law, he is engaging in an act of religion and belief
without any evidentiary support and which CANNOT be supported.

5. Anyone criminally convicted under any provision of the Internal Revenue Code is nothing more than a political prisoner
or a person who is a heretic against the state sponsored religion.

The mechanisms for the state-sponsored religion are subtle, but all the elements are there. We will examine all of these
elements in the following chapters because they are extensive.

8.10 Civil statutes are not “law” as defined in the Bible>*

In his wonderful course on justice and mercy that we highly recommend, Pastor Tim Keller analyzes the elements that make
up “justice” from both a legal and a biblical perspective.

Doing Justice and Mercy, Pastor Tim Keller
http://sedm.org/doing-justice-and-mercy-timothy-keller/

At 19:00 he begins covering biblical justice and introduces the subject by quoting Lev. 24:22:

“You shall have the same law for the stranger and for one from your own country; for I am the LORD your God.””
[Lev. 24:22, Bible, NKJV]

The above scripture may seem innocuous at first until you consider what a biblical “stranger” is. In legal terms, it means a
“nonresident”. A “nonresident”, in turn, is a transient wanderer who is not domiciled in the physical place that he or she is
physically located. To have the SAME law for both nonresident and domiciliary means they are BOTH treated equally by
the government and the court. This scripture therefore advocates equality of protection and treatment between nonresidents
and domiciliaries. We cover the subject of equality of protection and treatment in:

Requirement for Equal Protection and Equal Treatment, Form #05.033
FORMS PAGE: http://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm
DIRECT LINK: https://sedm.org/Forms/05-MemLaw/EgqualProtection.pdf

The legal implications of Lev. 24:22 is the following:

A biblical “stranger” is called a “nonresident” in the legal field.

A biblical stranger is therefore someone WITHOUT a civil domicile in the place he is physically located.

The Bible says in Lev. 24:22 that you must have the SAME “law” for both the stranger and the domiciliary.

The civil statutory code acquires the “force of law” only upon the consent of those who are subject to it. Hence, the

main difference between the nonresident and the domiciliary is consent.

5. The only type of “law” that is the SAME for both nonresidents and domiciliaries is the common law and the criminal

law, because:

5.1. Neither one of these two types of law requires consent of those they are enforced against.

5.2. Neither one requires a civil domicile to be enforceable. A mere physical or commercial presence is sufficient to
enforce EITHER.

PONE

The conclusion is therefore inescapable that the only way the nonresident and the domiciliary can be treated EXACTLY
equally in a biblical sense is if:

1. The only type of "law" God authorizes is the criminal law and the common law. This means that God Himself defines
“law” as NOT including the civil statutes or protection franchises.

2. Anything OTHER than the criminal law and common law is not "law" but merely a compact or contract enforceable
only against those who individually and expressly consent. Implicit in the idea of consent is the absence of duress,
coercion, or force of any kind. This means that the government offering civil statutes or “protection franchises”
MUST:

2.1. NEVER call these statutes “law” but only an offer to contract with those who seek their “benefits”.

5 Source: Why Domicile and Becoming a “Taxpaver”’ Require Your Consent, Form #05.002, Section 10.3; https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm.
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9.

2.2.

2.3.

2.4.
2.5.

2.6.

Only offer an opportunity to consent to those who are legally capable of lawfully consenting. Those in states of
the Union whose rights are UNALIENABLE are legally incapable of consenting.
RECOGNIZE WHERE consent is impossible, which means among those whose PRIVATE or NATURAL rights
are unalienable in states of the Union.

RECOGNIZE those who refuse to consent.
Provide a way administratively to express and register their non-consent and be acknowledged with legally
admissible evidence that their withdrawal of consent has been registered..

PROTECT those who refuse to consent from retribution for not “volunteering”.

The civil statutory code may NOT be created, enacted, enforced, or offered against ANYONE OTHER than those who
LAWFULLY consented and had the legal capacity to consent because they were either abroad or on federal territory,
both of which are not protected by the Constitution. Why? Because it is a “protection franchise” that DESTROY'S
equality of treatment of those who are subject to it. We cover this in Government Instituted Slavery Using Franchises,
Form #05.030.
Everyone in states of the Union MUST be conclusively presumed to NOT consent to ANY civil domicile and therefore
be EQUAL under ALL “laws” within the venue.
Both private people AND those in government, or even the entire government are on an equal footing with each other
in court. NONE enjoys any special advantage, which means no one in government may assert sovereign, official, or
judicial immunity UNLESS PRIVATE people can as well.
Anyone who tries to enact, offer, or enforce ANY civil statutory “codes” and especially franchises is attempting what
the U.S. Supreme Court calls “class legislation” that leads inevitably to strife in society:

“The income tax law under consideration is marked by discriminating features which affect the whole law. It
discriminates between those who receive an income of $4,000 and those who do not. It thus vitiates, in my
judgment, by this arbitrary discrimination, the whole legislation. Hamilton says in one of his papers (the
Continentalist): 'The genius of liberty reprobates everything arbitrary or discretionary in taxation. It exacts that
every man, by a definite and general rule, should know what proportion of his property the state demands;
whatever liberty we may boast of in theory, it cannot exist in fact while [arbitrary] assessments continue." 1
Hamilton’s Works (Ed. 1885) 270. The legislation, in the discrimination it makes, is class legislation. Whenever
a distinction is made in the burdens a law imposes or in the benefits it confers on any citizens by reason of
their birth, or wealth, or religion, it is class legislation, and leads inevitably to oppression and abuses, and to
general unrest and disturbance in society. It was hoped and believed that the great amendments to the
constitution which followed the late Civil War had rendered such legislation impossible for all future time.”
[Pollock v. Farmers’ Loan and Trust Co., 157 U.S. 429 (1895)]

Any attempt to refer to the civil code as “law” in a biblical sense by anyone in the legal profession is a deception and a
heresy. They are LYING!
The only proper way to refer to the civil statutory code is as “PRIVATE LAW” or “SPECIAL LAW?”, but not merely
“law”. Any other description leads to deception.

“Private law. That portion of the law which defines, regulates, enforces, and administers relationships among
individuals, associations, and corporations. As used in contradistinction to public law, the term means all that
part of the law which is administered between citizen and citizen, or which is concerned with the definition,
regulation, and enforcement of rights in cases where both the person in whom the right inheres and the person
upon whom the obligation is incident are private individuals. See also Private bill; Special law. Compare Public
Law.”

[Black’s Law Dictionary, Sixth Edition, p. 1196]

“special law. One relating to particular persons or things; one made for individual cases or for particular places
or districts; one operating upon a selected class, rather than upon the public generally. A private law. A law is
"special" when it is different from others of the same general kind or designed for a particular purpose, or limited
in range or confined to a prescribed field of action or operation. A "special law" relates to either particular
persons, places, or things or to persons, places, or things which, though not particularized, are separated by any
method of selection from the whole class to which the law might, but not such legislation, be applied. Utah Farm
Bureau Ins. Co. v. Utah Ins. Guaranty Ass'n, Utah, 564 P.2d. 751, 754. A special law applies only to an individual
or a number of individuals out of a single class similarly situated and affected, or to a special locality. Board of
County Com'rs of Lemhi County v. Swensen, Idaho, 80 Idaho 198, 327 P.2d. 361, 362. See also Private bill;
Private law. Compare General law; Public law.”

[Black’s Law Dictionary, Sixth Edition, pp. 1397-1398]

Anyone who advocates creating, offering, or enforcing the civil statutory code in any society corrupts society, usually
for the sake of the love of money. In effect, they seek to turn the civil temple of government into a WHOREHOUSE.
Justice is only possible when those who administer it are impartial and have no financial conflict of interest. The
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purpose of all franchises is to raise government revenue, usually for the “benefit” mainly of those in the government,
and not for anyone else.

“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. 8 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.®

[63C American Jurisprudence 2d, Public Officers and Employees, §247 (1999)]

% 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.

% Georgia Dep’t of Human Resources v. Sistrunk, 249 Ga. 543,291 S.E.2d. 524. A public official is held in public trust. Madlener v. Finley (1st Dist), 161
11l.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 I11.2d. 147, 131 1ll.Dec. 145,
538 N.E.2d. 520.

57 Chicago Park Dist. v. Kenroy, Inc., 78 I11.2d. 555, 37 Ill.Dec. 291, 402 N.E.2d. 181, appeal after remand (1st Dist) 107 Ill.App.3d. 222, 63 Ill.Dec. 134,
437 N.E.2d. 783.

%8 United States v. Holzer (CA7 Ill), 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 I11.2d. 559, 2 Ill.Dec. 285, 357 N.E.2d. 452, later proceeding (1st Dist) 105 Ill.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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QUESTION FOR DOUBTERS: If the analysis in this section is NOT accurate, then why did God say the following
about either rejecting or disobeying His commandments and law or replacing them with man-made commandments and
statutes, such as we have today?:

Israel Carried Captive to Assyria

5 Now the king of Assyria went throughout all the land, and went up to Samaria and besieged it for three
years. 6 In the ninth year of Hoshea, the king of Assyria took Samaria and carried Israel away to Assyria, and
placed them in Halah and by the Habor, the River of Gozan, and in the cities of the Medes.

7 For so it was that the children of Israel had sinned against the Lord their God, who had brought them up
out of the land of Egypt, from under the hand of Pharaoh king of Eqypt; and they had feared other gods,
8 and had walked in the statutes of the nations whom the Lord had cast out from before the children of
Israel, and of the kings of Israel, which they had made. 9 Also the children of Israel secretly did against the
Lord their God things that were not right, and they built for themselves high places in all their cities, from
watchtower to fortified city. 10 They set up for themselves sacred pillars and wooden images[a] on every high
hill and under every green tree. 11 There they burned incense on all the high places, like the nations whom
the Lord had carried away before them; and they did wicked things to provoke the Lord to anger, 12 for they
served idols, of which the Lord had said to them, “You shall not do this thing.”

13 Yet the Lord testified against Israel and against Judah, by all of His prophets, every seer, saying, “Turn
from your evil ways, and keep My commandments and My statutes, according to all the law which |
commanded your fathers, and which I sent to you by My servants the prophets.” 14 Nevertheless they would
not hear, but stiffened their necks, like the necks of their fathers, who did not believe in the Lord their God.
15 And they rejected His statutes and His covenant that He had made with their fathers, and His testimonies
which He had testified against them; they followed idols, became idolaters, and went after the nations who
were all around them, concerning whom the Lord had charged them that they should not do like them. 16
So they left all the commandments of the Lord their God, made for themselves a molded image and two
calves, made a wooden image and worshiped all the host of heaven, and served Baal. 17 And they caused
their sons and daughters to pass through the fire, practiced witchcraft and soothsaying, and sold themselves
to do evil in the sight of the Lord, to provoke Him to anger. 18 Therefore the Lord was very angry with Israel,
and removed them from His sight; there was none left but the tribe of Judah alone.

