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FILED IN CLERK'S OFFICE
U.S.D.C. Atlanta

UL 242000

[ HATTEN,
puty Clerk

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA ) CASE NO. 1:20-CR-228
Plaintiff, )
) CASE NOs. 1:20-MJ-370, 364, 361
) 360, 355 and 1:20-MC-833
v )
) MOTION TO DISMISS
) PURSUANT TO ALL RIGHTS
MAURICE FAYNE ) RESERVED (AMENDED )
Defendant, )

Judicial Notice of Adjudicative Facts

COMES NOW; by Special Appearance, the Entitlement Holder, that the office of my ap-
pointment delegates as Beneficial Owner ( in said properties ), pursuant to my unalienable power
of appointment, I am that I am, “ maurice johnson fayne-el© *, nom deguerre: “ Maurice
Johnson Fayne© ”, hereby nominate: Walker, Linda T., D.b.a.: HON. LINDA T. WALKER,
D.b.a.: UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE, D.b.a.: [ UNITED STATES DISTRICT
COURT NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA, CASE NO. 1:20-CR-228, & CASE
NOs. 1:20-MJ-370, 364, 361, 360, 355 and 1:20-MC-833 ] as trustee, to receive this NOTICE
as trustee of this matter, in good faith, to make known my intent as it relates to the Adjudicative

Facts regarding: “ Fayne, Maurice, Johnson” ©, corp.sole Dba.: “ MAURICE JOHNSON
FAYNE",” © FAYNE, MAURICE JOHNSON" ©, corp.sole Dba.: “ MAURICE JOHNSON
FAYNE” ©, as a MOTION TO DISMISS PURSUANT TO ALL RIGHTS RESERVED.

1. WHEREAS, Affiant is domiciled at the Moorish Empire, and receiving mail through a
private 3rd Party Agent at a Commercial Mail Receiving Agency, situated at; c/o 6608 N
Western Ave # 1307, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma [73116], Affiant is not within the “Federa-
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Area” as defined at [ U.S. Code § 110. Same, definitions].

(e) The term “Federal area” means any lands or premises held or acquired by or for the use of
the United States or any department, establishment, or agency, of the United States; and any
Federal area, or any part thereof, which is located within the exterior boundaries of any State,

shall be deemed to be a Federal area located within such State. Which is hereby Constitution-

ally challenged by constitutional question.

2. WHEREAS, Affiant is an aniyunwiya Moorish American National, [ Please see Exhib-
it 1, which is Self Authenticating Evidence, pursuant to the Federal Rules of Evidence, Rule
902. (6) Newspapers and Periodicals. Printed material purporting to be a newspaper or peri-
odical. ], Affiant is not a 14th Amendment citizen of the United States as defined at [ 28 U.S.
Code § 3002. Definitions, (15) “United States™ means—(A) a Federal corporation;.] Which is

hereby Constitutionally challenged by constitutional question.

3. WHEREAS, Affiant is an aniyunwiya Moorish American National, [ Please see Exhib-
it 1, which is Self Authenticating Evidence, pursuant to the Federal Rules of Evidence, Rule
902. (6) Newspapers and Periodicals. Printed material purporting to be a newspaper or peri-
odical. ], Affiants true name is “ maurice johnson fayne-el© ”, nom deguerre: “ Maurice
Johnson Fayne© ”, it is not “ MAURICE FAYNE”, it is also not “MAURICE FAYNE, a/
k/a Arkansas Mo”, as expressed inside of the records of this cause of action. Thereby be-
ing repugnant to the Constitution and the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, Rule 17.
Plaintiff and Defendant; Capacity; Public Officers, (a) Real Party in Interest. (1) Designation

in General. An action must be prosecuted in the name of the real party in interest. Which is

hereby Constitutionally challenged by constitutional question.

4. WHEREAS, Affiant is an aniyunwiya Moorish American National, [ Please see Exhib-

it 1, which is Self Authenticating Evidence, pursuant to the Federal Rules of Evidence, Rule
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902. (6) Newspapers and Periodicals. Printed material purporting to be a newspaper or peri-
odical. }, [ Pursuant to the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea, Article 110,
Right of visit, * Fayne, Maurice, Johnson© ”, corp.sole Dba.: * MAURICE JOHNSON
FAYNEQ® ”, “ FAYNE, MAURICE JOHNSON®© ™, corp.sole Dba.: “ MAURICE JOHNSON
FAYNE® ”, is NOT: (a) engaged in piracy; (b) engaged in the slave trade; (c) engaged in
unauthorized broadcasting; (d) without nationality;or (e) though flying a foreign flag or refus-
ing to show its flag, the ship is, in reality, of the same nationality as the warship. Affiant here-
by Notices all interested parties that any further encroachment regarding said properties shall
be deemed an egregious act of PIRACY, in bad faith, Which is hereby Constitutionally chal-

lenged by constitutional question.

5. WHEREAS, Affiant is an aniyunwiya Moorish American National, [ Please see Exhib-
it 1, which is Self Authenticating Evidence, pursuant to the Federal Rules of Evidence, Rule
902, (6) Newspapers and Periodicals. Printed material purporting to be a newspaper or peri-
odical. ], Pursuant to the 59th Congress, 2d Session, CITIZENSHIP OF THE UNITED
STATES, EXPATRIATION, AND PROTECTION ABROAD, [ Please see Exhibit 2 ]“ There
are, strictly speaking, no Moroccan laws relating to citizen ship of Moorish subjects in Moroc-
co. The fundamental laws of this non-Christian country are based entirely upon the Islamitic
code, no part of which treats of the subject of citizenship. here are, however, numerous treaties
and conventions between the various Christian countries and the Moorish Empire, by means
of which citizenship in this country is defined; but, as I understand, from the above-acknowl-
edged instructions, that it is not the desire of the Department to call for a report upon such
lines, I will therefore confine these remarks to general conditions existing, which may possi-
bly be of some use in connection with the information desired. (1) Citizenship in Morocco
may be said to be governed by the laws pertaining .to the same in other countries, with the ex-
ception that all persons resiing in Morocco who can not prove foreign citizenship or protection
are considered ipso jure as Moorish subjects. (2 and 3) Moorish subjects lost their nationality

only by becoming naturalized in, or protected by, another country having treaty relations with

