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Ih² 5h9{ /hbDw9{{ ά[9D![[¸έ D9¢ !²!¸ ²L¢I 
ALL THEIR UNCONSTITUTIONAL ACTIVITY? 

¶ The Federal Reserve? - The Patriot Act?  - The Healthcare Bill? - Cap and Trade? ς Federal Income Taxes? 

What follows is fact - not fiction.  It is NOT conspiracy theory or Patriot myth.  It is all 100% documented.  The TRUTH is that the 
UNITED STATES you believe to be a country  is nothing more than a private/ for profit business operated by an unlawful Congress 
for the benefit of a handful of International Bankers and controlled by the Vatican.  !ƳŜǊƛŎŀ ƛǎ ŀ ŎƻǊǇƻǊŀǘŜ άǎƭŀǾŜέ ǇƭŀƴǘŀǘƛƻƴΦ  

On February 21
st
 ƛƴ мутмΣ ǘƘŜ άƴƻōƛƭƛǘȅέ ƻŦ /ƻƴƎǊŜǎǎ ƻŦŦƛŎƛŀƭƭȅ ŎǊŜŀǘŜŘ ŀ twL±!¢9 κ Chw twhCL¢ ƳǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭ ŎƻǊǇƻǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜȅ 

ŎƻǳƭŘ άƭŜƎŀƭƭȅέ ŎƻƴǘǊƻƭ ǳƴŘŜǊ !ǊǘƛŎƭŜ LΣ {ŜŎǘƛƻƴ уΣ /ƭŀǳǎŜ мт ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƻǊƎŀƴƛŎ /ƻƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴ - and then proceeded to give it all the power 
and authority "not inconsistent with the Constitution and laws of the United States."  See: Congressional Record/ Organic Act of 
1871.  What did Congress name their NEW ǇǊƛǾŀǘŜ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŜƴǘŜǊǇǊƛǎŜΚ ¢ƘŜȅ ƴŀƳŜŘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƴŜǿ ŎƻƳǇŀƴȅΧ¢I9 ¦bL¢95 {¢!¢9{Φ   

Let me be very clear about this important issue by restating it: 

Lƴ мутмΣ ά/ƻƴƎǊŜǎǎέ ŎǊŜŀǘŜŘ ŀ twL±!¢9 ŎƻƳǇŀƴȅ ƻǾŜǊ ǿƘƛŎƘ ¢I9¸ ƘŀŘ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜ άƭŜƎŀƭέ ŎƻƴǘǊƻƭΣ ŀƴŘ ƎŀǾŜ ƛǘ ǇƻǿŜǊǎ - άNOT 
INCONSISTENT with the Constitution and Laws of the United StatesΦέ 

The District of Columbia (aka The State of New Columbia) is unlike ANY other municipal corporation on the planet. For within the 
ten mile ǎǉǳŀǊŜ ƪƴƻǿƴ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ά5ƛǎǘǊƛŎǘ ƻŦ /ƻƭǳƳōƛŀέ ƛǎ ŀ twL±!¢9[¸ I9[5 ŎƻǊǇƻǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƭŜƎŀƭƭȅ ƴŀƳŜŘ ά¢I9 ¦bL¢95 {¢!¢9{έ ǿƛǘƘ 
all the power of the organic Constitution for the united States of AmericaΦ  !ƴȅ ǇŀǊǘƛŎƛǇŀǘƛƻƴ άǿƛǘƘƛƴέ ǘƘƛǎ twL±!¢9 κ Chw twhCL¢ 
ŎƻƳƳŜǊŎƛŀƭ Ŝƴǘƛǘȅ ƛǎ άǇǊŜǎǳƳŜŘέ ǘƻ ōŜ ŀ ƭŜƎŀƭƭȅ ōƛƴŘƛƴƎ ŎƻƴǘǊŀŎǘΣ ōŀǎŜŘ ƻƴ h¦w /hb{9b¢Σ ǘƻ ōŜ άŀŘƧǳŘƛŎŀǘŜŘέ ōȅ ¢I9aΣ ƛƴ ¢I9Lw 
PRIVATE commercial courts.  Amazingly, most Americans still believe a legitimate government and system of Law exists and they 
live in a FREE society.  Sadly, nothing can be farther from the truth.  Truth be told, the American people are nothing more than 
FEUDAL SERFS (slaves) within ŀ ǎȅǎǘŜƳ ƻŦ άtǳōƭƛŎ tƻƭƛŎȅέ ǘƘŀǘ ŎŀǇǘǳǊŜǎ ![[ ŎƻǊǇƻǊŀǘŜ ¦Φ{Φ ŎƛǘƛȊŜƴ άǇŜǊǎƻƴǎέ όŀǎǎŜǘǎύ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ŀ 
deceptive - but voluntary - 14

th
 !ƳŜƴŘƳŜƴǘ ¦Φ{Φ ŎƛǘƛȊŜƴǎƘƛǇΦ  ¢ƘŜ ŦŀŎǘ ƛǎΣ ŜǾŜǊȅ ǎƛƴƎƭŜ άŎƻǳǊǘǊƻƻƳέ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘƭȅ ƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƴƎ άǿƛǘƘƛƴέ 

ƻƴŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜƛǊ ά{¢!¢9 hCέ ŦǊŀƴchises, is a non-!ǊǘƛŎƭŜ LLL ƭŜƎƛǎƭŀǘƛǾŜ ǘǊƛōǳƴŀƭ ŀŎǘƛƴƎ ŀǎ ŎƻƭƭŜŎǘƛƻƴ ŀƎŜƴǘ ŦƻǊ /ƻƴƎǊŜǎǎΩǎ twL±!¢9 κ Chw 
PROFIT commercial business (you) ς ŀƴŘ ŀŘƳƛƴƛǎǘǊŀǘƻǊ ƻŦ C5wΩǎ ŎƻǊǇƻǊŀǘŜ ¦Φ{Φ ōŀƴƪǊǳǇǘŎȅ ƻŦ мфооΦ  9ǾŜǊȅ άŎƻǳǊǘέ ŀŎǊƻǎǎ !ƳŜǊƛŎŀ 
is a private commercial court operating ONLY for the generation of corporate PROFITS. 

To be clear, there is NEVER a lawful non-fictional non-ŎƻƳƳŜǊŎƛŀƭ άŎŀǳǎŜ ƻŦ ŀŎǘƛƻƴέ ƛƴ ¢I9Lw twL±!¢9 /h¦w¢ {¸{¢9aΦ  bŜǾŜǊ 
should a sane man or woman walk into one of their PRIVATE / FOR PROFIT commercial courtrooms and expect the Constitution to 
magically appear or the Common Law to be recognized, upheld, or enforced.  The sooner WE ALL accept that - WE HAVE NO LAW - 
and - WE HAVE NO GOVERNMENT - the sooner we can take back what has been fraudulently stolen by the thieves in Washington 
D.C. and those controlling the Federal Reserve System.  Only then can we start rebuilding what is left of America. Only then will 
ǿŜ ƘŀǾŜ ŀ ƳƻƴŜǘŀǊȅ ǎȅǎǘŜƳ ōŀǎŜŘ ƻƴ ǊŜŀƭ ǾŀƭǳŜΦ hƴƭȅ ǘƘŜƴ ǿƛƭƭ ǿŜΣ άǘƘŜ !ƳŜǊƛŎŀƴ ǇŜƻǇƭŜΣέ ǘǊǳƭȅ ǊŜƎŀƛƴ ƻǳǊ ŦǊŜŜŘƻƳΣ ƭƛōŜǊǘȅΣ ŀƴŘ 
God given unalienable Rights. 