19 Also Judah did not keep the commandments of the Lord their God, but walked in the statutes of Israel
which they made. 20 And the Lord rejected all the descendants of Israel, afflicted them, and delivered them
into the hand of plunderers, until He had cast them from His sight. 21 For He tore Israel from the house of
David, and they made Jeroboam the son of Nebat king. Then Jeroboam drove Israel from following the Lord,
and made them commit a great sin. 22 For the children of Israel walked in all the sins of Jeroboam which he
did; they did not depart from them, 23 until the Lord removed Israel out of His sight, as He had said by all
His servants the prophets. So Israel was carried away from their own land to Assyria, as it is to this day.

[2 Kings 17:5-23, Bible, NKJV]

The above analysis is EXACTLY the approach we take in defining what “law” is in the following memorandum:

What is “law”?, Form #05.048
http://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm

8.11 Too much law causes crime!

“The more corrupt the state, the more numerous the laws."
[Tacitus, Roman historian 55-117 A.D.]

Yes, that’s right. I, being of sound mind and aging body, do solemnly acclaim and justly affirm that I am a criminal. And, if
| do my job correctly, by the time you finish reading this you will realize that not only are you a criminal also, but that it is
almost impossible NOT to be a criminal in modern society; and, what you should do about it.

My premise is simply that government, not only at the federal level but in particular at the state and local level, has grown so
gorged and bloated that it has become virtually impossible for any of us to remain "law-abiding citizens." In order to be law-
abiding, one must first know and understand the law.

"All persons in the United States are chargeable with knowledge of the Statutes-at-Large....[I]t is well
established that anyone who deals with the government assumes the risk that the agent acting in the government's
behalf has exceeded the bounds of his authority,"
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[Bollow v. Federal Reserve Bank of San Francisco, 650 F.2d. 1093 (9th Cir. 1981)]

Now I ask you, in today’s society how many people really know, let alone understand or even READ, "the law?" Moreover,
how many policemen really know or, more importantly, understand the law? Do the lawyers and judges, who are charged
with the protection of America’s most sacred document, even understand the law? Judging from the number of appealed
judgments these days, it would appear that even these "protectors of justice™ are unable to effectively untangle the thicket of
jurisprudence created by the endless loads of fertilizer produced by the various legislatures.

Just the number of laws one would have to read and familiarize themselves with in order to become adequately knowledgeable
makes the task near to impossible. It would literally be a full time and lifetime job to read and learn ALL laws and there
would be no time left to have a REAL life! Why, we would all have to go to law school just to get to a proper starting point
of understanding the law. Last year, in North Carolina alone, 519 new laws were passed by the General ASSembly. Sixty
new laws took effect in the Old North State on January 1st of this year. Add these to the tens of thousands of laws already on
the books and you begin to see the enormity of the endeavor to properly understand justice and how its principles are to be
applied. And that is just in one state, folks. | wonder how many "new" laws have been instituted where you live this year?

Still skeptical? Take an afternoon and go to the nearest law library. Even the name "law library” should send a chill down
any thinking person’s spine. I am not talking about a corner of your local public library where you’ll find a shelf or two
stocked with reference books about a particular subject. No, | mean a whole library devoted to cataloging all the things you
and | are not allowed to do. Whole rooms filled wall-to-wall and floor-to-ceiling with a seemingly endless array of laws,
statutes, and regulations. Shelf next to shelf, volume upon volume, and page after page, creating a twisting, turning maze of
decisions, rulings, and appeals. This is where you go when you seek comprehension of the chains that fetter your pursuit of
happiness. Have a seat and look around at what you must learn if you really want to be an honest, up-standing, law-abiding
citizen.

“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?

“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]

Government has simply made it too easy to break the law for us not to be criminals. | mean, you are required to have a license
or permit to do practically everything. That means that you must go to a bureaucrat somewhere and ask their permission
before you proceed or you become a criminal. If you want to drive to work, you must first have a paper from the State that
says you are allowed to operate a statutory “motor vehicle”, meaning a vehicle used in interstate commerce to effect
transportation for hire. If you want to improve your home, you are required to go downtown and stand before your elected
rulers and beg their indulgence and literally pay them a bribe so that you can add that patio or finish your basement. If you
want to get a job to support your family, you cannot do so without a number supplied by the benevolent nannies that soil the
seats of CONgress. How long does this list have to be before you realize that if you have to ask permission to do everything,
not only will you eventually slip up and become a criminal, but you have also ceased to be free? With every new law enacted
another little piece of liberty dies.

The Thirteenth Amendment outlaws INVOLUNTARY servitude, meaning slavery. That means you own yourself.

“Every man has a natural right to the fruits of his own labor, is generally admitted; and no other person can
rightfully deprive him of those fruits, and appropriate them against his will...”
[The Antelope, 23 U.S. 66, 10 Wheat 66, 6 L.Ed. 268 (1825)]

If in fact you own your own body and all the fruits of your labor, then they are PRIVATE property that cannot be licensed or
regulated by the government without THEM getting YOUR permission. That is the legal definition of “ownership” itself.
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The fact that they DON’T ask for such permission can only be explained by the fact that you must have volunteered. But

how?

Ownership. Collection of rights to use and enjoy property, including right to transmit it to others. Trustees of
Phillips Exeter Academy v. Exeter, 92 N.H. 473, 33 A.2d. 665, 673. The complete dominion, title, or proprietary
right in a thing or claim. The entirety of the powers of use and disposal allowed by law.

The right of one or more persons to possess and use a thing to the exclusion of others. The right by which a thing
belongs to someone in particular, to the exclusion of all other persons. The exclusive right of possession,
enjoyment, and disposal; involving as an essential attribute the right to control, handle, and dispose.

Ownership of property is either absolute or qualified. The ownership of property is absolute when a single
person has the absolute dominion over it, and may use it or dispose of it according to his pleasure, subject only
to general laws. The ownership is qualified when it is shared with one or more persons, when the time of
enjoyment is deferred or limited, or when the use is restricted. Calif. Civil Code, 8§8678-680.

There may be ownership of all inanimate things which are capable of appropriation or of manual delivery; of all
domestic animals; of all obligations; of such products of labor or skill as the composition of an author, the
goodwill of a business, trademarks and signs, and of rights created or granted by statute. Calif. Civil Code, §655.

In connection with burglary, "ownership" means any possession which is rightful as against the burglar.

See also Equitable ownership; Exclusive ownership; Hold; Incident of ownership; Interest; Interval ownership;
Ostensible ownership; Owner; Possession; Title.
[Black’s Law Dictionary, Sixth Edition, p. 1106]

“PROPERTY. Rightful dominion over external objects; ownership; the unrestricted and exclusive right to a
thing; the right to dispose of the substance of a thing in every legal way, to possess it, to use it and to exclude
every one else from interfering with it. Mackeld. Rom. Law, § 265.

Property is the highest right a man can have to anything; being used for that right which one has to lands or
tenements, goods or chattels, which no way depends on another man's courtesy. Jackson ex dem. Pearson v.
Housel, 17 Johns. 281, 283.

A right imparting to the owner a power of indefinite user, capable of being transmitted to universal successors
by way of descent, and imparting to the owner the power of disposition, from himself and his successors per
universitatem, and from all other persons who have a spes successions under any existing concession or
disposition, in favor of such person or series of persons as he may choose, with the like capacities and powers as
he had himself, and under such conditions as the municipal or particular law allows to be annexed to the
dispositions of private persons. Aust. Jur. (Campbell’s Ed.) § 1103.

The right of property is that sole and despotic dominion which one man claims and exercises over the external
things of the world, in total exclusion of the right of any other individual in the universe. It consists in the free
use, enjoyment and disposal of all a person's acquisitions, without any control or diminution save only by the
laws of the land. 1 Bl.Comm. 138; 2 Bl.Comm. 2, 15.

The word is also commonly used to denote any external object over which, the right of property is exercised. In
this sense i t is a very wide term, and includes every class of acquisitions which a man can own or have an interest
in. See Scranton v. Wheeler, 179 D.S. 141, 21 Sup.Ct. 48, 45 L.Ed. 126; Lawrence v. Hennessey, 165 Mo. 659,
65 S.W. 717; Boston & L. R. Corp. v. Salem & L. R. Co., 2 Gray (Mass.), 35; National Tel. News Co. v. Western
Union Tel. Co., 119 Fed. 294, 56 C.C.A. 198, 60 L.R.A. 805; Hamilton v. Rathbone, 175 U.S. 414, 20 Sup.Ct.
155, 44 L.Ed. 219; Stanton v. Lewis, 26 Conn. 449;Wilson v. Ward Lumber Co. (C. C.) 67 Fed. 674.

—Absolute property . In respect to chattels personal property is said to be “absolute” where a man has, solely
and exclusively, the right and also the occupation of any movable chattels, so permanent, but may at some times
subsist and not at other times; such for example, as the property a man may have in wild animals which he has
caught and keeps, and which are his only so long as he retains possession of them. 2 Bl.Comm. 389.—Real
property . A general term for lands, tenements, and hereditaments; property which, on the death of the owner
intestate, passes to his heir. Real property is either corporeal or incorporeal. See Code N. Y. § 462 — Separate
property . The separate property of a married woman is that which she owns in her own right, which is liable
only for her own debts, and which she can incumber and dispose of at her own will.—Special property. Property
of a qualified, temporary, or limited nature; as distinguished from absolute, general, or unconditional property.
Such is the property of a bailee in the article bailed, of a sheriff in goods temporarily in his hands under a levy,
of the finder of lost goods while looking for the owner, of a person in wild animals which he has caught. Stief v.
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Hart, 1 N.Y. 24; Moulton v. Witherell, 52 Me. 242; Eisendrath v. Knauer, 64 111. 402; Phelps v. People, 72 N.Y.
357.
[Black’s Law Dictionary, Second Edition, p. 955]

Why, then, do you need “permission” from anyone, including a government, to use property and exclude all others from
using, controlling, or benefitting from the property, if you have absolute ownership over it? The answer is you don’t, unless
you are physically present AND domiciled where there are no constitutional rights, which means either abroad or on federal
territory not within any constitutional state. See:

Unalienable Rights Course, Form #12.038
FORMS PAGE: https://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm
DIRECT LINK: https://sedm.org/LibertyU/UnalienableRights.pdf

Perhaps nothing exemplifies my point more so than a personal experience | had several years ago. | was invited by a friend
to accompany him on a fishing expedition to one of the local lakes owned by the county where we both reside. Being the
careful individual that I am, | researched the laws concerning wildlife management, as well as, the regulations adopted by the
county. | found that if I only fished using live bait, the law did not require that I obtain a fishing license as long as | remained
in the county of my residence. | was very pleased with myself that | had found a way to save a few bucks on what promised
to be an enjoyable outing.