MOTION TO DISMISS PURSUANT TO 30of8 ALL RIGHTS RESERVED



Case 1:20-cr-00228-MHC-JKL  Document 35  Filed 07/24/20 Page 4 of 43

the Moorish Empire. Affiant has never been naturalized from the dejure Nationality of
aniyunwiya Moorish American National. Which is hereby Constitutionally challenged by con-

stitutional question.

6. WHEREAS, [ Pursuant to the PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE 90TH
CONGRESS FIRST SESSION, VOLUME 113-PART 12, JUNE 12, 1967, TO JUNE 20,
1967], the 14th Amendment was never properly lawfully adopted, [ Please see Exhibit 3 ], Af-
fiant hereby Constitutionally challenges its applicability to this said matter.

7. WHEREAS, [ Pursuant to the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure] all “ Charging In-
struments ”, on this cause of action, is hereby declared to be Unconstitutional. Not limited to
but including; any and all WARRANTS, INDICTMENTS, SUMMONS, REPORTS etc., as
they were not executed [ Pursuant to the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure Rules 3 ] as
there is not a Judges signature on Any Warrant, also there was never a Constitutional WAR-
RANT issued used to seize Affiants property, as it was not served upon any party present at
the moment of SEIZURE. All said documents also do not possess the required seals for them
to be lawfully executed. Affiant hereby Constitutionally challenges, by Constitutional question

any and all charging instruments used on this said cause.

8. WHEREAS, Affiant’s natural Mother affirmed by Affidavit, the unconscionable is-
suance of the BIRTH CERTIFICATE for “ MAURICE JOHNSON FAYNE ” etc., having oc-
curred while she was under legal disability, and was not in a lawful capacity to contract in

good faith with a meeting of the minds [ Please see Exhibit 4 ].

| 9. WHEREAS, Affiant has recently acquired beneficial interest in the Unincorporated
Foreign Entities, D.b.a.: 1. “ MAURICE FAYNE" ©, Oklahoma Secretary of State #
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3612856585, 2. “ MAURICE JOHNSON FAYNE” ©, Oklahoma Secretary of State #
3612856041, 3. “ FAYNE, MAURICE JOHNSON" ®, Oklahoma Secretary of State #
3612856042, Affiant is entitled to: [ Article IV, Section 1, of the Constitution for the united
States of America:] Full Faith and Credit shall be given in each State to the public Acts,
Records, and judicial Proceedings of every other State. [ Please see Exhibit 5 ]

10.WHEREAS, Affiant has recently acquired beneficial interest in the Unincorporated
Foreign Entities, D.b.a.: 1. “ MAURICE FAYNE” ©, Oklahoma Secretary of State #
3612856585, 2. “ MAURICE JOHNSON FAYNE"” ©, Oklahoma Secretary of State #
3612856041, 3. “ FAYNE, MAURICE JOHNSON"” ©, Oklahoma Secretary of State #
3612856042, Pursuant to [ Public Law 97-116 Please see Exhibit 3] SEC. 12. Subsection (b)
(1)(A) "(A) no conveyance used by any person as a common carrier in the transaction of busi-
ness as a common carrier shall be forfeited under the provisions of this section unless it shall
appear that the owner or other person in charge of such conveyance was a consenting party or
privy to the illegal act; and "(B) no conveyance shall be forfeited under the provisions of this
section by reason of any act or omission established by the owner thereof to have been com-
mitted or omitted by any person other than such owner while such conveyance was unlawfully
in the possession of a person other than the owner in violation of the criminal laws of the

United States or of any State.

WHEREAS, Affiant was not in possession of said ENTITIES, at the time of the commis-

sion of a violation, and was not a consenting party, or privy to an illegal act, Affiant hereby

moves the court to DISMISS this cause of action, with prejudice.

11. WHEREAS, 1. “ MAURICE FAYNE® », Oklahoma Secretary of State #
3612856585, 2. “ MAURICE JOHNSON FAYNE® ”, Oklahoma Secretary of State #
3612856041, 3. “FAYNE, MAURICE JOHNSON® ”, Oklahoma Secretary of State #

3612856042, are Unincorporated Foreign Trade names, Affiant has met the Margin Require-

MOTION TO DISMISS PURSUANT TQ 50f8 ALL RIGHTS RESERVED



Case 1:20-cr-00228-MHC-JKL  Document 35  Filed 07/24/20 Page 6 of 43

ments to have, to obtain, receive, or enjoy the beneficial use of a loan or other extension of

credit from any lender, as defined at [ 15 U.S. Code § 78g (f)].

12. WHEREAS, Article III of the Constitution for the united States of America, “Section
1. The judicial power of the United States, shall be vested in one Supreme Court, and in such
inferior courts as the Congress may from time to time ordain and establish.” “Section 2. In all
cases aifecting ambassadors, other public ministers and consuls, and those in which a state

shall be party, the Supreme Court shall have original jurisdiction.