¶ ¢ƘŜǊŜ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ƴƻ άƭŀǿŦǳƭέ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ǎƛƴŎŜ aŀǊŎƘ нтΣ мусмΣ ǿƘŜƴ ŎƻƴƎǊŜǎǎ ŀŘƧƻǳǊƴŜŘ άǎƛƴŜ ŘƛŜΦέ 

¶ We have been under military rule since Abraham Lincoln issued Executive Order #1, April 15, 1861. 

¶ ²Ŝ ƘŀǾŜ ƘŀŘ ƴƻ άǾƻǘŜέ ƻǊ άƭŀǿŦǳƭέ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǇǊƛǾŀǘŜ ά/ƻƴƎǊŜǎǎέ ǎƛƴŎŜ CŜōǊǳŀǊȅ нмΣ мутмΦ 

We must educate OURSELVES on the so-called 14th !ƳŜƴŘƳŜƴǘ άŎƛǘƛȊŜƴǎƘƛǇέ that holds us in Bondage! 

The Declaration of Independence states: GoveǊƴƳŜƴǘǎ ŀǊŜ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘŜŘΧ ōȅ ǘƘŜ /hb{9b¢ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƎƻǾŜǊƴŜŘΦ 

²9 a¦{¢ ![[Χ WITHDRAW OUR CONSENT 
Contact Kurt Kallenbach at: IAMTHEPEOPLE.US@gmail.com/ or Listen Every Tuesday Night 8PM Central at: http://libertyandfreedomradio.net/  

mailto:IAMTHEPEOPLE.US@gmail.com/
http://libertyandfreedomradio.net/
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NON -CONSENT  
By Brian Kilkullen 

 

The word freedom, for all it conveys, is a much misunderstood concept. It is touted as the ability to think or do 

what you want, but rarely is it fully explained. How can you do what you want if you donôt have what you need 

to do it with? How can you have what you need if you donôt work for it? You see, if you take what you need 

from another without working for it, then you have violated the very foundation of Natural Law upon which this 

nation was founded. That being that all men are created equal, and as such are entitled to their respective 

inalienable rights; and no one elseôs. 

Obviously, if one man can take something of value from another to exercise his free-will t hen men would no 

longer be equal, as one has only obtained freedom by virtue of the one deprived. Clearly one, by fraud or force, 

is entitling himself to more than his birth right; and in the same instant denying another his birth right. That is, 

as long as there is someone else with something of value to deprive. 

As such, freedom for all its decrees is yours only if you work for it. Itôs not an entitlement. It canôt be given. It 

certainly canôt be legislated. It must be earned. Until you come to a cohesive understanding of this absolute, 

freedom will be as elusive as it is overrated. 

This brings us to another powerful, but much overlooked concept; Consent. Simple in definition, but having a 

far greater reach rarely acknowledged, consent is the consummation of your freedom. After all, you canôt be 

said to have acted of your own free will, unless you have acted on your own volition; consented as it were. And 

acting on oneôs own volition, implies that one could just as easily not have acted at all. As to be free to choose, 

means one is free not to choose. Simply stated, consent cannot be forced, because if your agreement has 

been obtained by coercion, then it was not given of your own free will, but extorted; the exact opposite of 

consent. Not to mention, the antithesis of freedom. 

More notably, your consent cannot have been obtained by fraud either, because if your consent has only 

been obtained by outright deception or surreptitious means then common sense, not to mention the Law, 

says that you have not truly consented at all. Why? Because, you really didnôt know to what you had 

agreed. 

Therefore, in order to exercise free will, you must not only feel free to not consent, but if to consent, have a 

reasonable understanding of what you are in fact, agreeing to. Then and only then can it be said that you are 

truly free. Which begs the question: Are we Americans free today? Before you jump to answer, remember that 

you must act on your own volition and know to what you have actually agreed. 

Today though, I watch my fellow Americans pay blind subservience to a morally and financially 

bankrupt government; a fictitious entity that only exists by and through our collective consent. After all, 

governments are nothing, have nothing and can do nothing but by the will of the governed; the People. Makes 

you think, doesnôt it? 
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At present, our nation is on the brink of insolvency. Our standing in the world, under any number of dynamics 

is falling. Our government officials violate our nationôs constitutional agreement and our trust on almost a daily 

basis; with impunity. We are subject to an ever increasing tax-burden with no regard to our assent. By any 

measure, most of us donôt even trust, let alone believe our government any longer. Leaving me to wonder why 

any American would consent to its governance at all. Could it be that many of us only consent out of sheer 

ignorance? Perhaps we think that we can appease a thief, whether armed with a gun or dressed in a suit, by 

handing over just one more dollar? Or, dare I say, do we only consent under duress, coercion? If so, then that is 

not consent at all; but madness! 

Yet, still consenting to such insanity, we profess to be the freest people in history. I put to you, that there is a 

misstatement here. And I see no mistake or illogic in my thinking, because you see, I know to what I consent; 

or more appropriately, what I no longer consent to. You see, I have studied what the Law is and from where 

Law in this nation derives; or should I say, from where it is supposed to derive. Where the illogical comes in, is 

that our government today is not following any Law at all; neither the Law to which they swore an oath 

(Constitution), nor the laws they themselves implement. And therein lays the key. Why should they? If we, a 

free people, and yes we are free, choose by ignorance, apathy or subservience, to consent to such lawlessness, 

than why would we expect anything different from those in our government. After all, if we donôt care to what 

we consent, why should they care to what they abide? 

I put to my fellow Americans that we, as a nation, are no longer free. That we have, out of our own ignorance 

and apathy, willfully given up our freedoms. There is no other explanation. Free men are free to do whatever 

they wish and if my fellow Americans choose to give up their freedoms, who am I to tell them otherwise? I can 

and will however, tell them that their course is a path of self destruction. That this nation, ship-of-state as it 

were, is sinking into a sea of depravity, debt and lawlessness. And there exists no person or thing to change its 

course, because without the true power of a nation, the people, to alter it, history will relegate this nation, this 

silent tyranny, and us, to the annihilation that it has so historically exacted throughout time. 

For those Americans who would truly wish to stand up and re-claim their liberties, I must apprise you that time 

is short. And the path dangerous, because where once upon a time, a minor correction may have altered our 

course, today it will amount to retaking the ship. You see, our ship has been hijacked. Yes, just like those 

aircraft on September 11th. And just like that day, the hijackers will not give up their control easily. 

 

The only question you need to ask yourself, if you wish to reclaim what is rightfully yours, is do you know to 

what a citizen of the United States consents? Since it is blatantly apparent that most of you do not, I will tell 

you. 

Study, understand and be prepared to fight for those inalienable rights and protections so well articulated in this 

nationôs former Bill of Rights. No matter what youôve heard as to the Constitution being antiquated, no matter 

who has attacked and degraded it, your liberties as a free people and your salvation as a just nation, lie in its 

words and nowhere else. 

Until you have come to an understanding of Constitution, Law and what it means to be a citizen, then and only 

then can you reap the true value of your consent; or more significantly, your non-consent. Because as long as 

we consent to the aberration, the unlawful, the federal government as it stands today, you are feeding the 

aberrant; the tyrants. There is no middle ground here. They are the antithesis of the United States of America. 
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They donôt want to adhere to or uphold the laws of these United States. They seek to enslave you; and use your 

own free will, your consent with which to bind you. 

So decide fellow Americans. Decide your future. Itôs in your hands and your hands alone. Continue to feed the 

depraved, the fraud and the criminal or reclaim your freedom by removing from this aberrant government what 

is essential to its continued existence and ultimately, our demise; your consent. That being every manôs inherent 

right to NON-CONSENT! 