However, the day was not to go unspoiled. Not long after we had launched our boat and found what we thought looked like
a promising spot, we were approached by a game warden. | remained unconcerned as we chatted and I proudly showed him
that | was only using live bait and therefore required no state sanction. He asked for proof of my residence, which | supplied
via business cards and a recent tax bill that I was going to pay on my way home. It was then that he informed me that | was
in violation of state law. | was beginning to protest that I was in full compliance of the wildlife management code when the
warden told me he was not referring to the wildlife code. It was then that I learned I was in violation of state law for appearing
in public and not possessing a picture ID. At that moment, the veil was lifted from my eyes as my day of personal
enlightenment dawned.

| realized that every time | set foot off of my own property, | became a criminal. | violate the law each and every time | take
a leisurely stroll around my neighborhood. In almost half a century on this earth, | have never been arrested, much less
convicted of a crime; and yet, all | have to do to become a criminal in the eyes of the State is leave home! Why? Because |
do not have a snapshot of myself, taken by a state-sanctioned bureaucrat, in my pocket when I go out in public. | must ask
you, am I really free? Are you really free? Are your papers in order? Are you a criminal? And even if you have such papers,
don’t they really evidence a public office that you don’t lawfully serve in ANYWAY, so why do you need them? See:

Why Statutory Civil Law is Law for Government and Not Private Persons, Form #05.037
FORMS PAGE: https://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm
DIRECT LINK: https://sedm.org/Forms/05-MemLaw/StatLawGovt.pdf

There are laws regulating everything from what color you can and cannot paint your house to what kind of sex in which two
consenting adults are allowed to engage. Why is it like this? Crime is big business, that’s why. In fact, crime is government’s
biggest industry!

Surprised to see me say that? It really isn’t all that odd when you consider that the State derives revenue on both sides of the
law. Remember, all those licenses and permits you are required to obtain are accompanied by fees. While on the flip side,
every breech of the never-ending, self-perpetuating, always-growing bureaucracy carries a fine. You are forced to pay in
order to abide by the law so you can avoid having to pay for breaking the law.

Therefore, as the beast has grown, it has become the State’s own self-interest that drives legislators to constantly search for
new sources of revenue. That’s why 519 laws were passed in my home state last year. That is why 500 new laws will probably
be passed this year, and again next year, and again the year after that. The only way a government can realize greater income
than it does today is either by accelerating tax increases; or, by creating new ways for us to become criminals and providing
the appropriately-priced bounties required to avoid becoming criminals. THAT, in FACT, is why they call every new “law”
they pass a “bill”: They want more money from you! That is also why, when they want to "accuse" you of a crime, they call
it "charging you" with a crime: They want to "charge" you more money. Why not just call it "alleging" or "accusing" rather
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than "charging"? It’s not a coincidence! So you see, every new law not only nibbles away at your freedom while further
gorging an already bloated beast Bureaucracy, it also becomes a new source of revenue for the State.

So, we are left with the question, "What can be done about it?" Take my advice, do yourself a favor and educate yourself. Do
a little digging and find out all the different options made available to you, by your friends in government, for becoming a
criminal. Then perhaps we will see the emergence of what is needed to reverse the encroachment of the law: Remove your
domicile and politically and legally DISASSOCIATE with the state. Thomas Jefferson talked about why this is necessary
and even made it your DUTY to do so in his famous Declaration of Independence:

“But when a long train of abuses and usurpations, pursuing invariably the same Object evinces a design to reduce
them under absolute Despotism, it is their right, it is their duty, to throw off such Government, and to provide
new Guards for their future security. ”

[Declaration of Independence, Thomas Jefferson, 1776]

The procedure for LAWFULLY disassociating are found in:

Path to Freedom, Form #09.015, Section 2
DIRECT LINK: https://sedm.org/Forms/09-Procs/PathToFreedom.pdf
FORMS PAGE: https://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm

After you have legally and politically disassociated, you are absolved of:

Any and all attempts to enforce civil statutes against you.

The need to have a “residence”.

The need to subsidize the state with income taxes or fines.

The need to carry FAKE permission from the state called an “ID” to leave your home as a public officer and do
business as such state civil officer.

el N

Those who exercise their First Amendment right to civilly, legally, and politically disassociate from “the collective” called
“the state” are referred to in this capacity as any one of the following:

1. “non-resident non-persons”
2. ‘“nonresidents”.

3. “transient foreigners”.

4. ‘"stateless persons".
5. "in transitu".
6. “transient"”.
7. “sojourner".
8. "civilly dead".

After you civilly disassociate, then maybe they will begin to treat you with respect as the “customer” that you really are who
has a right to NOT “do business” with them. That customer is called a STATUTORY “citizen” or “resident”. For more
details on “non-resident non-persons”, see:

1. Why Domicile and Becoming a “Taxpayer” Require Your Consent, Form #05.002
DIRECT LINK: https://sedm.org/Forms/05-MemLaw/Domicile.pdf
FORMS PAGE: https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm

2. Non-Resident Non-Person Position, Form #05.020
DIRECT LINK: https://sedm.org/Forms/05-MemLaw/NonresidentNonPersonPosition.pdf
FORMS PAGE: https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm

Finally, remember that the solution to this conundrum is NOT to run for political office and become further enfranchised in
order to reform the system. This would only further expand the power of the state over you beyond the franchises you
ALREADY ILLEGALLY participate in. See:

Government Instituted Slavery Using Franchises, Form #05.030
FORMS PAGE: https://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm
DIRECT LINK; h_tt_gs://sedm.orq/Forms/OS-MemLaw/Franchises.pdf

Legal Deception, Propaganda, and Fraud 148 of 737
Copyright Sovereignty Education and Defense Ministry, http://sedm.org
Form #05.014, Rev. 10/14/2016 EXHIBIT:


http://sedm.org/
https://sedm.org/Forms/09-Procs/PathToFreedom.pdf
https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm
https://sedm.org/Forms/05-MemLaw/Domicile.pdf
https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm
https://sedm.org/Forms/05-MemLaw/NonresidentNonPersonPosition.pdf
https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm
https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm
https://sedm.org/Forms/05-MemLaw/Franchises.pdf

1

~N o o &~ w

10
11
12
13
14
15
16

17
18
19
20
21
22
23

24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33

34
35
36
37
38
39
40
2
22
43
a4
45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53

8.12 How judges unconstitutionally “make law”

Judges are not “legislators” and cannot therefore “make law”. By “make law”, we mean:

1.

Refusing to acknowledge or protect private rights or private property against government taxation,
regulation, or enforcement. This constitutes a common law “trespass”. The main purpose for
establishing government is protecting PRIVATE property, so a failure to do so makes those claiming to
be “government” into a de facto government as described in Form #05.043. By “private”, we mean that
defined in:

SEDM Disclaimer, Section 4.3

https://sedm.org/disclaimer.htm
Imposing civil obligations (whether statutory or common law) upon litigants that they did not consent to
in writing in cases where there is no proven injury to any other party. This constitutes slavery in violation
of the Thirteenth Amendment and a taking of private property in the form of labor and chattel property.
This is because:
2.1. The Declaration of Independence says that all just powers derive from CONSENT in some form.
2.2. ltalso violates the principles of standing requiring a demonstrated injury traceable to the defendant

before a judicial action can commence.

Adding things to statutory definitions that do not expressly appear. This violates the following Rules of Statutory

Construction and Interpretation:

“Expressio unius est exclusio alterius. A maxim of statutory interpretation meaning that the expression of one
thing is the exclusion of another. Burgin v. Forbes, 293 Ky. 456, 169 S.W.2d. 321, 325; Newblock v. Bowles,
170 Okl. 487, 40 P.2d. 1097, 1100. Mention of one thing implies exclusion of another. When certain persons or
things are specified in a law, contract, or will, an intention to exclude all others from its operation may be
inferred. Under this maxim, if statute specifies one exception to a general rule or assumes to specify the effects
of a certain provision, other exceptions or effects are excluded.”

[Black’s Law Dictionary, Sixth Edition, p. 581]

"When a statute includes an explicit definition, we must follow that definition, even if it varies from that term's
ordinary meaning. Meese v. Keene, 481 U.S. 465, 484-485 (1987) ("It is axiomatic that the statutory definition
of the term excludes unstated meanings of that term™); Colautti v. Franklin, 439 U.S. at 392-393, n. 10 ("As a
rule, “a definition which declares what a term "means" . . . excludes any meaning that is not stated""); Western
Union Telegraph Co. v. Lenroot, 323 U.S. 490, 502 (1945); Fox v. Standard QOil Co. of N.J., 294 U.S. 87, 95-96
(1935) (Cardozo, J.); see also 2A N. Singer, Sutherland on Statutes and Statutory Construction § 47.07, p. 152,
and n. 10 (5th ed. 1992) (collecting cases). That is to say, the statute, read "as a whole," post at 998 [530 U.S.
943] (THOMAS, J., dissenting), leads the reader to a definition. That definition does not include the Attorney
General's restriction -- "the child up to the head." Its words, "substantial portion," indicate the contrary."
[Stenberg v. Carhart, 530 U.S. 914 (2000)]

Refusing to enforce the constitutional limitations against government, and thus to REPEAL the

constitution in a specific case by:

4.1. Fiat. OR

4.2. Claiming the party consented. Rights that are inalienable as the Declaration of Independence
indicates cannot be given away in relation to a de jure government, even WITH consent. OR

4.3. Imposing or enforcing invented judicial rules or doctrines which undermine the protection of
constitutional rights, such as the six rules of the Constitutional Avoidance Doctrine described in
Ashwander v. Tennessee Valley Authority, 297 U.S. 288, 56 S.Ct. 466 (1936) .

Interfering with the proper enforcement of a statute by:

5.1. Refusing to enforce a specific statute. This in effect “repeals” the statute for a specific case.

5.2. Allowing the government to legislatively exclude itself from applicability to any specific statute. All are equal
under “real law”. Any attempt to make any specific party UNEQUAL is a franchise that parties must consent to

individually, IF they are even able to consent because their rights are NOT “‘unalienable”.

5.3. Allowing parties to claim a civil status or a “benefit” under the civil statutes applying to a
geographical place they are NOT physically present in or domiciled in. All law is prima facie
territorial. When it operates extraterritorially, it operates ONLY by contract. This is FRAUD upon
the government and violates the principles of jurisdiction.

Imputing the “force of law” to that which has no force in the specific case at issue. This usually happens because:
6.1. Civil statutes are being enforced outside the territory they are limited to (extraterritorially) or against those not
domiciled on said territory as required by Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 17(b). This is criminal identity theft as
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documented in Form #05.046. Domicile MUST be consensual and if no consent is given, then the common law
rather than civil statutes apply.

6.2. A civil status and public office such as “taxpayer” is imputed or enforced against a party who does not lawfully
occupy said office.* Such offices are limited to those lawfully elected or appointed and not to the public
generally.

6.3. Franchises are being abused to CREATE new public offices or civil statuses extraterritorially. Franchises can
ADD duties to EXISTING offices, but may not CREATE new public offices extraterritorially. Such an abuse
constitutes an unconstitutional “invasion” within the meaning of Article 4, Section 4 when implemented by the
national government within the exclusive jurisdiction of a constitutional state.

Government actors are NOT allowed to create “jurisdiction” that doesn’t lawfully exist using any of the of the above

methods. Jurisdiction should be forcefully challenged in such case using the following:

Challenging Federal Jurisdiction Course, Form #12.010
https://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm

7. Making presumptions about what the law requires that do not appear in the statutes. This imputes the “force of law” to

the mere will of another. All presumptions violate due process of law and are unconstitutional.