WHEREAS, Affiant is an aniyunwiya Moorish American, territorial, and personal juris-
diction is hereby challenged, as the Constitution affirms, any matters surrounding any quasi ju-
risdiction may only be heard by one “ Supreme Court”, Also affirmed at [ 22 U.S.C. §§141 to
143. Repealed. Aug. 1, 1956, ch. 807, 70 Stat. 774 Act Aug. 1, 1956, repealed sections 141 to
143 effective upon the date which the President determined to be appropriate for the relinquish-
ment of jurisdiction of the United States in Morocco. Jurisdiction 6f the United States in Moroc-
co was relinquished by memorandum of President Eisenhower dated Sept. 15, 1956. Notice was
given to Morocco on Oct. 6, 1956, and all pending cases were disposed of by 1960. See Bulletin
of the State Department Vol. 35:909, page 844.

13. It has come to my unconscionable awareness, as it is at this moment unbeknownst to
the unsuspecting American people, that the “SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION™ is
not a part of, and is separate from the united States of America. Also that the “SOCIAL SE-
CURITY ADMINISTRATION? is in fact receiving Federal awards as a “SOLE PROPRI-
ETOR™, using DUNS: 787274919, CAGE Code: 361HO.

I am hereby declaring MONEY ORDER 369 to be VOID, as it relates to any quasi
presumption of jurisdiction.

So as not to have these matters to “ BOOMERANG?” back to me, I have intentionally
dissolved any and all quasi contractual obligations between myself and the “SOLE
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PROPRIETOR?”, doing business as the “SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION”,
doing business as “Office of Hearings & Appeals¥, as well as the “ARKANSAS
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH?” regarding “STATE OF ARKANSAS STATE FILE
NUMBER : 6512262”.

Please see Exhibit 1 and Exhibit 2

Signed in the presence of :

Cjw innetks County

Georgia State

Signed and affirmed to before me, a Notary on this [ 20th day of July, 2020 ].

Chatui i Seal,
Notary Public

My Commission Expires_@%//y /2qa1

In testimony whereof, I, Ex parte : maurice johnson fayne-el©, certify under penalty of
perjury, that the statements made herein are true and correct to the best of my honor, knowledge,

customs, and beliefs. I have hereunto caused my appellation to be subscribed this [ 20th day of
July, 2020 ].

Tam that I am: Mauyiw ':’dm.u/m @\__EQL -df
aniyunwiya moorish american
All Rights Reserved
Without Prejudice
Deo Volente
Jus Cogens

W
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Maurice Fayne Johnson certify that I have this day served the Clerk of Court, James N.
Hatten, United States Attorney Byung J. Pak, Assistant United States Attorney Bernita
Malloy, Assistant United States Attorney John Russell Phillips, Assistant United States
Attorney Michael John Brown and U.S. Attorney General, William Barr with this MO-
TION TO DISMISS PURSUANT TO ALL RIGHTS RESERVED, Fax, email and or

by United States Postal Service

De-

livery thereon to ensure delivery: Dated this 1Y% day of July, 2020.

by:_mausee ngn &A\‘Jsxe -0 All natural rights reserved.

maurice johnson fayne-el©

James N. Hatten Clerk of Court

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA
Richard B. Russell Federal Building
2211 United States Courthouse

75 Ted Turner Drive, SW

Atlanta, Georgia 30303-3309

(404) 215- 1600

Attorney Bernita Malloy

Richard B. Russell Federal Building
United States Attorney’s Office

75 Ted Turner Drive, SW #600

Atlanta, Georgia 30303-3309
(404) 581-6000

Email: Bernita.Malloy@usdoj.gov

Attorney Michael John Brown
Richard B. Russell Federal Building
United States Attorney’s Office

75 Ted Turner Drive, SW #600
Atlanta, Georgia 30303-3309

Email; Michael.j.brown2@usdoj.gov
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U.S. Attorney General, William Barr
950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW,
Washington, D.C. 20530

Attorney Byung J. Pak

Richard B. Russell Federal Building
United States Attorney’s Office

75 Ted Turner Drive, SW #600
Atlanta, Georgia 30303-3309

ALL RIGHTS RESERVED
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ANNOUNCEMENTS
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OITIZENBHIP OF THE UNITED STATES, EXPATRIATION, BX0. 45Y
Crapres V—Temporary provisions,

Arz. 1. Aliens who have acquired real estate, who have had chil-
dren born to them in Mexico, or who have held any public office,
being those referred to in sections X, XL, and XIT of article 1 of this
law, are bound to declare within six months afier the promulgation
of this law, provided they have not done so previvusly, to the ciyil
authorities of their place of residence whather they wish to acquire
Mexican citizenship or to refain their own. In the former case they
must immediately ask for their certificate of naturalization in the
form prescribed in article 19 of this luw. If they fail to make the
declaration in question, they shall be considered Mexicans, excapt in
those cases where there has been an official declaration on this peint.

Arr. 2, Colonists residing in the country, being those reforred to
in the last sentence of article’ 28 of this Iaw, shall declare in the
manner grescribed by the preceding article under what nationality
they wish to be classed, and if it should be the Mexican, they shall
also ask for their certificate of naturalization, as prescribed by the
preceding article. i

Art. 3. The Executive, in issuing the necessary regulations for the
execution of this law, shall be careful to give the proper directions
in order that the local anthorities, so far as they are concerned, may
duly execute it.

Signed Juax Josg Baz, Depuly, President.
Signed Prore Saneusz Caszro, Senator, President.
Signed Rorerro Nuiez, Deputy, Seceretary.
Signed] Greparoo Gémez, Senutor, Seoretary.
Wherdefore, I order it to he printed, published, circulated, and duly
executed.

Given in the national palace of Mexico, May 28, 1886,
Porririo Diaz.

To Citizen lexacio Marmsecar,
Segretary of State and of the
Depariment of Foreign Relations.
In communicating it to you for your information and for the
necessary purposes, I assure you of my great considerntion.

MariscarL.

Morocco.