 

Brian Kilcullen 

Enemies in War 

                

 

 

 
 

I shall assume that your silence gives consent.  

 

Plato 

 

 

 

http://www.brainyquote.com/quotes/quotes/p/plato401345.html
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Grateful Slave  
By Paine's Torch 

I am a grateful slave. 

My master is a good man. 

He gives me food, shelter, work and other things. 

All he requires in return is that I obey him. 

I am told he has the power to control my life. 

I look up to him, and wish that I were so powerful. 

My master must understand the world better than I, 

because he was chosen by many others for his respected position. 

I sometimes complain, but fear I cannot live without his help. 

He is a good man. 

 

My master protects my money from theft, before and after he takes half of it. 

Before taking his half, he says only he can protect my money. 

After taking it, he says it is still mine. 

When he spends my money, he says I own the things he has bought. 

I don't understand this, but I believe him. 

He is a good man. 

 

I need my master for protection, because others would hurt me. 

Or, they would take my money and use it for themselves.  My master is better than them: 

When my master takes my money, I still own it.  The things he buys are mine. 

I cannot sell them, or decide how they are used, but they are mine. 
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My master tells me so, 

And I believe him. 

He is a good man. 

 

My master provides free education for my children. 

He teaches them to respect and obey him and all future masters they will have. 

He says they are being taught well; learning things they will need to know in the future. 

I believe him. 

He is a good man. 

 

My master cares about other masters, who don't have good slaves. 

He makes me contribute to their support. 

I don't understand why slaves must work for more than one master, 

But my master says it is necessary. 

I believe him. 

He is a good man. 

 

Other slaves ask my master for some of my money. 

Since he is good to them as he is to me, he agrees. 

This means he must take more of my money; but he says this is good for me. 

I ask my master why it would not be better to let each of us keep our own money. 

He says it is because he knows what is best for each of us. 

We believe him. 

He is a good man. 
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My master tells me:  Evil masters in other places are not as good as he; 

They threaten our comfortable lifestyle and peace. 

So, he sends my children to fight the slaves of evil masters. 

I mourn their deaths, but my master says it is necessary. 

He gives me medals for their sacrifice, and I believe him. 

He is a good man. 

 

Good masters sometimes have to kill evil masters, and their slaves. 

This is necessary to preserve our way of life; to show others that our version of slavery is the best. 

I asked my master: Why do evil masters' slaves have to be killed, along with their evil master? 

He said: "Because they carry out his evil deeds." 

"Besides, they could never learn our system; 

They have been indoctrinated to believe that only their master is good." 

My master knows what is best. 

He protects me and my children. 

He is a good man. 

 

My master lets me vote for a new master, every few years. 

I cannot vote to have no master, but he generously lets me choose between two candidates he has selected. 

I eagerly wait until Election Day, since voting allows me to forget that I am a slave. 

Until then, my current master tells me what to do. 

I accept this. 

It has always been so, and I would not change tradition. 

My master is a good man. 
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At the last election, about half the slaves were allowed to vote. 

The other half had broken rules set by the master, or were not thought by him to be fit. 

Those who break the rules should know better than to disobey! 

Those not considered fit should gratefully accept the master chosen for them by others. 

It is right, because we have always done it this way. 

My master is a good man. 

 

There were two candidates. 

One received a majority of the vote - about one-fourth of the slave population. 

I asked why the new master can rule over all the slaves, if he only received votes from one-fourth of them. 

My master said: "Because some wise masters long ago did it that way." 

"Besides, you are the slaves; and we are the master." 

I did not understand his answer, but I believed him. 

My master knows what is best for me. 

He is a good man. 

 

Some slaves have evil masters. 

They take more than half of their slaves' money and are chosen by only one-tenth, 

rather than one-fourth, of their slaves. 

My master says they are different from him. 

I believe him. 

He is a good man. 
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I asked if I could ever become a master, instead of a slave.  My master said, "Yes, anything is possible." 

"But first you must pledge allegiance to your present master, 

and promise not to abandon the system that made you a slave." 

I am encouraged by this possibility. 

My master is a good man. 

 

He tells me slaves are the real masters, because they can vote for their masters. 

I do not understand this, but I believe him. 

He is a good man; who lives for no other purpose than to make his slaves happy. 

I asked if I could be neither a master nor a slave. 

My master said, "No, you must be one or the other." 

"There are not other choices." 

I believe him.  He knows best. 

He is a good man. 

 

I asked my master how our system is different, from those evil masters. 

He said: "In our system, masters work for the slaves."  No longer confused, I am beginning to accept his logic. 

Now I see it!  Slaves are in control of their masters, because they can choose new masters every few years. 

When the masters appear to control the slaves in between elections, it is all a grand delusion! 

In reality, they are carrying out the slaves' desires. 

For if this was not so, they would not have been chosen in the last election. 

How clear it is to me now! 

I shall never doubt the system again. 

My master is a good man. 
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The United States Isnôt a Country ï 
Itôs a Corporation 

By Lisa Guliani 

"We the People of the United States, in Order to form a more perfect Union, establish Justice, insure 

domestic Tranquility, provide for the common defense, promote the general Welfare, and secure the 

Blessings of Liberty to ourselves and our Posterity, do ordain and establish this Constitution for the United 

States of America." 

ð Preamble of the original "organic" Constitution  

 

"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; that whenever any form of government becomes destructive of these ends, it is the right of the 

people to alter or abolish it, and to institute new government, laying its foundation on such principles, and 

organizing its powers in such form, as to them shall seem most likely to affect their safety and happiness." 

 

ð Excerpted from the Declaration of Independence of the original thirteen united States of America, 

July 4, 1776 

 

Fourth of July 2002 has come and gone, and Americans honored the holiday with a renewed patriotic fervor that 

reminded me of the Bicentennial celebrations of 1976.  As is customary, traditional fireworks displays took 

center stage and scores of people turned out to witness the dazzling show in the summer sky.  With mixed 

feelings, I sat with friends on a crowded Pennsylvania sidewalk beneath a glittering, mesmerizing explosion of 

color, pondering the keen sense of sadness and betrayal that overwhelmed my spirit.  Looking around at the 

huge crowds gathered for the annual events, I thought silently, "We are not free."  In truth, we have not been a 

free people for a very long time.  

We celebrate this day in honor of our "independence".  We call ourselves a free people in a land of liberty.  Our 

anthems proudly sing the praises of this nation, and we raise our voices, wave our flags and join in song - but 

how many Americans realize they are not free?  This is a myth perpetuated by the powers-that-be in order to 

avoid any major civil unrest, and to keep us all living under the thumb of a militaristic corporate Big Brother 

within the illusions that have been created for us.  The truth of the matter is this: what freedom has not been 

stolen from us, we have surrendered willingly through our silence and ignorance.  As Americans, most of us 

have no idea how our freedoms are maintained ð or lost.  Apparently, our ancestors didn't have a good grasp of 

this either.  It is sad, but it is also very true.  

Don't point to that beloved parchment, the Constitution, as a symbol of your enduring freedom.  It is 

representative of a form of government which seemingly no longer exists in this country today.  The 

Constitution has been thrown out the window, the Republic shoved aside and replaced with a democracy.  The 
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thing is; most people in this country remain unaware that this is so because they simply do not know the truth 

ð what lies beyond the myths.  Your so-called government is not going to tell you, either.  

To even begin to understand what has happened to the Republic, we must look backward in time to the period 

following the Civil War.  We must go back to the year 1871, which was the beginning of the decline of the 

Republic.  When we examine what happened during that time in our history, we begin to piece together this 

troubling, perplexing puzzle that is "America" ð only then should we answer as to whether we are indeed a 

"free" people or not.  