“When we consider the nature and the theory of our institutions of government, the principles upon which
they are supposed 370*370 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. It is, indeed, quite
true, that there must always be lodged somewhere, and in some person or body, the authority of final decision;
and in many cases of mere administration the responsibility is purely political, no appeal lying except to the
ultimate tribunal of the public judgment, exercised either in the pressure of opinion or by means of the suffrage.
But the fundamental rights to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness, considered as individual possessions,
are secured by those maxims of constitutional law which are the monuments showing the victorious progress
of the race in securing to men the blessings of civilization under the reign of just and equal laws, so that, in
the famous language of the Massachusetts Bill of Rights, the government of the commonwealth ""may be a
government of laws and not of men."" For, the very idea that one man may be compelled to hold his life, or the
means of living, or any material right essential to the enjoyment of life, at the mere will of another, seems to
be intolerable in any country where freedom prevails, as being the essence of slavery itself. ”

[Yick Wo v. Hopkins, 118 U.S. 356 (1886)]

8. Disregarding or not enforcing the domicile prerequisite for the enforcement of the civil statute as required by Federal
Rule of Civil Procedure 17(b). This:
8.1. Causes the statute being enforced to be a purely private law or contract matter.
8.2. Makes the activity NON-GOVERNMENTAL in character and subject to the Clearfield Doctrine.
8.3. Results in criminal identity theft and compelled contracting, as described in Government Identity Theft, Form
#05.046.

The sole power to “make law” is vested with the Legislative Branch and that power may NOT be delegated to another branch
of government. If it is delegated, a violation of the Separation of Powers Doctrine has occurred . The Separation of Powers
Doctrine is the foundation of the Constitution. This violation of the doctrine is described in:

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

The SOLE function of judges is to INTERPRET and APPLY “laws” written by the Legislative Branch (Congress) under the
strict rules of statutory construction. Those rules are described in:

Legal Deception, Propaganda, and Fraud, Form #05.014, Section 13
https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm

The architect of our three branch government, Montesquieu, described the effect of allowing judges to “make law” as follows:

“When the legislative and executive powers are united in the same person, or in the same body of magistrates,
there can be no liberty; because apprehensions may arise, lest the same monarch or senate should enact
tyrannical laws, to execute them in a tyrannical manner.

61 See: Your Exclusive Right to Declare or Establish Your Civil Status, Form #13.008; https://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm.
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Again, there is no liberty, if the judiciary power be not separated from the legislative and executive. Were it
joined with the legislative, the life and liberty of the subject would be exposed to arbitrary control; for the judge
would be then the legislator. Were it joined to the executive power, the judge might behave with violence and
oppression [sound familiar?].

There would be an end of everything, were the same man or the same body, whether of the nobles or of the
people, to exercise those three powers, that of enacting laws, that of executing the public resolutions, and of
trying the causes of individuals. ”

L]

In what a situation must the poor subject be in those republics! The same body of magistrates are possessed,
as executors of the laws, of the whole power they have given themselves in quality of legislators. They may
plunder the state by their general determinations; and as they have likewise the judiciary power in their hands,
every private citizen may be ruined by their particular decisions.”

[The Spirit of Laws, Charles de Montesquieu, Book XI, Section 6, 1758;

SOURCE: http://famguardian.org\Publications\SpiritOfLaws\sol_11.htm]

A major theme of what the legal field calls “Originalism” is the idea that judges cannot “make law”. Below are a few videos
explaining this concept:

1. Uncommon Knowledge with Justice Antonin Scalia
https://youtu.be/DaoL MW5AF4Y

2. Interview with U.S. Supreme Court Justice Antonin Scalia about his book Reading Law, Exhibit #11.006
https://sedm.org/Exhibits/ExhibitIndex.htm

Unfortunately, proponents of Originalism such as now-deceased U.S. Supreme Court Justice Scalia are not very good at
identifying EXACTLY HOW judges “make law”. Scalia vainly attempted this task with his book on the subject but failed
miserably as expected:

Reading Law: The Interpretation of Legal Texts, Antonin Scalia and Bryan A. Garner, ISBN: 978-0314275554
https://www.amazon.com/Reading-Law-Interpretation-Legal-Texts/dp/031427555X

A much more detailed analysis of how judges corruptly and even unconstitutionally “make law” is needed because you won’t
EVER hear the truth about this subject coming from those in power such as Justice Scalia, who would have to piss in his own
drinking water to do so. As we like to say:

Never ask a barber whether you need a haircut.

Also, expecting a lawyer, and especially YOUR OWN lawyer to describe these tactics would also take away most of his/her
power and render his or her services less useful or even irrelevant. Therefore, a disinterested, unprivileged, and unlicensed
NON-MEMBER of the legal profession guild must perform this analysis to produce an objective and complete result. That
is the focus of this section.

Some of the tactics used by judges to “make law” include the following, listed in order of the frequency the tactic is used or
abused. After each item, we list the places on our website where you can find further information about each illegal or
unconstitutional tactic.

1. Calling something voluntary “law” rather than merely “private law”, and thus deceiving you into believing that your
consent at some point is not required to enforce. We clarified this subject earlier in section 8.4, where we talked about
the difference between “operation of law” and “contracts”. The judge is essentially treating you like you are a
CONTRACTOR by making the contract LOOK like real law. We also clarify this concept in our Disclaimer:

SEDM Disclaimer
Section 4: Meaning of Words
4.8 Law

The term "law" is defined as follows:

“True Law is right reason in agreement with Nature, it is of universal application,
unchanging and everlasting; it summons to duty by its commands and averts from wrong-
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doing by its prohibitions. And it does not lay its commands or prohibitions upon good men
in vain, although neither have any effect upon the wicked. It is a sin to try to alter this law,
nor is it allowable to try to repeal a part of it, and it is impossible to abolish it entirely. We
cannot be freed from its obligations by Senate or People, and we need not look outside
ourselves for an expounder or interpreter of it. And there will not be different laws at Rome
or at Athens, or different laws now and in the future, but one eternal and unchangeable
law will be valid for all times and all nations, and there will be one master and one rule,
that is God, for He is the author of this law, its promulgator, and its enforcing judge.”
[Marcus Tullius Cicero, 106-43 B.C.]

“Power and law are not synonymous. In truth, they are frequently in opposition and
irreconcilable. There is God‘s Law from which all equitable laws of man emerge and by
which men must live if they are not to die in oppression, chaos and despair. Divorced
from God‘s eternal and immutable Law, established before the founding of the suns, man ‘s
power is evil no matter the noble words with which it is employed or the motives urged
when enforcing it. Men of good will, mindful therefore of the Law laid down by God, will
oppose governments whose rule is by men, and if they wish to survive as a nation they will
destroy the [de facto] government which attempts to adjudicate by the whim of venal
Jjudges.”

[Marcus Tullius Cicero, 106-43 B.C.]

“Law” is defined to EXCLUDE any and all civil statutory codes, franchises, or privileges in relation to any and
all governments and to include ONLY the COMMON law, the CONSTITUTION (if trespassing government actors
ONLY are involved), and the CRIMINAL law.

The Court developed, for its own governance in the cases confessedly within its
jurisdiction, a series of rules under which it has avoided passing upon a large part of all
the constitutional questions pressed upon it for decision. They are:

[.]

6. The Court will not pass upon the constitutionality of a statute at the instance of one
who has availed himself of its benefits.FN7 Great Falls Mfg. Co. v. Attorney General,
124 U.S. 581, 8 S.Ct. 631, 31 L.Ed. 527; Wall v. Parrot Silver & Copper Co., 244 U.S.
407,411, 412,37 S.Ct. 609, 61 L.Ed. 1229; St. Louis Malleable Casting Co. v. Prendergast
Construction Co., 260 U.S. 469, 43 S.Ct. 178, 67 L.Ed. 351.

FOOTNOTES:

FEN7 Compare Electric Co. v. Dow, 166 U.S. 489, 17 S.Ct. 645, 41 L.Ed. 1088; Pierce v.
Somerset Ry., 171 U.S. 641, 648, 19 S.Ct. 64, 43 L.Ed. 316; Leonard v. Vicksburg, etc.,
R. Co.,198 U.S. 416, 422, 25 S.Ct. 750, 49 L.Ed. 1108.

[Ashwander v. Tennessee Valley Authority, 297 U.S. 288, 56 S.Ct. 466 (1936)]

Municipal law, thus understood, is properly defined to be "a rule of civil conduct
prescribed by the supreme power in a state, commanding what is right and prohibiting
what is wrong."

[.1]

It is also called a rule to distinguish it from a compact or agreement; for a compact is a
promise proceeding from us, law is a command directed to us. The language of a
compact is, "I will, or will not, do this"; that of a law is, “thou shalt, or shalt not, do it." It
is true there is an obligation which a compact carries with it, equal in point of conscience
to that of a law; but then the original of the obligation is different. In compacts we
ourselves determine and promise what shall be done, before we are obliged to do it;
in laws. we are obliged to act without ourselves determining or promising anything
at all. Upon these accounts law is defined to be "a rule.”

[Readings on the History and System of the Common Law, Second Edition, Roscoe
Pound, 1925, p. 4]
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"The words "privileges" and "immunities," like the greater part of the legal phraseology
of this country, have been carried over from the law of Great Britain, and recur constantly
either as such or in equivalent expressions from the time of Magna Charta. For all
practical purposes they are synonymous in meaning, and originally signified a peculiar
right or private law conceded to particular persons or places whereby a certain
individual or class of individuals was exempted from the rigor of the common law.
Privilege or immunity is conferred upon any person when he is invested with a legal claim
to the exercise of special or peculiar rights, authorizing him to enjoy some particular
advantage or exemption._"

[The Privileges and Immunities of State Citizenship, Roger Howell, PhD, 1918, pp. 9-10;
SOURCE:
http://famguardian.org/Publications/ThePrivAndImmOfStateCit/The_privileges_and_im
munities_of state c.pdf]

FOOTNOTES:

See Magill v. Browne, Fed.Cas. No. 8952, 16 Fed.Cas. 408; 6 Words and Phrases, 5583,
5584, A J. Lien, “Privileges and Immunities of Citizens of the United States,” in Columbia
University Studies in History, Economics, and Public Law, vol. 54, p. 31.

“What, then, is [civil] legislation? It is an assumption [presumption] by one man, or body
of men, of absolute, irresponsible dominion [because of abuse of sovereign immunity and
the act of "CONSENT" by calling yourself a “citizen"] over all other men whom they call
subject to their power. It is the assumption by one man, or body of men, of a right to subject
all other men to their will and their service. It is the assumption by one man, or body of
men, of a right to abolish outright all the natural rights, all the natural liberty of all other
men; to make all other men their slaves; to arbitrarily dictate to all other men what they
may, and may not, do; what they may, and may not, have; what they may, and may not, be.
Itis, in short, the assumption of a right to banish the principle of human rights, the principle
of justice itself, from off the earth, and set up their own personal will [society of men and
not law], pleasure, and interest in its place. All this, and nothing less, is involved in the
very idea that there can be any such thing as human [CIVIL] legislation that is obligatory
upon those upon whom it is imposed [and ESPECIALLY those who never expressly
consented in writing].”