Mr. Philip, chargé d'offaires, to Mr. Root, Secretary of State, August
906.

H

Axerican LxcaTion,
Tangler, August 8, 1906.
Str:

% * * n % * *

There are, stricfly speaking, no Moroccan laws relat‘m% to citizen-
ship of Moorish sugjeets in Moroceco. The fundamental Jaws of this
non-Christian country are based entirely upon the Islamitic code, no
part of which freats of the subjeet of citizenship.



Case gt Y0088 MEIONK" DoRAHERERS SHiled RFRFLEY #hge 1305 56 Of 43

460 CITIZENSHIP OF THE UNITED STATES, EXPATRIATION, ETC.

There are, however, numerous treaties and conventions between the
various Christian countries and the Moorish Empire, by means of
which citizenship in this country is defined; but, as T understand,
from the above-acknowledged instructions, that it is not the desire
of the Department to call for & report upon such lines, T will there-
fore confine these remarks to general conditions existing, which ma
possibly be of some use in connection with the information desired.

(1), Citizenship in Morocco may be said to be governed by the laws
pertaining to the same in other countries, with the exception that all
persons residing in Morocco wha ean not prove foreign citizenship
or protection are considered ipso jure as Moorish subjects.

2 and 8) Moorish subjects lost their nationality only by becoming
naturalized in, or protected by, another country having treaty re-
lations with the Moorish Empire.

It was established by the Convention of Madrid, concluded July 3,
1880, as follows:
ARTICLE XV,

«Any subject of Morocco who has been naturnlized In a foreign conntry,
and who shall return to Morocco, shall, after baving remaiued for n length
of time equal to that which shall bave been regularly necessary for him to
obtain such naturalization, c¢hoose between entire submissfon to the lnws of
the Bmipire and the obllgation to quit Morocco, unless it sball be proved that
his naturalization in o forelgn country was obtalned with the consent of the
Government of Morocco.

Foreign nanturalization heretofore acguired by subjects of Morocco fecord-
ing to the rules establisbed by the laws of each country, shall be continued
to hetm as vegards all itg effects without any restriction.

The above ruling has never yet beer acted upon, and should this
at any time be contemplated seriously, a large number of naturalized
pltlzop]_g, American and others, residing in Moroceo, would be affected
thereby. .

(4 and 5) Residence in foreign parts does mot affect the nation-
elity of Moorish subjects, and the Moorish Government has no
means of protecting its subjects permanently residing in other coun-
tries, with the exception of a so-called Maorish consul at Gibraltar
and a Moorish agent at Cairo, Egypt.

I am, ete,, :

Horeman Prrmip.

NETHERLANDS,

[Enclosures In despatch from My, Hi)l, minister to the Netherlands, Avgust 31, 1908.]

[Tranglation.]

LAW OF DECEMBER 12, 1802, REGARDING NETHERLANDS CITIZENSIIP AND
RESIDENTSHIP.

[Officlal Gazette No, 268.] =+

In the name of Her Majesty Wilhelmina, by God’s srace Queen of

We, Emma, Queen Dowager, Regent of theyIr{ing&ox%I,. nial?e known
the Netherlands, Princess o Orange-Nassay, ete.
to all whom it may concern, that:

Having taken into consideration that it is desirable to establish
some general provisions concerning Netherlands nationality in sub-
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groups from other natlons. This bl-
partisan organigation {s doing something
more than just talking about interna-
fional understanding—i¢ 1s dolng some-
thing about it.

If mankind is ever o abollsh war from
the face of the earth, we firgst must
break down the barriers of misbrust and
suspiclon among the peoples of the
world, There Is no better way to accom-
plish this than through just such pro-
grams as this one cenducted by the
Ameriean Council of ¥Young Political
Leaders.

These young people will be the lead-
ers of the world in years to come, They
will be better leaders, more understend.-
ing and tolerant lepdevs, it they sre able
to expand their knowledge of other na-
tions, other peoples, and other political
systems,

This is why, My, Speaker, I am so
plessed with the work heing done by
the American Councll of Young Politi-
cal Leaders, They have my wholehearted
support in their program to further
world understanding,

THE 14TH AMENDMENT--EQUAL
PROTECTION LAW OR 'TQOL OF
USURPATION

Mr, PRYOR. Mr. Speaker, I &5k
unanimous consent that the gentleman
from Loulslana [My, Rarick] may ex-
tend his remarks st this polnt in the
Recorp and inciude extraneous mgatter,

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there
objection te the request of the gentlemsan
from Arkansns?

'There was no ohjection.

My, RARICKE. Mr, Spesker, arvogantly
ignoring clearcut expressions in the Con-
stitution of the United States, the de-
olared intent of its drafters notwith-
standing, our unelected Federal judges
read ouf prohibitions of the Constitution
of the United States by adopting the
fuzzy heze of the 1dth amendment io
leglslate their personal ideas, prejudices,
theories, gullt complexes, aims, and
whims,

Through the copperation of intellee-
tual educators, we have subjected onr-
selves to aceept destructive use and
meaning of words and phrases. We
blindly accept new meanings and
changed values to alter our traditional
thoughts.

We have tolerantly permitted the ha-
bitual misuse of words to serve as a
vehicle to abandon our foundations and
goals, Thus, the present use and expan-
sion of the 14th amendment is a sham-—~
serving as a cruteh and hoodwink to pre-
gipitate a quasi-legal approach for over~
throw of the tender balances and pro-
tections of Ilmitation found in the Con-
stitution.

But, inferestingly enough, the 14dih
amendment-—whether r»atified or not—
was hut the expression of emotional oute
pouring of public sentiment following the
War Between the States.