So, let's roll backward into the past for a moment.  It is time we learned what they didn't teach us in school.  It is 

far more interesting than what they DID tell us.  I think you'll stay awake for this lesson.  

 

The date is February 21, 1871 and the Forty-First Congress is in session.  I refer you to the "Acts of the 

Forty-First Congress," Section 34, Session III, chapters  61 and 62.  On this date in the history of our 

nation, Congress passed an Act titled: "An Act To Provide A Government for the District of Columbia."  

This is also known as the "Act of 1871."  What does this mean?  Well, it means that Congress, under no 

constitutional authority to do so, created a separate form of government for the District of Columbia, 

which is a ten mile square parcel of land.  

What?  How could they do that?  Moreover, WHY would they do that?  To explain, let's look at the 

circumstances of those days.  The Act of 1871 was passed at a vulnerable time in America.  Our nation was 

essentially bankrupt ð weakened and financially depleted in the aftermath of the Civil War.  The Civil War 

itself was nothing more than a calculated "front" for some pretty fancy footwork by corporate backroom 

players.  It was a strategic maneuver by European interests (the international bankers) who were intent upon 

gaining a stranglehold on the neck (and the coffers) of America.  

The Congress realized our country was in dire financial straits, so they cut a deal with the international bankers 

ð (in those days, the Rothschilds of London were dipping their fingers into everyone's pie) thereby incurring a 

DEBT to said bankers.  If we think about banks, we know they do not just lend us money out of the goodness of 

their hearts.  A bank will not do anything for you unless it is entirely in their best interest to do so.  There has to 

be some sort of collateral or some string attached which puts you and me (the borrower) into a subservient 

position.  This was true back in 1871 as well.  The conniving international bankers were not about to lend our 

floundering nation any money without some serious stipulations.  So, they devised a brilliant way of getting 

their foot in the door of the United States (a prize they had coveted for some time, but had been unable to grasp 

thanks to our Founding Fathers, who despised them and held them in check), and thus, the Act of 1871 was 

passed.  

In essence, this Act formed the corporation known as THE UNITED STATES.  Note the capitalization, because 

it is important.  This corporation, owned by foreign interests, moved right in and shoved the original "organic" 

version of the Constitution into a dusty corner.  With the "Act of 1871," our Constitution was defaced in the 

sense that the title was block-capitalized and the word "for" was changed to the word "of" in the title.  The 

original Constitution drafted by the Founding Fathers, was written in this manner:  

"The Constitution for the united states of America".  

The altered version reads: "THE CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA".  It is the 

corporate constitution.  It is NOT the same document you might think it is.  The corporate constitution operates 
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in an economic capacity and has been used to fool the People into thinking it is the same parchment that 

governs the Republic.  It absolutely is not.  

Capitalization - an insignificant change?  Not when one is referring to the context of a legal document, it isn't.  

Such minor alterations have had major impacts on each subsequent generation born in this country.  What the 

Congress did with the passage of the Act of 1871 was create an entirely new document, a constitution for the 

government of the District of Columbia.  The kind of government THEY created was a corporation.  The new, 

altered Constitution serves as the constitution of the corporation, and not that of America.  Think about that for 

a moment.  

Incidentally, this corporate constitution does not benefit the Republic.  It serves only to benefit the corporation.  

It does nothing good for you or me - and it operates outside of the original Constitution.  Instead of absolute 

rights guaranteed under the "organic" Constitution, we now have "relative" rights or privileges.  One example of 

this is the Sovereign's right to travel, which has been transformed under corporate government policy into a 

"privilege" which we must be licensed to engage in.  This operates outside of the original Constitution.  

So, Congress committed TREASON against the People, who were considered Sovereign under the Declaration 

of Independence and the organic Constitution.  When we consider the word "Sovereign," we must think about 

what the word means.  

According to Webster's Dictionary, "sovereign" is defined as:  1. chief or highest; supreme.  2. Supreme in 

power, superior in position to all others.  3. Independent of, and unlimited by, any other, possessing or entitled 

to, original and independent authority or jurisdiction.  

In other words, our government was created by and for "sovereigns" - the free citizens who were deemed the 

highest authority.  Only the People can be sovereign - remember that.  Government cannot be sovereign.  We 

can also look to the Declaration of Independence, where we read: "government is subject to the CONSENT of 

the governed" - that's supposed to be us, the sovereigns.  Do you feel like a sovereign nowadays?  I don't.  

It doesn't take a rocket scientist or a constitutional historian to figure out that this is not what is happening in our 

country today.  Government in these times is NOT subject to the CONSENT of the governed.  Rather, the 

governed are subject to the whim and greed of the corporation, which has stretched its tentacles beyond the ten-

mile-square parcel of land known as the District of Columbia - encroaching into every state of the Republic.  

Mind you, the corporation has NO jurisdiction outside of the District of Columbia.  THEY just want you to 

think it does.  

You see, you are presumed to know the law.  This is ironic because as a people, we are taught basically nothing 

about the law in school.  We are made to memorize obscure factoids and paragraphs here and there, such as the 

Preamble, and they gloss over the Bill of Rights.  But we are not told about the law.  Nor do our corporate 

government schools delve into the Constitution in any great depth.  After all, they were put into place to 

indoctrinate and dumb down the masses ð not to teach us anything.  We were not told that we were sold-out to 

foreign interests and made beneficiaries of the debt incurred by Congress to the international bankers.  For 

generations, American citizens have had the bulk of their earnings confiscated to pay on a massive debt that 

they, as a People, did not incur.  There are many, many things the People have not been told.  How do you feel 

about being made a beneficiary of somebody else's massive debt without your knowledge or CONSENT?  Are 

we just going to keep going along with this?  

When you hear some individuals say that the Constitution is null and void, think about how our government has 

transformed over time from a service-oriented entity to a corporate or profit-oriented entity.  We are living 
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under the myth that this is lawful, but it is not.  We are being ruled by a "de facto," or unlawful, form of 

government - the corporate body of the death mongers - The Controllers.  

With the passage of the Act of 1871, a series of subtle and overt deceptions were set in motion - all in 

conjunction and collusion with the Congress, who knowingly and deliberately sold the People down the river.  

Did they tell you this in government school?  I doubt it.  They were too busy drumming the fictional version of 

history into your brain - and mine.  By failing to disclose what THEY did to the American People, the people 

became ignorant of what was happening.  Over time, the Republic took it on the chin to the point of a 

knockdown.  With the surrender of their gold in 1933, the People essentially surrendered their law.  I don't 

suppose you were taught THAT in school either.  That's because our REAL history is hidden from us.  This is 

the way Roman Civil Law works - and our form of governance today is based upon Roman Civil Law and 

Admiralty/Maritime Law - better known as the "Divine Right of Kings" and "Law of the Seas", respectively.  

This explains a lot.  Roman Civil Law was fully established in the original colonies even before our nation 

began and is also known as private international law.  

The government which was created for the District of Columbia via the Act of 1871 operates under 

Private International Law, and not Common Law, which was the law of the Constitutional Republic.  
This is very important to note since it impacts all Americans in concrete ways.  You must recognize that private 

international law is only applicable within the District of Columbia and NOT in the other states of the Union.  

The various arms of the corporation are known as "departments" such as the Judiciary, Justice and Treasury.  

You recognize those names?  Yes, you do!  But they are not what you assume them to be.  These "departments" 

all belong to the corporation known as THE UNITED STATES.  They do NOT belong to you and me under the 

corporate constitution and its various amendments that operate outside of the Constitutional Republic.  