[Natural Law, Chapter 3, Section IV, Lysander Spooner;

SOURCE:
http://famguardian.org/PublishedAuthors/Indiv/SpoonerLysander/NaturalLaw.htm]

The above methods of REMOVING the protections of the common law and the constitution from the
INALIENABLE rights [rights that CANNOT lawfully be given away, even WITH consent] that are protected by
them has been described by the U.S. Congress as the ESSENCE of communism itself! This is especially true when
you add games with legal words of art to remove even the STATUTORY limitations upon the conduct of the
government. See Legal Deception, Propaganda, and Fraud, Form #05.014.

TITLE 50 > CHAPTER 23 > SUBCHAPTER IV > Sec. 841.
Sec. 841. - Findings and declarations of fact

The Congress finds and declares that the Communist Party of the United States [consisting
of the IRS, DOJ, and a corrupted federal judiciary], although purportedly a political
party, is in fact an instrumentality of a conspiracy to overthrow the [de jure] Government
of the United States [and replace it with a de facto government ruled by the judiciary].
It constitutes an authoritarian dictatorship [IRS, DOJ, and corrupted federal judiciary
in collusion] within a [constitutional] republic, demanding for itself the rights and
[FRANCHISE] privileges [including immunity from prosecution for their wrongdoing in
violation of Article 1, Section 9, Clause 8 of the Constitution] accorded to political parties,
but denying to all others the liberties [Bill of Rights] guaranteed by the Constitution [Form
#10.002]. Unlike political parties, which evolve their policies and programs through
public means, by the reconciliation of a wide variety of individual views, and submit those
policies and programs to the electorate at large for approval or disapproval, the policies
and programs of the Communist Party are secretly [by corrupt judges and the IRS in
complete disregard of, Form #05.014, the tax franchise "‘codes", Form #05.001]
prescribed for it by the foreign leaders of the world Communist movement [the IRS and
Federal Reserve]. Its members [the Congress, which was terrorized to do IRS bidding
by the framing of Congressman Traficant] have no part in determining its goals, and
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are not permitted to voice dissent to party objectives. Unlike members of political parties,
members of the Communist Party are recruited for indoctrination [in the public FOOL
system by homosexuals, liberals, and socialists] with respect to its objectives and methods,
and are organized, instructed, and disciplined [by the IRS and a corrupted judiciary] to
carry into action slavishly the assignments given them by their hierarchical chieftains.
Unlike political parties, the Communist Party [thanks to a corrupted federal
judiciary] acknowledges no constitutional or statutory limitations upon its conduct or
upon that of its members [ANARCHISTS!, Form #08.020]. The Communist Party is
relatively small numerically, and gives scant indication of capacity ever to attain its ends
by lawful political means. The peril inherent in its operation arises not from its
numbers, but from its failure to acknowledge any limitation as to the nature of its
activities, and its dedication to the proposition that the present constitutional
Government of the United States ultimately must be brought to ruin by any available
means, including resort to force and violence [or using income taxes]. Holding that
doctrine, its role as the agency of a hostile foreign power [the Federal Reserve and the
American Bar Association (ABA)] renders its existence a clear present and continuing
danger to the security of the United States. It is the means whereby individuals are
seduced [illegally KIDNAPPED via identity theft!, Form #05.046] into the service of
the world Communist movement [using FALSE information returns and other
PERJURIOUS government forms, Form #04.001], trained to do its bidding [by
FALSE government publications and statements that the government is not
accountable for the accuracy of, Form #05.007], and directed and controlled [using
FRANCHISES illegally enforced upon NONRESIDENTS, Form #05.030] in_the
conspiratorial performance of their revolutionary services. Therefore, the
Communist Party should be outlawed

The above corruption of our Constitutional Republic by the unconstitutional abuse of franchises, the violation of
the rules of statutory construction, and interference with common law remedies was described by the U.S.
Supreme Court as follows:

"'These are words of weighty import. They involve consequences of the most momentous
character. | take leave to say that if the principles thus announced should ever receive
the sanction of a majority of this court, a radical and mischievous change in our system
of government will be the result. We will, in that event, pass from the era of constitutional
liberty quarded and protected by a written constitution into an era of legislative
absolutism.

Although from the foundation of the Government this court has held steadily to the view
that the Government of the United States was one of enumerated powers, and that no one
of its branches, nor all of its branches combined, could constitutionally exercise powers
not granted, or which were not necessarily implied from those expressly granted, Martin
v. Hunter, 1 Wheat. 304, 326, 331, we are now informed that Congress possesses powers
outside of the Constitution, and may deal with new territory, 380*380 acquired by treaty
or_conguest, in the same manner _as other nations have been accustomed to act with
respect to territories acquired by them. In my opinion, Congress has no existence and
can exercise no authority outside of the Constitution. Still less is it true that Congress
can deal with new territories just as other nations have done or may do with their new
territories. This nation is under the control of a written constitution, the supreme law of
the land and the only source of the powers which our Government, or any branch or
officer of it, may exert at any time or at any place. Monarchical and despotic
governments, unrestrained by written constitutions, may do with newly acquired
territories what this Government may not do consistently with our fundamental law. To
say otherwise is to concede that Congress may, by action taken outside of the
Constitution, engraft upon our republican institutions a colonial system such as exists
under monarchical governments. Surely such a result was never contemplated by the
fathers of the Constitution. If that instrument had contained a word suggesting the
possibility of a result of that character it would never have been adopted by the People
of the United States. The idea that this country may acquire territories anywhere upon
the earth, by conguest or treaty, and hold them as mere colonies or provinces — the
people inhabiting them to enjoy only such rights as Congress chooses to accord to them
— is wholly inconsistent with the spirit and genius as well as with the words of the
Constitution."

[Downes v. Bidwell, 182 U.S. 244 (1901), Justice Harlan, Dissenting]

Civil statutory codes, franchises, or privileges are referred to on this website as “private law”, but not “law”.
The word “public” precedes all uses of “law” when dealing with acts of government and hence, refers only to
COMMON law and CRIMINAL law that applies equally to everyone, regardless of their consent. Involvement in
any and all “private law” franchises or privileges offered by any government ALWAYS undermines and threatens
sovereignty, autonomy, and equality, turns government into an unconstitutional civil religion, and corrupts even

the finest of people. This is explained in:

Legal Deception, Propaganda, and Fraud
Copyright Sovereignty Education and Defense Ministry, http://sedm.org

Form #05.014, Rev. 10/14/2016

EXHIBIT:

154 of 737


http://sedm.org/
http://famguardian.org/Subjects/Education/Education.htm
http://famguardian.org/Subjects/Education/Education.htm
http://famguardian.org/TaxFreedom/Forms/Discovery/Deposition/WhyCourtsCantAddressQuestions.htm
http://famguardian.org/TaxFreedom/Forms/Discovery/Deposition/WhyCourtsCantAddressQuestions.htm
http://youtu.be/n883Ce1lML0
http://youtu.be/n883Ce1lML0
http://famguardian.org/TaxFreedom/CitesByTopic/force.htm
http://famguardian.org/TaxFreedom/CitesByTopic/violence.htm
http://famguardian.org/TaxFreedom/CitesByTopic/foreign.htm
http://sedm.org/Forms/04-Tax/0-CorrErrInfoRtns/CorrErrInfoRtns.pdf
http://sedm.org/Forms/04-Tax/0-CorrErrInfoRtns/CorrErrInfoRtns.pdf
http://sedm.org/Forms/04-Tax/0-CorrErrInfoRtns/CorrErrInfoRtns.pdf
https://sedm.org/Forms/05-MemLaw/ReasonableBelief.pdf
https://sedm.org/Forms/05-MemLaw/ReasonableBelief.pdf
https://sedm.org/Forms/05-MemLaw/ReasonableBelief.pdf
https://sedm.org/Forms/05-MemLaw/Franchises.pdf
https://sedm.org/Forms/05-MemLaw/Franchises.pdf
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=2949122041407056724&q=182+U.S.+244&hl=en&as_sdt=2003
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=2949122041407056724&q=182+U.S.+244&hl=en&as_sdt=2003
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=9926302819023946834&q=182+U.S.+244&hl=en&as_sdt=2003#p380
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_case?case=9926302819023946834&q=182+U.S.+244&hl=en&as_sdt=2003#p380
http://caselaw.lp.findlaw.com/scripts/getcase.pl?navby=case&court=us&vol=182&page=244
https://sedm.org/Forms/05-MemLaw/Consent.pdf
https://sedm.org/Forms/05-MemLaw/Franchises.pdf
https://sedm.org/Forms/05-MemLaw/EqualProtection.pdf
https://sedm.org/Forms/05-MemLaw/SocialismCivilReligion.pdf
http://sedm.org/home/government-corruption/
http://sedm.org/home/government-corruption/

~ o o b

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32

33
34
35
36

37
38

39
40
2
22
43
a4
45

46
47
48
49

50
51

52

53
54

55

ﬁGovernment Instituted Slavery Using Franchises, Form #05.030

Any use of the word "law" by any government actor directed at us or any member, if not clarified with the words
"private" or "public" in front of the word "law" shall constitute:

1.

2.
3.

A criminal attempt and conspiracy to recruit us to be a public officer called a "person™,
"citizen", "resident", etc.

A solicitation of illegal bribes called "taxes" to treat us "AS IF" we are a public officer.
A criminal conspiracy to convert PRIVATE rights into PUBLIC rights and to violate the Bill of Rights.

taxpayer",

The protection of PRIVATE rights mandated by the Bill of Rights BEGINS with and requires:

ALWAYS keeping PRIVATE and PUBLIC rights separated and never mixing them together.

Using unambiguous language about the TYPE of "right" that is being protected: PUBLIC or PRIVATE
in every use of the word "right". The way to avoid confusing PUBLIC and PRIVATE RIGHTS is to
simply refer to PUBLIC rights as "privileges" and NEVER refer to them as "rights".

Only converting PRIVATE rights to PUBLIC rights with the express written consent of the HUMAN
owner.

Limiting the conversion to geographical places where rights are NOT unalienable. This means the
conversion occurred either abroad or on government territory not within the exclusive jurisdiction of
a Constitutional state. Otherwise, the Declaration of Independence, which is organic law, would be
violated.

Keeping the rules for converting PRIVATE to PUBLIC so simple, unambiguous, and clear that a child
could understanding them and always referring to these rules in every interaction between the
government and those they are charged with protecting.