Its obvious purpose and Intent was but
to free human beings from ownership as
a chattel by other humans, Its aint was
no more than to free the slaves,

JAs our politleally appointed Federal
Judlelary proceeds down their choszen
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path of chaotic departure from the peo-
ples’ government by substifuting their
personal law rationalized under the 14th
amendment, their actions and verbiage
brand them and thelr team as seces-
sioniste—rebels with pens instead of
guns—seeking to divide owr Unlon.

They must be stopped, Public opinion
must he aroused, The Unfon must and
shall be preserved,

Mr, Speaker, T ask o include in the
Recorn, following my remerks, House
Concurrent Resolutlon 208 of the Loulsl-
ana Legislature urging this Congress to
declare the 14th amendment {ilegal, Also,
I inchude In the REcorp an informative
and well-annotated treatise on the il-
legality of the 14th smendment-—the
play toy of our secesslonist judges—
which has been prepared by Judge
Leander ¥, Perez, of Loulsiana.

The material referced to follows:

H. Gox, Rxs. 208

A comcurrent resolution to expoge the un-
ounstitutionallty of the 14th admendment
to the Constitutlon of the United States;
ta Interpcse the soversignty of the State
of Loulsinne sgainet the execution of satd
amendment in this State; to memorinilze
the Congress of the United States to re-
peal its {olnd rexolutlon of July 28, 1868,
declaring that sald amendment had beon
ratifled: and $0 provide for the distribu-
tion of certified coples of thiz resolution

Whereas the purported l4th Amendment
to the United States Conastitution was naver
lawlully adopted in nccordance with tha ro-
quirements of the United States Constltu-
ton because eloven states of the Unlon were
deprived of thelr equal suffrage (n the Sen«
ate {n violntlon of Article V, when eleven
southern states, including Ioulslang, were
excluded from delberation and declsion In
the adoption of the Joint Resolution pro-
posing said 14¢h Amendment; snid Resolution
was not presented to the Presldent of the
Unlted Stotes in order that the same mhould
teke efect, as required by Artlels 1, Section
T; the proposed amendment was not ratl-
fied by three-fourths of the states, but fo
the contrary Aficen stales of the then
thiriy-seven statos of the Union rejected ths
proposed 14th Amendment botween the
dntes of its submisslon to the states by the
Beersiory of State on June 16, 1868 and
March 24, 1868, theveby nuilltylng sald
Rezolutlon and making it imposalble Lox ratl-
fication by the constitutionnlly required
three-fourths of such states; sald southern
siates which were dented thelr egual suf-
frage In the Senate had been recognized by
pravlamations of the President of the United
Stntes to have duly conatltuted governments
with all the powers which belomg to fres
states of ths Union, and the Legislatures of
seven of said southern states hod ratified the
13th Ameadment which would have fatled
of ratifaation but for the ratification of said
seven southern states: and

Wherens the Reconstruction Acts of Con~
grem uniawlully overthrew thelr oxisting
goyernments, remaved thelr lawfully constl-
tuted leglslntures by milltary foxee and re-
placed them with rump legislatures which
carrled out military orders and protended
10 tatify the l4th Amendment; and

Whereas In opits of the fact that the Scc-
retery of Sfate {n his first proclamation,
on July 20, 1888, expressed doubt =zs to
whether threo-fourths of the reguired states
hed ratified the l4th Amendment, Congress
neverthelesa ndopted a resolution on July 28,
1868, unlawiully declaring that thres-fourths
of the states had ratifled ths 14th Amend-
ment and dircoted the Secretary of Btate o
a0 proclalm, said Jolnt Regolution of Con-
gress and the resulting prociamation of the
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Secretary of Stafe Included ithe purported
ratifiontions of the military onforced rump
legigiatures of tem southern stateas whose
Inwful leglalatures hed previously refocted
said 14th Amendment, and nlso included
purported ratifoations by the leglslatures
of the Btates of Ohio and New Jerssy although
they had withdrewn thelr leglslotive ratl-
ficatlons severnl months previousty, all of
which proves absolutely that asi¢ 14ih
Amendment woz not adopted In accordance
with $he mandatory constitutlopal reguira-
ments set torth in Arilels ¥ of the Constitu-
tion and therefore the Constlfution Itseitf
striikes with nullity the purported 24th
Amendment,

Now thorefora be i resolved by the Legla.
Inture of Louislana, the House of Representas
tives and the Sonate conenrring:

(1) That the Leglsiature go on record as
oxposing the unconstitutionniity of the 14th
Amendment, and Interposes tha soverelgnty
of the State of Loutslana againsé the execu-
lon of smid i4th Amendment agalnst the
Btrate of Loulsians and its people;

(2} Thet the Legislatura of Loulslang op-
poses the usa of the invalld 14th Amends
ment by the Federal courts {o impose further
uniawiul adlcts and hardships on it people:

{3) That the Congress of the Unlted States
bs memorinlized by this Leglslature to repant
ita unlawful Joint Resolutlon of July 28,
1868, declarlng that three-fourtha of the
states had ratified the 14th Amendment to
the Unlted States Conatitution:

{4} Tha} the Legislatures of the other
states of the Union be memoriallzad to give
serious study and consideration to take sim-
fiar actlon ageinat the valldity of the 14th
Amendment and t6 uphold ane support the
Constitution of the Unlied States whioh
sirlkes said 14th Amendment with nullity;
and

(5} That coplea of this Resclufion, duly
certified, together with a copy of the treatise
on "Ths Unconstitutionality of the 14th
Anmendment” by Judge L, H, Ferez, he for-
warded to the Sovernors and Seocretaries of
BStats of snch stats In the Tnlon, and to the
Beorsiaries of the United Btates Ssnats and
Houge of Congress, pnd to ths Loulsipna Cone
gressiong] delegation, o copy hereof to be
published In the Congressional Record,

Vi M, Detonx,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.
Q. 0, Axcocr,
Ligutenant Governor and President
of the Senate.