I refer you to the UNITED STATES CODE (note the capitalization, indicating the corporation, not the 

Republic) Title 28 3002 (15) (A) (B) (C).  It is stated unequivocally that the UNITED STATES is a 

corporation.  Realize, too, that the corporation is not a separate and distinct entity from the government.  

It IS the government of YOUR 14
th

 Amendment ñcitizenship.ò  This is extremely important.  I refer to 

this as the "corporate empire of the UNITED STATES," which operates under Roman Civil Law outside 

of the Constitution.  How do you like being ruled by a cheesy, sleazy corporation?  You'll ask your 

Congressperson about this, you say? HA!!  

Congress is fully aware of this deception.  You must be made aware that the members of Congress do NOT 

work for you and me.  Rather, they work for the Corporation known as THE UNITED STATES.  Is this 

really any surprise to you?  This is why we can't get them to do anything on our behalf or to answer to us - as in 

the case with the illegal income tax - among many other things.  Contrary to popular belief, they are NOT our 

civil servants.  They do NOT work for us.  They are the servants of the corporate government and carry out its 

bidding - period.  

The great number of committees and sub-committees that the Congress has created all work together like a 

multi-headed monster to oversee the various corporate "departments" and, you should know that every single 

one of these that operates outside the District of Columbia is in violation of the law.  The corporate government 

of the UNITED STATES has no jurisdiction or authority in ANY state of the Republic beyond the District of 

Columbia.  Let this sink into your brain for a minute.  Ask yourself, "Could this deception REALLY have 

occurred without the full knowledge and complicity of the Congress?"  Do you think it happened by accident?  

You are deceiving yourself if you do.  There are no accidents or coincidences.  It is time to confront the truth 

and awaken from ignorance.  

Your legislators will not apprise you of this information.  You are presumed to know the law.  THEY know you 

don't know the law, or your history for that matter, because this information has not been taught to you.  No 

concerted effort has been made to inform you.  As a Sovereign, you are entitled to full disclosure of the facts.  
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As a slave, you are entitled to nothing other than what the corporation decides to "give" you - at a price.  Be 

wary of accepting so-called "benefits" of the corporation of the UNITED STATES.  Aren't you enslaved 

enough already?  

I said (above) that you are presumed to know the law.  Still, it matters not if you don't in the eyes of the 

corporation.  Ignorance of the law is not considered an excuse.  It is your responsibility and your obligation as 

an American to learn about the law and how it applies to you.  THEY count on the fact that most people are too 

uninterested or distracted or lazy to do so.  The People have been mentally conditioned to allow the alleged 

government to do their thinking for them.  We need to turn that around if we are to save our Republic before it 

is too late.  

The UNITED STATES government is basically a corporate instrument of the international bankers.  

This means YOU are owned by the corporation from birth to death.  The corporate UNITED STATES 

also holds ownership of all your assets, your property, YOU, and even your children!  Does this sound 

untrue?  Think long and hard about all those bills you pay, all those various taxes and fines and licenses you 

must pay for.  Yes, they've got you by the pockets.  Actually, they've had you by the ass for as long as you've 

been alive.  In your heart, you know it's true.  Don't believe any of this?  Read up on the 14th Amendment.  

Check out how "free" you really are.  

With the Act of 1871 and subsequent legislation such as the purportedly ratified 14th Amendment, our once-

great nation of Sovereigns has been subverted from a Republic to a democracy.  As is the case under Roman 

Civil Law, our ignorance of the facts has led to our silence.  Our silence has been construed as our CONSENT 

to become beneficiaries of a debt we did not incur.  The Sovereign People have been deceived for hundreds of 

years into thinking they remain free and independent, when in actuality we continue to be slaves and servants of 

the corporation.  

Treason was committed against the People in 1871 by the Congress.  This could have been corrected through 

the decades by some honest men (assuming there were some), but it was not, mainly due to lust for money and 

power.  Thatôs nothing new.  Are we to forgive and justify this crime against the People?  You have lost more 

freedom than you may realize due to corporate infiltration of the so-called government.  We will lose more 

unless we turn away from a democracy that is the direct road to disaster - and restore our Constitutional 

Republic.  

I am saddened to think about the brave men and women who were killed in all the wars and conflicts instigated 

by the Controllers.  These courageous souls fought for the preservation of ideals they believed to be true - not 

for the likes of a corporation.  Do you believe that any one of the individuals who have been killed as a result of 

war would have willingly fought if they knew the full truth?  Do you think one person would have laid down his 

life for a corporation?  I think not.  If the People had known long ago to what extent their trust had been 

betrayed, I wonder how long it would have taken for another Revolution.  What we need is a Revolution in 

THOUGHT.  We change our thinking and we change our world.  

Will we ever restore the Republic?  That is a question I cannot answer yet.  I hope, and most of all ï pray - that 

WE, the Sovereign People, will work together in a spirit of cooperation to make it happen in OUR lifetime.  

I know I will give it my best shot - come what may.  Our children deserve their rightful legacy - the liberty our 

ancestors fought so hard to give to us.  Will we remain silent telling ourselves we are free, and perpetuate the 

MYTH?  Or, do we stand as One Sovereign People, and take back what has been stolen from the house of our 

Republic?  

Something to think about ð it's called freedom. 
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District of Columbia voting ñRightsò 
                   
Voting rights of citizens in the District of Columbia differs from those of United States citizens in each of the fifty states. District of Columbia 
residents do not have voting representation in the United States Senate, but D.C. is entitled to three electoral votes for President. In the U.S. House 
of Representatives, the District is entitled to a delegate, who is not allowed to vote on the floor of the House, but can vote on procedural matters 
and in House committees. 

The United States Constitution grants congressional voting representation to the states, which the District is not. The District is a federal territory 
ultimately under the complete authority of Congress. The lack of voting representation in Congress for residents of the U.S. capital has been an 
issue since the foundation of the federal district. Numerous proposals have been introduced to change this situation including legislation and 
constitutional amendments to grant D.C. residents voting representation, returning the District to the state of Maryland and making the District of 
Columbia into a new state. All proposals have been met with political or constitutional challenges; therefore, there has been no change in the 
District's representation in the Congress. 

The "District Clause" in Article I, Section 8, Clause 17 of the U.S. Constitution states:  [The Congress shall have Power] To exercise exclusive 
legislation in all cases whatsoever, over such District (not exceeding ten miles square) as may, by cession of particular states, and the acceptance of 
Congress, become the seat of the government of the United States. 

The land on which the District is formed was ceded by the state of Maryland in 1790 following the passage of the Residence Act. The Act specified 
that the laws of the state from which the area was ceded would apply in the federal district, meaning that Maryland laws applied on the eastern 
side of the Potomac while Virginia laws applied on the western side in the District of Columbia until the government officially took residence. Upon 
assuming control of the federal district in 1800, Congress would have full authority over local matters within the District of Columbia.

[9]
 Since the 

District of Columbia was no longer part of any state, the District's residents lost voting representation.
[1]

 

Residents of Washington, D.C. were also originally barred from voting for the President of the United States. This changed after the passage of the 
Twenty-third Amendment in 1961, which grants the District three votes in the Electoral College. This right has been exercised by D.C. citizens since 
the presidential election of 1964. 

In 1980, District voters approved the call of a constitutional convention to draft a proposed state constitution, just as U.S. territories had done prior 
to their admission as states. The proposed constitution was ratified by District voters in 1982 for a new state to be called "New Columbia". 
However, the necessary authorization from the Congress has never been granted.