Ensuring that in every interaction (and ESPECIALLY ENFORCEMENT ACTION) between the
government both administratively and in court, that any right the government claims to civilly enforce
against, regulate, tax, or burden otherwise PRIVATE property is proven ON THE RECORD IN
WRITING to originate from the rules documented in the previous step. This BURDEN OF PROOF
must be met both ADMINISTRATIVELY and IN COURT BEFORE any enforcement action may be
lawfully attempted by any government. It must be met by an IMPARTIAL decision maker with NO
FINANCIAL interest in the outcome and not employed by the government or else a criminal financial
conflict of interest will result. In other words, the government has to prove that it is NOT stealing
before it can take property, that it is the lawful owner, and expressly HOW it became the lawful owner.
Enforcing the following CONCLUSIVE PRESUMPTION against government jurisdiction to enforce
unless and until the above requirements are met:

“All rights and property are PRESUMED to be EXCLUSIVELY PRIVATE and
beyond the control of government or the CIVIL statutory franchise codes unless
and until the government meets the burden of proving, WITH EVIDENCE, on
the record of the proceeding that:

1. A SPECIFIC formerly PRIVATE owner consented IN WRITING to convert
said property to PUBLIC property.

2. The owner was either abroad, domiciled on, or at least PRESENT on federal
territory NOT protected by the Constitution and therefore had the legal
capacity to ALIENATE a Constitutional right or relieve a public servant of the
fiduciary obligation to respect and protect the right. Those physically present
but not necessarily domiciled in a constitutional but not statutory state
protected by the constitution cannot lawfully alienate rights to a real, de jure
government, even WITH their consent.

3. If the government refuses to meet the above burden of proof, it shall be
CONCLUSIVELY PRESUMED to be operating in a PRIVATE, corporate
capacity on an EQUAL footing with every other private corporation and which
is therefore NOT protected by official, judicial, or sovereign immunity."

For a detailed exposition on the mandatory separation between PUBLIC and PRIVATE as indicated above, please
see the following course on our site:

IESeparation Between Public and Private Course, Form #12.025

For a detailed exposition of the legal meaning of the word "law" and why the above restrictions on its definition
are important, see:

IEWhat is "law"?, Form #05.048
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[SEDM Disclaimer, Section 4.8; SOURCE: https://sedm.org/disclaimer.htm]

2. Refusing to recognize or enforce the limitations of the Constitution upon the conduct of public servants. This
effectively repeals the Constitution for specific cases selected by judges who usually have a criminal financial conflict
of interest in violation of 28 U.S.C. 88144, 455 and 18 U.S.C. §208. The Legislative Branch of the government in 50

U.S.C. 8841 defined this sort of behavior as the essence of communism itself.

TITLE 50 > CHAPTER 23 > SUBCHAPTER 1V > Sec. 841.
Sec. 841. — Findings and declarations of fact

The Congress finds and declares that the Communist Party of the United States [consisting of the IRS, DOJ, and
a corrupted federal judiciary], although purportedly a political party, is in fact an instrumentality of a conspiracy
to overthrow the [de jure] Government of the United States [and replace it with a de facto government ruled by
the judiciary]. It constitutes an authoritarian dictatorship [IRS, DOJ, and corrupted federal judiciary in
collusion] within a [constitutional] republic, demanding for itself the rights and [FRANCHISE] privileges
[including immunity from prosecution for their wrongdoing in violation of Article 1, Section 9, Clause 8 of the
Constitution] accorded to political parties, but denying to all others the liberties [Bill of Rights] guaranteed by
the Constitution [Form #10.002]. Unlike political parties, which evolve their policies and programs through
public means, by the reconciliation of a wide variety of individual views, and submit those policies and programs
to the electorate at large for approval or disapproval, the policies and programs of the Communist Party are
secretly [by corrupt judges and the IRS in complete disregard of, Form #05.014, the fax franchise “codes”,
Form #05.001] prescribed for it by the foreign leaders of the world Communist movement [the IRS and Federal
Reserve]. Its members [the Congress, which was terrorized to do IRS bidding by the framing of Congressman
Traficant] have no part in determining its goals, and are not permitted to voice dissent to party objectives. Unlike
members of political parties, members of the Communist Party are recruited for indoctrination [in the public
FOOL system by homosexuals, liberals, and socialists] with respect to its objectives and methods, and are
organized, instructed, and disciplined [by the IRS and a corrupted judiciary] to carry into action slavishly the
assignments given them by their hierarchical chieftains. Unlike political parties, the Communist Party [thanks
to a corrupted federal judiciary] acknowledges no constitutional or statutory limitations upon its conduct or upon
that of its members [ANARCHISTS!, Form #08.020]. The Communist Party is relatively small numerically, and
gives scant indication of capacity ever to attain its ends by lawful political means. The peril inherent in its
operation arises not from its numbers, but from its failure to acknowledge any limitation as to the nature of its
activities, and its dedication to the proposition that the present constitutional Government of the United States
ultimately must be brought to ruin by any available means, including resort to; force and violence [or using
income taxes]. Holding that doctrine, its role as the agency of a hostile foreign power [the Federal Reserve
and the American Bar Association (ABA)] renders its existence a clear present and continuing danger to the
security of the United States. It is the means whereby individuals are seduced [illegally KIDNAPPED via
identity theft!, Form #05.046] into the service of the world Communist movement [using FALSE information
returns and other PERJURIOUS government forms, Form #04.001], trained to do its bidding [by FALSE
government publications and statements that the government is not accountable for the accuracy of, Form
#05.007], and directed and controlled [using FRANCHISES illegally enforced upon NONRESIDENTS, Form
#05.030] in the conspiratorial performance of their revolutionary services. Therefore, the Communist Party
should be outlawed

The main method of REMOVING the protections of the constitution and the lawful circumstances when it can be

invoked are described in:

Unalienable Rights Course, Form #12.038
https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm

3. Quoting or enforcing civil statutes against PRIVATE litigants who are not representing a public office and therefore

not SUBJECT to the civil statutes. This is criminal identity theft. See:

3.1. Why Statutory Civil Law is Law for Government and Not Private Persons, Form #05.037
https://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm

3.2. Proof That There Is a “Straw Man”, Form #05.042
https://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm

4. Treating litigants as public officers by enforcing civil statutes against them, but not treating them as public officers for

ALL purposes. This effectively repeals the statutes relating to public officer conduct for select purposes. Examples of

this phenomenon include:

4.1. Treating members of the private sector as withholding agents and therefore public officers, but refusing to
acknowledge they are public officers during litigation. This kind of “double-think™ thus prevents the judge from
having to force the government litigant to satisfy the burden of proof that the withholding agent was lawfully
elected or appointed. Without such proof, due process is violated and the judge is acting in a political rather than

legal capacity.

4.2. Dismissing constitutional rights violations against private sector withholding agents as public officers who forced
PRIVATE people who were not public officers to become statutory “taxpayers” by virtue of compelling them to
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submit withholding paperwork or misrepresent their status on the withholding documents. Thus, the constitution
is REPEALED when public officers are acting against a party situated on land protected by it and who is NOT a
public officer.

4.3. Depriving private parties who are NOT statutory “taxpayer” public officers of the right to submit evidence to the
court record proving they are NOT public officers and yet enforcing civil statutes that only pertain to public
officers against them. This violates the Public Records exception of the Hearsay Rule found in Federal Rule of
Evidence 803(8). Thus, they are being treated as public officers for TAX LIABILITY purposes but receive none
of the “benefit” of being such public officers such as admissibility of ALL records conducted in the conduct of
the alleged but de facto “office” of “taxpayer”. The inability to claim the “benefit” of the public office franchise
thus results in them NOT being public officers. Contracts and franchises without consideration are not contracts.

Violating the “Choice of Law Rules” to apply statutes from a foreign jurisdiction to a nonresident. This has the effect

of imputing “the force of law” to that which is merely political speech. Any statute enforced against a nonresident

party situated in a legislatively foreign jurisdiction who has a foreign domicile causes the judge to act in a POLITICAL
rather than LEGAL capacity, which the Separation of Powers Doctrine forbids. For example, citing federal civil
statutes applicable only to those domiciled on federal territory within the exclusive jurisdiction of Congress to a state
domiciled party. This is identity theft. See:

5.1. Federal Jurisdiction, Form #05.018, Section 3
https://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm

5.2. Flawed Tax Arguments to Avoid, Form #08.004, Section 3
https://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm

Making unwarranted “presumptions” about the civil status of the litigants. This imputes the “force of law” to a specific

case in which statutes do not in fact have that force against the affected party. It essentially compels the party

victimized by them to contract with the government, where the civil status is tied to a franchise contract or agreement.

For instance, PRESUMING that the litigant is a statutory “taxpayer” and therefore “franchisee” because they quote or

invoke the Internal Revenue Code, even though they may be “nontaxpayers” who are not subject. It is the crime if

impersonating a public officer for a private American to quote or invoke any civil statutory remedy, and the judge is
complicit and a co-conspirator in that crime if he allows such Americans to do so. See:

6.1. Presumption: Chief Weapon for Unlawfully Enlarging Federal Jurisdiction, Form #05.017
https://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm

6.2. Government Instituted Slavery Using Franchises, Form #05.030
https://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm

Quoting irrelevant case law from a foreign jurisdiction against a nonresident: This is identity theft. Like abuse of

Choice of Law rules, quoting irrelevant case law from a legislatively foreign jurisdiction that the party is not domiciled

within causes the judge to behave in a POLITICAL rather than LEGAL capacity and thus violate the Separation of

Powers Doctrine. Case law that is quoted MUST derive from litigants who are “similarly situated”. That means the

people who were the subject of the suit MUST have the SAME domicile and the SAME civil status, such as

“taxpayer”, “resident”, driver, etc. If you are a “nontaxpayer” and non-franchisee, it’s identity theft to quote case law

pertaining to statutory “taxpayers” against you. This creates the FALSE appearance that the cases cited have the “force

of law” against you. See:

Government Identity Theft, Form #05.046, Section 9

https://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm

Abusing equivocation to confuse contexts: Abusing words that have multiple contexts as if both contexts are

equivalent. This ultimately causes a civil franchise status to be imputed to those that it does not apply to and thus

kidnaps their legal identity and compels them to be party to a franchise contract that they do not consent to and cannot
even lawfully consent to as a party with “inalienable rights”. This includes:

8.1. Confusing CONSTITUTIONAL and STATUTORY geographical terms. See:

8.1.1. Citizenship Status v. Tax Status, Form #10.011, Section 6
https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm

8.1.2. Non-Resident Non-Person Position, Form #05.020, Section 4
https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm

8.2. Confusing “United States” the legal person and corporation with “United States” the geography. See:

8.2.1. Foundations of Freedom Course, Form #12.021, Video 4: Willful Government Deception and Propaganda
https://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm

8.2.2. Government Identity Theft, Form #05.046, Section 8.6.3
https://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm

8.3. Confusing “State” in the Constitutional context with the statutory term “this State”, meaning federal enclaves
within states of the Union. Nearly all statutory state franchises only apply within federal enclaves where state and
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federal jurisdictions overlap. See:
8.3.1. Corporatization and Privatization of the Government, Form #05.024, Section 10.
https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm
8.3.2. State Income Taxes, Form #05.031, Section 8.
https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm
8.3.3. Sovereignty Forms and Instructions Online, Form #10.004, Cites by Topic: “State”
https://famguardian.org/TaxFreedom/CitesByTopic/State.htm
8.4. Confusing CONSTITUTIONAL citizens with STATUTORY citizens. They are NOT equivalent and DO NOT
overlap. See:
8.4.1. Why You are a “national”’, “state national”, and Constitutional but Not Statutory Citizen, Form #05.006,
Sections 4 and 5
https://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm
8.4.2. Why the Fourteenth Amendment is Not a Threat to Your Freedom, Form #08.015
https://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm
8.4.3. Government Identity Theft, Form #05.046, Section 10
https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm
9. Abusing the word “includes”: Expanding legal definitions to include things not expressly stated. See:
9.1. Legal Deception, Propaganda, and Fraud, Form #05.014, Section 15.2
https://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm
9.2. Government Identity Theft, Form #05.046, Section 8.4
https://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm
10. Accusing non-governmental litigants suing government actors of being “frivolous” or penalizing them for it without
providing legal evidence proving that the position that is CALLED “frivolous” is incorrect or untruthful. The result is
an unconstitutional “presumption” that violates due process of law. We cover this in:
Responding to “Frivolous” Penalties or Accusations, Form #05.027
https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm

In order to supervise judges in the proper execution of their duties as a vigilant American, you must therefore intimately
understand all the above tactics and file criminal complaints against the judge immediately into the court record every time
they are attempted. You can’t do this as an attorney without pissing off the judge and ILLEGALLY losing your license if
you are litigating against a government actor. You MUST therefore be a private American when you do it. The tactics for
dealing with the above abuses mostly appear in the following documents:

1. Government Identity Theft, Form #05.046
https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm

2. Tax Form Attachment, Form #04.201
https://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm

3. Rules of Presumption and Statutory Interpretation, Litigation Tool #01.006
https://sedm.org/Litigation/LitIndex.htm

4. Citizenship, Domicile, and Tax Status Options, Form #10.003
https://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm

5. Affidavit of Citizenship, Domicile, and Tax Status, Form #02.001
https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm

6. Citizenship Status v. Tax Status, Form #10.011
https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm

7. FEederal Pleading/Motion/Petition Attachment, Litigation Tool #01.002
https://sedm.org/Litigation/LitIndex.htm

For an entertaining video on the subject of this section, we highly recommend the following video:

Courts Cannot Make Law, Michael Anthony Peroutka Townhall
https://sedm.org/courts-cannot-make-law/

8.13 How to Prevent Abuses or Misuses of the Word “Law” by Government Workers

This section is a defense against the following fraudulent tactics by those in government:

Legal Deception, Propaganda, and Fraud 158 of 737
Copyright Sovereignty Education and Defense Ministry, http://sedm.org
Form #05.014, Rev. 10/14/2016 EXHIBIT:


http://sedm.org/
https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm
https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm
https://famguardian.org/TaxFreedom/CitesByTopic/State.htm
https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm
https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm
https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm
https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm
https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm
https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm
https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm
https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm
https://sedm.org/Litigation/LitIndex.htm
https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm
https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm
https://sedm.org/Forms/FormIndex.htm
https://sedm.org/Litigation/LitIndex.htm
https://sedm.org/courts-cannot-make-law/

o g B~ W N R

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36

37
38
39
40
2
22
43
a4

45
46
47

1. Foundations of Freedom Course, Form #12.021, Video 4: Willful Government Deception and Propaganda
https://youtu.be/hPWMfa_oD-w

2. Legal Deception, Propaganda, and Fraud, Form #05.014
https://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm

3. Presumption: Chief Weapon for Unlawfully Enlarging Federal Jurisdiction, Form #05.017
https://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm

The biblical reason for this section is explained in the following videos:

1. Oreilly Factor, April 8, 2015, John Piper of the Oklahoma Wesleyan University
http://famguardian.org/Media/20150408 1958-The O'Reilly Factor-
Dealing%20with%20slanderous%20liberals%20biblically-Everett%20Piper.mp4

2. Overcoming the World 2014 Conference: Against the World (OFFSITE LINK)-Ligonier Ministries. Click here for

original source, minutes 15-24.

http://sedm.org/Media/Ligionier-OvercomingTheWorld2014-Against%20the%20World-15-24-Language.mp4

3. Words are Our Enemies’ Weapons, Part 1 (OFFSITE LINK)-Sheldon Emry
http://sheldonemrylibrary.famguardian.org/Cassette TapedMessages/1976/7603a.mp3
4. Words are Our Enemies’ Weapons, Part 2 (OFFSITE LINK)-Sheldon Emry
http://sheldonemrylibrary.famguardian.org/Cassette TapedMessages/1976/7603b.mp3
5. Roman Catholicism and the Battle Over Words (OFFSITE LINK)-Ligonier Ministries
https://youtu.be/uxmEK1RGJQc
6. The Keys to Freedom (OFFSITE LINK)-Bob Hamp
https://youtu.be/rYIDRxDU5mw

The legal purpose of these definitions is to prevent GOVERNMENT crime using words:

Word Crimes, Weird Al Yankovic
https://youtu.be/8GvOH-vPoDc

L.]

SEDM: DISCLAIMER/LICENSE AGREEMENT

4. MEANING OF WORDS

4.8 Law

The term “law” is defined as follows:

“True Law is right reason in agreement with Nature, it is of universal application, unchanging and everlasting;
it summons to duty by its commands and averts from wrong-doing by its prohibitions. And it does not lay its
commands or prohibitions upon good men in vain, although neither have any effect upon the wicked. It is a sin to
try to alter this law, nor is it allowable to try to repeal a part of it, and it is impossible to abolish it entirely. We
cannot be freed from its obligations by Senate or People, and we need not look outside ourselves for an expounder
or interpreter of it. And there will not be different laws at Rome or at Athens, or different laws now and in the
future, but one eternal and unchangeable law will be valid for all times and all nations, and there will be one
master and one rule, that is God, for He is the author of this law, its promulgator, and its enforcing judge. ”
[Marcus Tullius Cicero, 106-43 B.C.]

“Power and law are not synonymous. In truth, they are frequently in opposition and irreconcilable. There is
God's Law from which all equitable laws of man emerge and by which men must live if they are not to die in
oppression, chaos and despair. Divorced from God ‘s eternal and immutable Law, established before the founding
of the suns, man ‘s power is evil no matter the noble words with which it is employed or the motives urged when
enforcing it. Men of good will, mindful therefore of the Law laid down by God, will oppose governments whose
rule is by men, and if they wish to survive as a nation they will destroy the [de facto] government which attempts
to adjudicate by the whim of venal judges.”

[Marcus Tullius Cicero, 106-43 B.C.]

“Law” is defined to EXCLUDE any and all civil statutory codes, franchises, or privileges in relation to any and all
governments and to include ONLY the COMMON law, the CONSTITUTION (if trespassing government actors ONLY are

involved), and the CRIMINAL law.
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The Court developed, for its own governance in the cases confessedly within its jurisdiction, a series of rules
under which it has avoided passing upon a large part of all the constitutional questions pressed upon it for
decision. They are:

L]

6. The Court will not pass upon the constitutionality of a statute at the instance of one who has availed himself
of its benefits. FN7 Great Falls Mfg. Co. v. Attorney General, 124 U.S. 581, 8 S.Ct. 631, 31 L.Ed. 527; Wall v.
Parrot Silver & Copper Co., 244 U.S. 407, 411, 412, 37 S.Ct. 609, 61 L.Ed. 1229; St. Louis Malleable Casting
Co. v. Prendergast Construction Co., 260 U.S. 469, 43 S.Ct. 178, 67 L.Ed. 351.

EN7 Compare Electric Co. v. Dow, 166 U.S. 489, 17 S.Ct. 645, 41 L.Ed. 1088; Pierce v. Somerset Ry., 171 U.S.
641, 648, 19 S.Ct. 64, 43 L.Ed. 316; Leonard v. Vicksburg, etc., R. Co., 198 U.S. 416, 422, 25 S.Ct. 750, 49 L.Ed.
1108.

[Ashwander v. Tennessee Valley Authority, 297 U.S. 288, 56 S.Ct. 466 (1936)]

“«

Municipal law, thus understood, is properly defined to be “a rule of civil conduct prescribed by the supreme
power in a state, commanding what is right and prohibiting what is wrong. ”

L]

It is also called a rule to distinguish it from a compact or agreement; for a compact is a promise proceeding
from us, law is a command directed to us. The language of a compact is, “7 will, or will not, do #his ”’; that of a
law is, “thou shalt, or shalt not, do iz.” It is true there is an obligation which a compact carries with it, equal in
point of conscience to that of a law; but then the original of the obligation is different. In compacts we ourselves
determine and promise what shall be done, before we are obliged to do it; in laws. we are obliged to act without
ourselves determining or promising anything at all. Upon these accounts law is defined to be “a rule.”
[Readings on the History and System of the Common Law, Second Edition, Roscoe Pound, 1925, p. 4]

“The words “privileges” and “immunities,” like the greater part of the legal phraseology of this country, have
been carried over from the law of Great Britain, and recur constantly either as such or in equivalent expressions
from the time of Magna Charta. For all practical purposes they are synonymous in meaning, and originally
signified a peculiar right or private law conceded to particular persons or places whereby a certain individual
or class of individuals was exempted from the rigor of the common law. Privilege or immunity is conferred upon
any person when he is invested with a legal claim to the exercise of special or peculiar rights, authorizing him to
enjoy some particular advantage or exemption. ”

[The Privileges and Immunities of State Citizenship, Roger Howell, PhD, 1918, pp. 9-10;

SOURCE:

http://famguardian.org/Publications/ThePrivAndImmOfStateCit/The_privileges and_immunities_of state_c.pdf

]

See Magill v. Browne, Fed.Cas. No. 8952, 16 Fed.Cas. 408; 6 Words and Phrases, 5583, 5584; A J. Lien,
“Privileges and Immunities of Citizens of the United States,” in Columbia University Studies in History,
Economics, and Public Law, vol. 54, p. 31.

“What, then, is [civil] legislation? It is an assumption [presumption] by one man, or body of men, of absolute,
irresponsible dominion [because of abuse of sovereign immunity and the act of “CONSENT” by calling yourself
a “citizen ] over all other men whom they call subject to their power. It is the assumption by one man, or body
of men, of a right to subject all other men to their will and their service. It is the assumption by one man, or body
of men, of a right to abolish outright all the natural rights, all the natural liberty of all other men; to make all
other men their slaves; to arbitrarily dictate to all other men what they may, and may not, do; what they may,
and may not, have; what they may, and may not, be. It is, in short, the assumption of a right to banish the principle
of human rights, the principle of justice itself, from off the earth, and set up their own personal will [society of
men and not law], pleasure, and interest in its place. All this, and nothing less, is involved in the very idea that
there can be any such thing as human [CIVIL] legislation that is obligatory upon those upon whom it is imposed
[and ESPECIALLY those who never expressly consented in writing].”

[Natural Law, Chapter 3, Section IV, Lysander Spooner;

SOURCE: http://famguardian.org/PublishedAuthors/Indiv/SpoonerLysander/NaturalLaw.htm]

The above methods of REMOVING the protections of the common law and the constitution from the INALIENABLE rights
[rights that CANNOT lawfully be given away, even WITH consent] that are protected by them has been described by the
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1 U.S. Congress as the ESSENCE of communism itself! This is especially true when you add games with legal words of art to
2 remove even the STATUTORY limitations upon the conduct of the government. See Legal Deception, Propaganda, and
3 Fraud, Form #05.014.