THr I4rTE AMENDMENT IS UNCONSIIIUTIONAL

Tha purported 14th Amendwment to the
United States Constitution vy and should be
held to be inefeative, Invalld, nuy, vold ana
uncenstitutional for the following reanons:

1, The Jomt Resclution proposing sald
Amendment wng not submitted to or adopted
by o Constltutionsl Congress. Article I, Bec
tion 8, and Articlte V of the T8, Constitution.

2. The Joint Resolution was not submitted
to the President for his approval, Arflele I,
Sectlon 7.

8. The proposed 14th Amendment waa ra-
jected by more than one<fourth of all the
States than in the Unlon, and 1t was never
wotifled by three-fourths of all the States In
the Unlon. Artlcle V.,

Y. THE UNCONSTITUTIONAY, CONGRESS

The U.8. Constltution provides:

Arilcle I, Section 3. “The Senate of the
Unltod States shall be composed of two San-
ators from each Stote » & 4v

Artlcle V provides: No Btate, withaut its
congent, ahnall be deprived of tta equal suf-
frage In the S8enate.”

The fact thnt 23 Sennfors nad heen Unlaw-
fully excluded from the U.8, Senate, in ordor
to secure a two-thirds vote for adopiion of
the Joint Resclution proposing the 14th
Amendment {8 shown by Resolutions of pro-

.
.
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test adopted by the following State Legisia=
tures:

The New Jersey Leglslature by Resolution
of March 27, 1868, protested as follows:

“The sald proposed amendment not having
yet received the assent of the threa-fourths
of the states, which 18 necessary to make it
valid, the natural and constitutional right
of this state to withdraw its assent is
undeniable ¢ & »."

"That it being necessary by the constitu~
tion that every amendment to the same
should be preposed by two-thirds of hoth
houses of congress, the authors of sald
proposition, for the purpose of securing the
assent of the requlsite majority, determined
10, and dld, exclude from the said two houses
elghty representatives from eleven states of
the union, upon the pretence that there were
no such states 1a the Unlon; but, finding
thet two-thirds of the remainder of the satd
houses could not be brought to assent to
the sald proposition, they dellberately formed
and carried out the design of mutilnting the
Integrity of the United States senate, end
without any pretext or justification, other
than the possession of the power, without the
right, and in palpable violation of the consti-
tution, ejected a member of thelr own body,
representing this state, and thus practically
denled to New Jersey 1ts equal suffrage in
the genate, and thereby nominally secured
the vate of two-thirds of the sald houses,2

The Alabama Legislature proteated agalnst
being deprived of representation in the Sen-
ate of the U.B, Congress.?

The Texas Legislature by Resolution on
Qctober 15, 1888, protested as follows:

“The pmendment to the Constitution pro=-
posed by this joint resolution as Article
X1V Is presented to the Legislature of Texes
for its actlon thereon, under Article V of that
Constitutlon. This Article V, providing the
mode of making amendments to that instru-
ment, contemplates the participation by el
the States through their representatives in
Congress, in proposing amendments, As rep-
resentatives -from nenrly one-third of the
States were excluded from the Congress pro-
posing the amendments, the conatitutional
requirement was not complied with; 1t was
violated in letter and in spirit; and the pro-
posing of these amendments to States which
were excluded from all participation in thelr
initiation in Congress, is a nullity.” ¢

The Arkansas Legisiature, by Resolution on
December 17, 1866, protested as follows:

“The Constltution nuthorized two-thirds
of both houses of Congress to propose amend-
ments; and, as eleven States were excluded
from dellberation and declsion upon the one
now submitted, the conclusion s Inevitable
that 1t 1a not proposed by legal authorlty,
but m‘ palpable violation of the Constltu-
tlon,"

" The (eorgla Leglslature, by Resolution on
Navember 8, 1886, protested as follows:

“Since the reorganization of the State gov-
ernment, Georgla has elected Benatora and
Representatives, Bo has every other Stats,
They have been arbitrarily refused admission
to thelr seats, not on the ground that the
qualifications of the members elected dld not
eonform to the fourth paragraph, second sec-
tlon, first artlcle of the Constitutlon, but
because their right of representation was
denied by a portion of the States having
equal but not greater rights than themselves.
They have in fact been forcibly excluded;
and, inasmuch as gll legislative power grant.
ed by the States to the Congress is deflned,
and this power of excluslon Is net among the
powers expressly or by implicatlon, the as-
semblage, at the capitol, of representatives
from = portion of the States, to the exclusion
of the representatives of another portion,

1 New Jersey Acts, March 27, 1868, 5

2 Alebama House Journal 1868, pp. 210-213,
. *Texas House Journal, 1866, p. 577.

¢ Arkansas House Journal, 1866, p. 287.
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cannot be a constitutional Congress, when
the representation of each State forms an
integral part of the whole,

“This amendment Is tendered to Georgla
for ratification, under that power in the Con-
gtitution which authorizes two-thirds of the
Congress to propose amendments, We have
endeavored to establish that Georgla had
right, in the first place, as a part of the Con-
gress, to act upon the guestion, ‘Shell these
amendments be praposed?’ Every other ex-
cluded State had the zame right.