[4] 

 

                     
 

 
The 14th !ƳŜƴŘƳŜƴǘ ƳŀƪŜǎ ![[ άǇŜǊǎƻƴǎέ corporate citizens of the United States (The District of Columbia) 
ǿƘŜǊŜ ![[ ¦ƴƛǘŜŘ {ǘŀǘŜǎ ŎƛǘƛȊŜƴǎ ŀǊŜ άǎǳōƧŜŎǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƧǳǊƛǎŘƛŎǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŜǊŜƻŦέ ŀƴŘ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ά{ǘŀǘŜέ ό¢ƘŜ 
District of Columbia) and have NO CONGRESSIONAL VOTING REPRESENTATION. 

 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_States
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Washington,_D.C.
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_States_Senate
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Electoral_College_(United_States)
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/President_of_the_United_States
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/U.S._House_of_Representatives
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/U.S._House_of_Representatives
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Delegate_(United_States_Congress)
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_States_congressional_committee
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_States_Constitution
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/District_of_Columbia_home_rule
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/District_of_Columbia_retrocession
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Maryland
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/D.C._statehood_movement
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Article_One_of_the_United_States_Constitution#Enumerated_powers
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Residence_Act
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Maryland
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Virginia
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/District_of_Columbia
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Residence_Act#cite_note-residenceact-8
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/District_of_Columbia_voting_rights#cite_note-0
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/President_of_the_United_States
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Twenty-third_Amendment_to_the_United_States_Constitution
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Electoral_College_(United_States)
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_States_presidential_election,_1964
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Constitutional_convention_(political_meeting)
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/State_constitution_(United_States)
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/D.C._statehood_movement
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/District_of_Columbia_voting_rights#cite_note-statehood-3


20 

 

U.S. economic history that Ron Paul wants 
every American to know: Pt. I  
 
 
 

June 17, 1:46 AM Grand Rapids Ron Paul ExaminerGeoff Linsley 

 

 

Before the decorated days when the thirteen colonies emerged into existence, America was but an idea.  This 

idea was the brainchild of European investors: a few very, very rich families and bankers.  These investors, who 

were always in search of new ways to expand their banking empires and family fortunes, banded together for 

the purpose of creating the grandest investment ever undertaken. 

  

Residents of England and other countries were encouraged to go thrive on the newfound land for the 

purpose of bringing life to this new investment through their labor.  The migrants agreed to this because of their 

hopes for new, better, American lives.  In return for living and working on the land, they were required to pay 

taxes back to the Bank of England, which acted as the central bank for all of Americaôs investors.  Americaôs 

economic situation was and still is no different than any other creditor/debtor relationship today.  If a teenager 

spends too much on her credit card, she needs to pay the interest and the accumulated debt until the debt is 

cleared, because she created this obligation to pay when she cosigned the credit card companyôs contract with 

her dad.  The investors were the creditors and the colonists were the debtors. 

 

In time, the people of the young country decided that they just didnôt want to pay their contractual 

obligation anymore and gave England and its other investors the proverbial finger ï an action which was and 

still is illegal according to international law (commercial law.)  One tactic to avoid paying taxes was the 

introduction of fiat money.  There are 3 different types of money: commodity, receipt, and fiat.  Commodity 

money is simply goods, like a cow or a chocolate bar.  Before the other types existed, people bartered goods 

amongst each other and assigned their own values to these goods. 

  

People, however, wouldôve had a difficult time carrying cows around in their pockets; and this difficulty 

led to the use of receipt money.  This type of money is a basically intrinsically worthless item that is used as an 

excepted representation of how much of a commodity will be transferred.  This worthless item is made unique 

through a minting or painting process, among other modifications.  The birth of representational money gave 

birth to the potential to exchange a fraction of a commodity, making this type of currency more effective.  

Receipt money is given value because each monetary denomination is used as a representation of a fraction of 

the value of real goods existing somewhere else ï it is backed by things that have real value.  Gold and silver 

are the preferred backings of receipt money because they have perceived value and are rare enough so there 

wonôt be a huge addition of these substances into an economic system, which would significantly alter the value 

of the existing receipt money, destabilizing an economy. 

  

Many people think that Federal Reserve Notes are a form of receipt money: this is utterly false.  Federal 

Reserve Notes are a form of fiat money.  Fiat money, what early Americans used to spite the king of England, is 

money that isnôt backed by anything at all ï it is simply worthless items that, for no good reason, have 

perceived value and can be created out of thin air by the controller of the currency for the benefit of this 

controller.  The early Americans simply got tired of being taxed through the king of Englandôs gold-based 

economic system, so they created their own monetary system out of thin air.  Fiat money is merely a promise to 

pay real goods or services later, a.k.a. an I.O.U.  

 

Americaôs fiat money was uncontrollable by the King; so, in his anger, he passed a law requiring his 

subjects to pay their taxes in gold only.  Americans had very little gold in relation to the king, so this action 

http://www.examiner.com/x-14129-Grand-Rapids-Ron-Paul-Examiner
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instigated a returned anger of the colonies and a plea for legal reform.  Being angry, the king didnôt hear their 

plea, which was a major cause for the start of the Revolutionary War.  

 

During this time, America had two obligations.  One was to their foreign creditors and one was to the 

legal stipulations of the king.  Although America fended off the king, it didnôt and couldnôt fend off its creditors 

from hounding it.  The best way to state what the result of the Revolutionary War was is that we made peace 

with England ï words one will hear when one sees any accurate history documentary.  America may have 

stopped fighting, but it didnôt get out unscathed.  It still had its monetary obligations to the Bank of England; so 

it, according to commercial law, wasnôt truly a free nation.  It was a debtor nation ï a subservient nation to 

sovereign, truly free creditors. 

 

The upside to winning the war was that America gained its ability to control its own government.  Soon 

after its victory, the first guidelines for the first American government were formed, called the Articles of 

Confederation.  Little known is that there were presidents before George Washington under the Articles of 

Confederation, the first of which was Thomas McKean.  

 

Gaining freedom was the primary goal of those who fought for independence, so Americaôs forefathers 

attempted to keep this dream alive when they ratified the Constitution in 1789.  The relevance of the 

Constitution is a little different than is taught in schools, which also incorrectly teach that its relevance is fading 

out.  The Constitution is a contract of limitations, created in attempt to both keep Americaôs new government 

from becoming oppressive and preserve the sovereign rights of its people. 

 

Being a debtor to foreign investors, America needed to either completely pay off or continually pay 

interest on its debt.  This caused an almost immediate reintroduction of taxes.  These taxes deeply affected some 

Americans, especially farmers, and some decided to do everything they thought they could to save themselves 

from them.  In 1786 Daniel Shays of Massachusetts led a rebellion, which one could call the second 

Revolutionary War in American history.  He, however, did not win his war against the early American 

government; and taxes have since existed, just as they did before America gained legal independence. 