4 TITLE 50 > CHAPTER 23 > SUBCHAPTER IV > Sec. 841.

5 Sec. 841. — Findings and declarations of fact

6 The Congress finds and declares that the Communist Party of the United States [consisting of the IRS, DOJ, and
7 a corrupted federal judiciary], although purportedly a political party, is in fact an instrumentality of a conspiracy
8 to overthrow the [de jure] Government of the United States [and replace it with a de facto government ruled by
9 the judiciary]. It constitutes an authoritarian dictatorship [IRS, DOJ, and corrupted federal judiciary in
10 collusion] within a [constitutional] republic, demanding for itself the rights and [FRANCHISE] privileges
11 [including immunity from prosecution for their wrongdoing in violation of Article 1, Section 9, Clause 8 of the
12 Constitution] accorded to political parties, but denying to all others the liberties [Bill of Rights] guaranteed by
13 the Constitution [Form #10.002]. Unlike political parties, which evolve their policies and programs through
14 public means, by the reconciliation of a wide variety of individual views, and submit those policies and programs
15 to the electorate at large for approval or disapproval, the policies and programs of the Communist Party are
16 secretly [by corrupt judges and the IRS in complete disregard of, Form #05.014, the tax franchise “codes”,
17 Form #05.001] prescribed for it by the foreign leaders of the world Communist movement [the IRS and Federal
18 Reserve]. Its members [the Congress, which was terrorized to do IRS bidding by the framing of Congressman
19 Traficant] have no part in determining its goals, and are not permitted to voice dissent to party objectives. Unlike
20 members of political parties, members of the Communist Party are recruited for indoctrination [in the public
21 FOOL system by homosexuals, liberals, and socialists] with respect to its objectives and methods, and are
22 organized, instructed, and disciplined [by the IRS and a corrupted judiciary] to carry into action slavishly the
23 assignments given them by their hierarchical chieftains. Unlike political parties, the Communist Party [thanks
24 to a corrupted federal judiciary] acknowledges no constitutional or statutory limitations upon its conduct or upon
25 that of its members [ANARCHISTS!, Form #08.020]. The Communist Party is relatively small numerically, and
26 gives scant indication of capacity ever to attain its ends by lawful political means. The peril inherent in its
27 operation arises not from its numbers, but from its failure to acknowledge any limitation as to the nature of its
28 activities, and its dedication to the proposition that the present constitutional Government of the United States
29 ultimately must be brought to ruin by any available means, including resort to; force and violence [or using
30 income taxes]. Holding that doctrine, its role as the agency of a hostile foreign power [the Federal Reserve
31 and the American Bar Association (ABA)] renders its existence a clear present and continuing danger to the
32 security of the United States. It is the means whereby individuals are seduced [illegally KIDNAPPED via
33 identity theft!, Form #05.046] into the service of the world Communist movement [using FALSE information
34 returns and other PERJURIOUS government forms, Form #04.001], trained to do its bidding [by FALSE
35 government publications and statements that the government is not accountable for the accuracy of, Form
36 #05.007], and directed and controlled [using FRANCHISES illegally enforced upon NONRESIDENTS, Form
37 #05.030] in the conspiratorial performance of their revolutionary services. Therefore, the Communist Party
38 should be outlawed

39  The above corruption of our Constitutional Republic by the unconstitutional abuse of franchises, the violation of the rules of
4 statutory construction, and interference with common law remedies was described by the U.S. Supreme Court as follows:

41 “These are words of weighty import. They involve consequences of the most momentous character. | take leave
42 to say that if the principles thus announced should ever receive the sanction of a majority of this court, a
43 radical and mischievous change in our system of government will be the result. We will, in that event, pass
44 from the era of constitutional liberty guarded and protected by a written constitution into an era of legislative
45 absolutism.

46 Although from the foundation of the Government this court has held steadily to the view that the Government of
47 the United States was one of enumerated powers, and that no one of its branches, nor all of its branches combined,
48 could constitutionally exercise powers not granted, or which were not necessarily implied from those expressly
49 granted, Martin v. Hunter, 1 Wheat. 304, 326, 331, we are now informed that Congress possesses powers outside
50 of the Constitution, and may deal with new territory, 380*380 acquired by treaty or conguest, in the same
51 manner as other nations have been accustomed to act with respect to territories acquired by them. In my
52 opinion, Congress has no existence and can exercise no authority outside of the Constitution. Still less is it
53 true that Congress can deal with new territories just as other nations have done or may do with their new
54 territories. This nation is under the control of a written constitution, the supreme law of the land and the only
55 source of the powers which our Government, or any branch or officer of it, may exert at any time or at any
56 place. Monarchical and despotic governments, unrestrained by written constitutions, may do with newly
57 acquired territories what this Government may not do consistently with our fundamental law. To say otherwise
58 is to concede that Congress may, by action taken outside of the Constitution, engraft upon our republican
59 institutions a colonial system such as exists under monarchical governments. Surely such a result was never
60 contemplated by the fathers of the Constitution. If that instrument had contained a word suggesting the
61 possibility of a result of that character it would never have been adopted by the People of the United States.
62 The idea that this country may acquire territories anywhere upon the earth, by conguest or treaty, and hold
63 them as mere colonies or provinces — the people inhabiting them to enjoy only such rights as Congress chooses
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to accord to them — is wholly inconsistent with the spirit and genius as well as with the words of the
Constitution. ”
[Downes v. Bidwell, 182 U.S. 244 (1901), Justice Harlan, Dissenting]

Civil statutory codes, franchises, or privileges are referred to on this website as “private law”, but not “law”. The word
“public” precedes all uses of “law” when dealing with acts of government and hence, refers only to COMMON law and
CRIMINAL law that applies equally to everyone, regardless of their consent. Involvement in any and all “private law”
franchises or privileges offered by any government ALWAY'S undermines and threatens sovereignty, autonomy, and equality,
turns government into an unconstitutional civil religion, and corrupts even the finest of people. This is explained in;

Government Instituted Slavery Using Franchises, Form #05.030
FORMS PAGE: https://sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.htm
DIRECT LINK: http://sedm.org/Forms/05-MemLaw/Franchises.pdf

Any use of the word “law” by any government actor directed at us or any member, if not clarified with the words “private”
or “public” in front of the word “law” shall constitute:

1. A criminal attempt and conspiracy to recruit us to be a public officer called a “person”, “taxpayer”, “citizen”,
“resident”, etc.

2. Asolicitation of illegal bribes called “taxes” to treat us “AS IF” we are a public officer.

3. A criminal conspiracy to convert PRIVATE rights into PUBLIC rights and to violate the Bill of Rights.

The protection of PRIVATE rights mandated by the Bill of Rights BEGINS with and requires:

=

ALWAYS keeping PRIVATE and PUBLIC rights separated and never mixing them together.

2. Using unambiguous language about the TYPE of “right” that is being protected: PUBLIC or PRIVATE in every use of
the word “right”. The way to avoid confusing PUBLIC and PRIVATE RIGHTS is to simply refer to PUBLIC rights as
“privileges” and NEVER refer to them as “rights”.

3. Only converting PRIVATE rights to PUBLIC rights with the express written consent of the HUMAN owner.

4. Limiting the conversion to geographical places where rights are NOT unalienable. This means the conversion occurred
either abroad or on government territory not within the exclusive jurisdiction of a Constitutional state. Otherwise, the
Declaration of Independence, which is organic law, would be violated.

5. Keeping the rules for converting PRIVATE to PUBLIC so simple, unambiguous, and clear that a child could
understanding them and always referring to these rules in every interaction between the government and those they are
charged with protecting.

6. Ensuring that in every interaction (and ESPECIALLY ENFORCEMENT ACTION) between the government both
administratively and in court, that any right the government claims to civilly enforce against, regulate, tax, or burden
otherwise PRIVATE property is proven ON THE RECORD IN WRITING to originate from the rules documented in
the previous step. This BURDEN OF PROOF must be met both ADMINISTRATIVELY and IN COURT BEFORE
any enforcement action may be lawfully attempted by any government. It must be met by an IMPARTIAL decision
maker with NO FINANCIAL interest in the outcome and not employed by the government or else a criminal financial
conflict of interest will result. In other words, the government has to prove that it is NOT stealing before it can take
property, that it is the lawful owner, and expressly HOW it became the lawful owner.

7. Enforcing the following CONCLUSIVE PRESUMPTION against government jurisdiction to enforce unless and until

the above requirements are met:

“All rights and property are PRESUMED to be EXCLUSIVELY PRIVATE and beyond the control of government or the CIVIL statutory
franchise codes unless and until the government meets the burden of proving, WITH EVIDENCE, on the record of the proceeding that:

1. A SPECIFIC formerly PRIVATE owner consented IN WRITING to convert said property to PUBLIC property.

2. The owner was either abroad, domiciled on, or at least PRESENT on federal territory NOT protected by the Constitution and
therefore had the legal capacity to ALIENATE a Constitutional right or relieve a public servant of the fiduciary obligation to respect
and protect the right. Those physically present but not necessarily domiciled in a constitutional but not statutory state protected by
the constitution cannot lawfully alienate rights to a real, de jure government, even WITH their consent.

3. If the government refuses to meet the above burden of proof, it shall be CONCLUSIVELY PRESUMED to be operating in a
PRIVATE, corporate capacity on an EQUAL footing with every other private corporation and which is therefore NOT protected by
official, judicial, or sovereign immunity.”
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For a detailed exposition on the mandatory separation between PUBLIC and PRIVATE as indicated above, please see the

following course on our site:

Separation Between Public and Private Course, Form #12.025

FORMS PAGE: http://sedm.org/Forms/FormlIndex.htm

DIRECT LINK: https://sedm.org/LibertyU/SeparatingPublicPrivate.pdf

[SEDM Disclaimer, Section 4.8; SOURCE: http://sedm.org/disclaimer.htm]

8.14

Summary of Criteria for determining whether an enactment is “law” or merely a private law franchise

Based on the previous discussion, below is a list that readers can use to determine whether an enactment being enforced
against them is “law” or merely a private law franchise. If you find any of the characteristics below apply to the statute being
enforced, then it is voluntary and private law and you can use it to circumvent enforcement:

Table 1: Characteristics that make an enactment private law

# Characteristic

Reason

Example(s)

1 The government exempts itself
from enforcement

Equal protection and equal treatment
requirement. Statutes that don’t apply
equally to all are called “class legislation”
and franchises are the main method to
implement class legislation. See Form
#05.030.

Can assert sovereign immunity to exempt self or has
done so in the past.

2 The enactment only pertains to a
specific class or group of people

Equal protection and equal treatment
requirement. Statutes that don’t apply

The Internal Revenue Code only pertains to “taxpayers”
per 26 U.S.C. §7701(a)(14) and not everyone is a

on civil domicile

requirement. Domicile is voluntary and
cannot be compelled. See Form #05.002.

such as “taxpayers”, “public equally to all are called “class l