“The first constitutional privilege has heen
arbifrarlly denied. Had these smendments
been submlitted to a constitutional Congress,
they never would have been proposed to the
States, Two-thirds of the whole Congress
never ‘would have proposed to eleven States
voluntarlly to reduce thelr political power In
the Union, and at the same time, dlsfran-
chise the larger portion of the Intellect, In~
tegrity and patriotism of eleven co-equal
States,” s

The Florida Legislature, by Resolution of
December 5, 18686, protested as followa:

“Let this alteration be made In the organic
system and some new and more startling de-
monds mey or may not be required by the
predominent party previous to allowing the
ten States now unlawfully and unconstitu-
tlonally deprived of thelr right of represen-
tation to enter the Halls of the Natlonsal
Legislature. Their right to representation Is
guaranteed by the Constitution of this coun-~
try and there is no act, not even that of
rebellion, can deprive them of its exerciset

The South Carolina Leglaslature by Resolu-
I;mn of November 27, 1886, protested as fol-
OWa:

“Eleven of the Southern States, including
South Carolina, are deprived of thelr repre-
sentation in Congress. Although thelr Sena«
tors and Representatives have heen duly
elected and have presented themaselves
for the purposs of taking thelr seats, thelr
credentials have, in most inatances, beon laid
upon the table without being read, or have
been referred to a commlttee, who have
failed to make any report on the subject. In
short, Congress has refused to exercise its
Constitutionnl functions, and declde either
upon the election, the return, or the gusall-
fleation of these selected by the Statea and
people to represent us. Some of the Sengtors
and Representatives from the Southern
States were prepared to take the test oath,
but even these have been peralstentiy ig-
nored, and kept out of the seats to which
they were entitled under the Conatitution
and lawa,

“Hence this amendment has not heen pro-
posed by ‘two-thirds of both Houses' of =
Iegally constituted Congress, and 1s not, Con-
stitutionally or legitimately, hefore a single
Leglslaturs for ratification.”?

The North Carolina Legislature protested
hy Resolution of December 6, 1866 ag follows:

"The Federal Constitutlon declares, in sub-
stance, that Congress shall consist of & House
of Representatives, composed of members
apportioned among the respective States in
the ratio of their population, and of 4 Sen-
ate, composed of two members from each
Btate. And in the Article which concerns
Amendments, it is expressly provided thet
‘no State, without 1t consent, shall be de-
prived of ifta equal suffrage in the Scnate.
The contemplated Amendment was not pro=
posed to the States by a Congress thus con-
stituted. At the time of itz adoption, the
eleven seceding States were deprived of repre-
sentation both in the Senate and House,
although they all, excep} the Btate of Texas,
had Senntors and Representatives duly
elected and claimlag their privileges under

E Georgin House Journsal, November 9, 1866,
pp. 66-87.

¢ Florida House Journal, 186886, p. 76,

7South Carclina House Journal, 1866, pp.
33 and 34.
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the Constitutlon, In consequence of this,
thesa States had no volce on the important
question of proposing the Amendment. Had
they heen allowed to give theilr votes, the
proposition would doubtless have failed to
commeand the required two-thirds mea-
Jority, ¥ » &

It the votes of there States are necessary to
a valid ratification of the Amendment, they
were equally necessary on the guesflon of
proposing it to the States; for it would be
difficult, in the opinjon of the Committee, to
show by what process in logle, men of intelll~
gence could arrive at a different conclusion.” #

II, JOINT RESOLUTION INEFFECTIVE

Article I, Sectlon 7 provides that not only
every bill which shall have been passed by
the House of Representatives and the Senato
of the United States Congress, but that:

“Every order, resolution, or vote to which
the concurrence of the Senate and House of
Representatlves may be necessary (except
on o question of edjournment) shall be pre-
sented to the President of the United States;
and before the same shall take effect, shall
he approved by him, or heing dlsapproved by
him shall be repassed by two-thirds of the
Benate and House of Representatives, ace
cording to the rules and limitations pre-
scribed in the case of & biil."”

The Jolnt Resclution proposing the 14th
Amendment? was never presented to the
Fresldent of the United States for his ap-
proval, as President Andrew Johnson stated
In his message on June 23, 18681 Therefore,
the Jolnt Resolution did not take effect.

TT. PROFOSED AMENDMENT NEVER RATIFIED BY
THREE-FOURTHS OF THE STATES

1, Pretermitting the ineffectiveness of said
resolution, as above, fifteen (15) States out
of the then thirty.seven (37} States of the
Unlon rejected the propased 14th Amend-
ment between the date of its submission to
the States by the Seoretary of State on
June 168, 1866 and March 24, 1868, thereby
further nullifying said resolutlon and mak-
ing it impossible for lts ratification by the
constitutionally required three-fourths of
such Btates, as shown by the rejections
thereof by the Legislatures of the following
states:

Texas rejected the 14th Amendment on
October 27, 18682

Georgla rejected the 14fh Amendment on
November 0, 1866,2

Florida rejected the 14th Amendment on
December 6, 1868,

Alnbama rejected the 14th Amendohent on
December 7, 186624

NWorth Carolina rejected the 14th Amend-
ment on December 14, 1866

Arkansas rejected the 14th Amendment on
December 17, 1866.1¢

Bouth Caroling rejected the 14th Amend-
ment on December 20, 1886,

Eentucky rejected the 14th Amendment on
Jenuary 8, 18671

tNorth Carcilna Senate Journal, 1866-87,
Ppp. 93 and §3,

"14 Btat. 368 ete.

# genate Journal, 30th Cengress, 1at sessn,
p. 583, and House Journal p. 869.

1 House Journal 1866, pp. 678-584—Senate
Journal 1866, p. 471.

#House Journal 1866, p. 68—=Senate Jour-
nal 1868, p. 72,
. B Houge Journal 1866, p. 76—Secnate Jour-
nel 1866, p. 8.