 

America won the Revolutionary War but its investors were smart enough to know that its Revolutionary 

War caused its economy to become too unstable to survive in a productive manner.  Knowing this, Congress 

was forced to pass the 1791 Assumption Act ï which created Americaôs first national bank (a.k.a. the First 

Bank of America), chartered by the Bank of England for a term of twenty years ï in attempt to stabilize it.  On 

December 12, 1791, this bank, which controlled the American money supply, opened for business in 

Philadelphia.  Regarding the creation of this bank, James Madison said, ñHistory records that the money 

changers have used every form of abuse, intrigue, deceit, and violent means possible to maintain their control 

over governments by controlling money and its issuance.ò  

 

In order to create this bank, America was forced to charter it with the same European investors and 

bankers that were holding its debts before the war.  At first, the bankôs capitalization was $10,000,000 ï 80% of 

which was owned by foreign bankers.  In other words, the American government agreed to its creation under 

the condition that America would only own 20% of it.  The bank was authorized to lend up to $20,000,000, 

which was a profitable condition for both the government and the investors, since they could lend and collect 

interest on money that they didnôt actually have (a common banking trick.)  The bankers, however, led the 

government ï which was more naïve when it came to banking practices and how to handle money ï down a 

spiraling path that would quickly rob it of its share in the ownership.  Just five years later, the government owed 

the bank $6,200,000 and was forced to sell most of its shares to its investors in order to resolve this debt in 

order to prevent an even worse situation.  By 1802, the government was forced to sell all of its shares, leaving 

America with no stock whatsoever in its own national bank, giving it no control over its own currency and 

economic well being.  The importance of this crisis was well illustrated by Thomas Jefferson:  
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If the American people ever allow private banks to control the issue of their currency, first by inflation, then by 

deflation, the banksé will deprive the people of all property until their children wake-up homeless on the 

continent their fathers conqueredé. The issuing power should be taken from the banks and restored to the 

people, to whom it property belongs.  

  

Americaôs first central bank was primarily created because its secured party creditors ï its investors 

overseas ï demanded a private bank for holding the securities (assets) of their investment, being America.  This 

bank, holding Americaôs assets, acted as collateral for Americaôs debts and loans.  During the creation of this 

bank, one of the largest private investors, Amshel Bauer Rothschild, made the famous statement, ñLet me 

issue and control a Nationôs money and I care not who writes the laws.ò  
 

About two decades later, Napoleon began conquering Europe.  When he reached Frankfort, Germany, 

Prince William left 3 million dollars in the hands of Amshel Mayer Rothschild for the purpose of paying off 

his Hessian troops.  After losing the battle of Jena, William fled to his relatives in the North.  Instead of giving 

the money to the troops, Amshel Mayer put the money in the stock market, investing in an inside tip he received 

from his world revolutionary network.  Amshel Mayerôs five sons then inflated their familyôs power by creating 

five authoritative banks in five major European cities: Amshel, Frankfort; Jacob, Paris; Nathan, London; Karl, 

Naples; Solomon, Vienna. 

 

The War of 1812 

 

 In 1811, the twenty year contract with the Bank of England expired.  On February 20, the American 

government again decided to give England the finger and not renew the charter on the grounds that the Bank 

was unconstitutional. This led to the withdrawal of $7,000,000 by European investors, precipitating an 

economic recession and an English military response. In 1812, England waged the war we now call the War of 

1812. On August 24
th
 and 25

th
, it invaded Washington D.C., burning down the first White House, the first 

Library of Congress, the Presidentôs house, etc.  The Brits invaded because America dishonored its contract, 

and according to International Law, the only remedy left was to come into America on a letter of marque and 

seize its assets.  More accumulated debt as a result of this war reaffirmed the need for a new bank charter: the 

Second Bank of the United States founded in 1816 and chartered for another term of 20 years. 

 

            Four years before this charter was set to expire, England once again came knocking, this time proposing 

an early charter renewal.  Andrew Jackson ï a true patriot and very possibly the best American President ever  ï 

in his presidency denied this charter renewal.  Jackson had the bravery to assert that the Constitution doesnôt 

delegate the governmentôs authority to establish a national bank, but also had the brains to fix the problem.  At 

the time, the States were having trouble deciding if they wanted to collect taxes.  For the greater good of 

America, Jackson sent federal troops into these states and forced them to collect taxes.  He then used these taxes 

to completely pay off the National Debt, eliminating the creditorôs rights over its debtor.  Jackson stated, ñIf 

Congress has the right under the Constitution to issue paper money, it was given to them to use themselves, not 

to be delegated to individuals or corporations.ò  America went without another national bank for seventy-seven 

years, until the institution of the Federal Reserve.  

 

What happened to Jackson after doing this?  On January 30, 1835, Richard Lawrence, an unemployed 

house painter, attempted to assassinate Jackson via pistol.  The gun, however, malfunctioned, and the bullet 

didnôt discharge.  Jackson defended himself with his cane, while a second weapon was used, which also 

misfired.  Jackson believed the attacker was sent by his political enemies, the Whigs, because of his plan to do 

away with the Second Bank of the United States.  This began a sad trend for American presidents: if they try to 

truly stand up for their country, soon after they tend to get shot at, with varying degrees of success.  The ones 

who donôt fight for their people just get shoes thrown at them. 
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"The few who understand the system, will either be so interested in its profits or 

so dependent on its favors that there will be no opposition from that class, while 

on the other hand, the great body of people, mentally incapable of 

comprehending the tremendous advantages... will bear its burden without 

complaint, and perhaps without suspecting the system is inimical to their best 

interests." 

 

- Rothchilds 
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America had finally become a free country; this is until shortly before the start of the Civil War.  Having lost 

the battle with President Jackson, the foreign investors of the Second National Bank were perturbed. 

Throughout Americaôs early years, a close business relationship developed between the cotton growers in the 

South and the cotton manufacturing industry in England. Due to such business ties, the States swarmed with 

British agents, especially the Southern ones.  These British agents carefully planted and nurtured political 

propaganda between the North and the South, which ultimately led to servile insurrection and the succession of 

South Carolina on Dec. 26, 1860. In South Carolinaôs declaration of succession, it stated: ñThey have 

encouraged and assisted thousands of our slaves to leave their homes: and those who remain, have been incited 

by emissaries, books and pictures to servile insurrection.ò 

 

The political imbalance between the states in the South and the states in the North had more to do with 

economic policies than any moral issue of slavery.  Even in the early 19
th
 Century, the Northôs economy was 

primarily driven by factories and the Southôs economy was primarily driven by slaves on plantations. In 1828 

the ñTariff of Abominationsò was passed which greatly favored Northern industries over Southern plantations.  

Tension and arguments lasted for the next 32 years over how to deal with these taxes.  Political propaganda 

eventually enticed South Carolina, who hurt the worst from industry-favoring tariffs, to secede from the Union.  

Other Southern states soon followed, commonly because they felt the North wasnôt respecting the Constitution 

by denying them their property rights when their slaves were freed.  Texas stated during its secession: 

 

In all the non-slaveholding States, in violation of that good faith and comity which should exist between entirely 

distinct nations, the people have formed themselves into a great sectional party, now strong enough in numbers 

to control the affairs of each of those States, based upon an unnatural feeling of hostility to these Southern 

States and their beneficent and patriarchal system of African slavery, proclaiming the debasing doctrine of 

equality of all men, irrespective of race or color ï a doctrine at war with nature, in opposition to the experience 

of mankind, and in violation of the plainest revelations of Divine Law. 

 

The truth is that the North wasnôt doing this for moral reasons, as is taught to school children today.  They were 

simply stealing the blacks, under the guise that they have obtained ñfreedom,ò to work for cheaper wages than 

the whites would during the boom of the Industrial Revolution.  The end of slavery was more an incidental 

result of the War than the reason for fighting it.  Slavery, it can be argued, just changed definitions, as one can 

make a very valid argument that working for dirt cheap is equivalent to slavery. 

  

On March 27, 1861, the event that initiated the movement towards the Civil War occurred, when 

the representatives for the Southern states walked out of Congress over the aforesaid matters.  When these 

Congressional members walked out of Congress, it adjourned sine die, meaning it adjourned without a definite 

return date.  This left less than the constitutionally required amount of Congressional members to perform 

business as usual for America, making Congress as a whole legally powerless: Congress ceased to exist as a 

lawful deliberative body.  Consequently, the only constitutionally lawful American authority that could 

declare war was no longer lawful, nor present. 

  

http://www.examiner.com/x-14129-Grand-Rapids-Ron-Paul-Examiner
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Without the proper legal authority to do so, Abraham Lincoln executed Lincoln Executive Order 1, 

putting the Federal territories (only) under martial law (mob rule) on April 15, 1861.  Congress did eventually 

assemble again, but did so under the military authority of Mr. Lincoln (no longer the Commander in 

Chief) and not by the rules of parliamentary law or Constitutional law.  This institution of marital law 

has not changed since.  A 1973 Senate Report illustrated this situation well:  

 

A majority of United States ñcitizensò have lived under emergency ruleé. And, in the United States, actions 

taken by the Government in times of great crises have ï from, at least, the Civil War ï in important ways, 

shaped the present phenomenon of a permanent state of national emergency.  

 

Knowing that his Executive Proclamation was unconstitutional, Mr. Lincoln, on April 24, 1863, 

commissioned General Orders No. 100: a special code to ñgovernò his illegal actions while under martial 

law, giving the illusion that his actions were justified.  This code also gave the illusion that the laws of the 

District of Columbia and the provisions of Article I, Section 8, Clauses 17-18 were legally extended into 

the States, seemingly putting them under the same laws of war and private commercial laws as those of 

federal territories. 

  

With the patriotic South absent, representatives of Americaôs former investors rushed into Congress, 

seeing an opportunity to corrupt the nation for their benefit, and helped the North illegally ratify two very 

important and damaging Constitutional amendments: a new 13
th
 Amendment and the 14

th
 Amendment. Todayôs 

13
th
 Amendment is the new amendment because it replaced the old 13

th
 Amendment (a.k.a. the Titles of 

Nobility Act), which was created shortly after the origins of America in order to prevent exactly what had 

happened after the South left.  The old, forgotten 13
th
 Amendment, ratified on December 9, 1812, read: ñIf any 

citizen of the United States shall accept, claim, receive, or retain any title of nobility or honor, or shall without 

the consent of Congress, accept and retain any present, pension, office, or emolument of any kind whatever, 

from any emperor, king, prince, or foreign power, such person shall cease to be a citizen of the united States, 

and shall be incapable of holding any office of trust or profit under them, or either of them.ò  When the South 

walked out of office, those with titles of nobility poured into Congress, creating the need for these nobles to 

replace any remembrance of the old 13
th
 Amendment. Government officials still sometimes deny the existence 

of this old Amendment in order to hide American history from the American people, but it has in fact been 

found and verified. 

 

 

The new, two part 13
th

 Amendment was soon illegally ratified by Congress: 

  

Section 1. Neither Slavery nor servitude, except as a punishment for crime where of the party shall have been 

duly convicted, shall exist within the United States, or any place subject to their jurisdiction.  Section 2. 

Congress shall have the power to enforce this article by appropriate legislation. 

  

This amendment ended slavery, except for in the instance of crimes, of which were to be decided by the 

government, itself. 

 

The new 13
th
 Amendment was a stepping block for the 14

th
 Amendment, which is the most important 

piece of legislation in terms of what was to come in American law.  Here are the sections that most concern 

what we are discussing:  

  

Section 1.  All persons born or naturalized in the United States, and subject to the jurisdiction thereof, are 

citizens of the United States and of the State wherein they reside.  No State shall make or enforce any law 

which shall abridge the privileges or immunities of citizens of the United States; nor shall any State deprive any 

person of life, liberty, or property, without due process of law; nor deny to any person within its jurisdiction the 

equal protection of the laws.  Section 4.  The validity of the public debt of the United States, authorized by 
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law, including debts incurred for payment of pensions and bounties for services in suppressing insurrection or 

rebellion, shall not be questioned.  But neither the United States nor any State shall assume or pay any debt or 

obligation incurred in aid of insurrection or rebellion against the United States, or any claim for the loss or 

emancipation of any slave; but all such debts, obligations and claims shall be held illegal and void.  

  

American law is a tricky thing to understand.  Almost all people donôt understand what the 14
th
 

Amendment really means, and that is because the words used have legal definitions which typically arenôt the 

definitions found in a normal dictionary.  The use of words that have multiple legal meanings fuels the power of 

the 14
th
 Amendment.  For starters, there is a legal difference between the ñUnited Statesò and the ñunited 

States.ò Legally, the ñunited Statesò are the unity of the sovereign States of America.  The ñUnited Statesò is 

actually referring to a corporation, a.k.a. ñThe United States of America.ò  The ñunited Statesò is the 

abbreviated form of ñunited States for America.ò  The ñUnited States of Americaò is the name used in the 

Constitution to describe the federal government, not the States that are united.  The purpose of the old 13
th
 

Amendment was to keep those with titles of nobility ï in other words, representatives of Britain ï out of the 

government of the United States of America ï being the federal government ï by not allowing them to be 

citizens of the united States, a Constitutional prerequisite for office. 

 

Section 1 of the 14
th

 Amendment was an attempt to tie the sovereign American of the united States 

to the United States federal government.  Doing so required the change in the definition of what a Citizen 

is: we see the case of ñCitizenò was changed to ñcitizen.ò  The American ñCitizen,ò addressed in earlier 

parts of the Constitution, was replaced by the 14
th

 amendment title of ñcitizen.ò  This was a necessary 

step for controlling the people because before this time, there was no tie between the federal government 

and the Citizen of a State.  States were like countries of their own, only the federal government acted as a 

mediator between them.  The 14
th

 Amendment made people citizens of both their States and the federal 

government, subjecting them to both entitiesô laws.  The other key element is the use of the word 

ñpersonò or ñpersons,ò which is distinguishable in law from ñpeople.ò  The word ñpersonò has three legal 

definitions, the third of which being the confusing factor: 3.  An entity (such as a corporation) that is 

recognized by law as having the rights and duties of a human being.  In this sense, the term includes 

partnerships and other associations, whether incorporated or unincorporated.ò  In short, person can also 

mean a corporation. So, looking back at the 14
th

 Amendment, one can reword the first line ñAll 

corporations born or naturalized in the United States, and subject to the jurisdiction thereof, are citizens 

of the United States and of the State wherein they reside.ò  A 14
th

 Amendment ñcitizen,ò as we shall later 

see in much greater detail can and commonly does refer to a corporation.  

 

The 14
th
 Amendment didnôt truly rewrite the rights of the ñCitizen,ò it just refers to the rights of the 

ñcitizen,ò which is different altogether.  Schools teach that this amendment made everybody equal.  Its purpose 

was to do just this; but this equality didnôt come with the condition that everyone is free.  It was an attempt to 

lower everyoneôs status to a ñcitizen,ò which means subservient to the federal government.  The popular belief 

that these two amendments made people free isnôt quite accurate.  It simply was an attempt to remove 

everyoneôs freedom from the federal government. 

 

At the time, the Amendment didnôt affect people and, partially as a result of this, most people didnôt 

realize the significance of the wording and bought the propaganda that its purpose was to make the slaves equal, 

as uneducated Americans still do today.  The real reason for the implementation of this Amendment was to set 

in place the first step in a gradual plan being implemented by Americaôs former investors, which wouldnôt be 

fully realized until the New Deal in 1933.  The Amendment was a staging point which would set the course for 

new federal laws to be written, which would eventually end up rewriting all of American law, including the 

Constitution. 

 

Being an attorney, Mr. Lincoln tended to make presidential moves that werenôt fully in the interest of 

the American people as a whole or respective to the Constitution.  When it comes to defying American interests, 

https://www.blackslawdictionary.com/Content/SearchResults.aspx?SearchString=ENTITY&SearchType=MATCH
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