4 House Journal 1866, pp. 210-213—Senate
Journal 1866, p. 183,

15 House Journal 1866-1867, p. 183-—S8enate
Journal 1866-1867, p. 148,

1 House Journal 1866, pp. 288-201-—Senate
Journal 1866, p. 262.

7 House Journal 1866, p. 284—=Senate Jour-
nal 1868, p, 230.

8 House Journal 1867, p. §0—Senate Jour-
nal 1867, p. 62.
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Virginla rejected the 14th Amendment on
January 9, 1867.%

Lowsinna rejected the I4th Amendment
on Fehruary 8, 18672

Delaware rejected the 14th Amendment on
February 7, 18672 X

Maryland refected tho 14th Amendment on
March 23, 1867.2

Mississippl rejected the 14th Amendment
on January 31, 186872

Ohlo rejected the 14th Amendment on
January 15, 18683+

New Jersey rejected the 14th Amendment
on March 24, 1868.%

There was no gquestion that all of the
Southern states which rejected the 14th
Amendment had legelly constituted governe-
ments, were fully recognized by the federal
government, and were funciioning ag mem-~
ber states of the Union at the time of their
rejection.

President Andrew Johnson, in his Veto
message of March 2, 1867,% pointed out that?

“Xt is not denfed that the Btates in ques-
tlon have each of them an actusl govern-
ment with all the powers, executive, judiclal
and legislatlve, which properly belong to a
iree Btate, They are organized llke the other
States of the Unilon, and, like them, they
mealke, administer, and execute the Iaws
which concern their domestic affeirs,”

It further proof were needed that these
States were operating under legally constl~
tuted governments as memher States in the
Unlon, the ratification of the 13th Amend-
ment by December 8, 1885 undoubtedly aup-
pHea this officlal proof. If the Southern
States were not member Btates of the Union,
the 13th Amendment would not have been
submitted to thelr Legimlatures for ratifica-
tlon,

2. The 13th Amendment to the United
States Constituilon was proposed by Jolnt
Resolutlon of Congress? and was approved
February I, 1860 by President Abraham Lin-
coln, as reguired by Article I, Section 7 of the
United Statea Constitution. The President’s
signsture is affixed to the Resclution,

The 13th Amendment was ratlfled hy 27
states of the then 36-states of the Union,
including the Bouthern States of Virginia,
Loulsiana, Arkansgas, South Carolina, Alp-
bams, North Carollna and Georgla, This is
shown by the Proclamation of the Secretary
of State December 18, 166562 Without the
votes of these 7 Southern SBtats Legislatures
the 13th Amendment would have falled,
Thers can be no doubt but that the ratifica-
tion by these 7 Bouthern States of the 13th
Amendment agaln established the fact that
thelr Legislatures mnd State governments
were duly and lawfully constituted and func-
tloning as such under thelr State Constitu-
tlons,

3. Furthermore, on April 2, 1886, President
Andrew Johunson {ssued a proclamation that,
“the insurrection which heretofore existed
in the States of Georgle, South Carclina, Vir-
ginir, North Carolina, Tennessee, Alabamsa,
Loulsiana, Arkansas, Mississippl and Florida
is at an end, and s henceforth to be so re=-
garded." ®

1 House Journal 1866-1867, p. 108—=Senate
Journal 1866-1867, p, 101.

® McPherson, Reconstruction, p. 184; An-
nual Encyclopedia, p, 452.

= House Journal 1867, p. 228—=8enate Jour-
nal 1867, p. 176.

X Houss Journal 1867, p. 1141-—Senats

Journel 1867, p. 808.

= MePherson, Reconstructlon, p. 104,

¢ House Journal 1868, pp. 44-50--Jenate
Journel 1868, pp. 33-38.

= Minutes of the Assembly
Benate Journal 1868, p. 356,

# House Journal, 36th Congrees, 2nd Ses-
slon. p. 663 ete,

33 Stat. p. 67T,

=13 Btat. p. T74.

#® Presidential Proclamation No. 153, Gen-

CEI[=——986=-Part 12

1868, p, T43—
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On August 20, 1860, President Andrew
Johngan issued eanother proclamstion @
pointing out the fact that the House of Rep-
resengatives and Senate had adopted identl-
cal Resolutions on July 22nd % and July
26th, 18612 that the Civil War forced by
disunionists of the Southern States, wna not
waged for the purpose of conguest or to
overthrow the rights and established instl-
tutlons of those Btates, but to defend and
maintain the supremacy of the Constitution
and to preserve the Union with all equallty
and rights of the several states unimpaired,
and that as soon ag these objects are accom-
plished, the war ought to cesse. The Presi~
dent'’s proclamation on June 18, 1865, de-
clared the insurrection in the State of Ten-
nessee had bheen suppressed’* The Presl-
dent's proclamntion on Aprll 2, 1866 de-
clared the insurrection in the other South-
ern States, except Texas, no longer existed,
On August 20, 1866, ihe Presldent pro-
claimed that the insurrection in the State of
Texas had heen completely ended; and his
proclamation continuved: *“the insurrection
which heretofore existed in the State of
Texag is at an end, and is to be henceforth
80 regarded in thet State, as in the other
States before named In which the said (n-
surrection was proclaimed to be at an end
by the aforesatd proclamation of the second
day of April, one thousand, elght hundred
and sixty-alx,

‘‘And I do furtber proclaim that the sald
insurrection is at an end, and that peace,
order, tranquility, and c¢ivil autherity now
exist, In and throughout the whole of the
United States of Americe.”

4. When the State of Loulslana refected
the Iath Amendment on February 6, 1867,
moking the 10th atate to have refected the
same, or more than one-fourth of the total
number of 36 states of the Unlon as of that
date, thus leaving less than three-fourths of
the states possibly to ratify the same, the
Amendment fatled of ratification in fact and
In law, and it could not have been revived
except by a mew Joint Resolutlon of the
Senate and House of Representatives in
accordence with Constitutionel requirement,

B. Faced with the positive fallure of rati-
fication of the 14th Amendment, both Houses
of Congress passed over the veto of the Presi-
dent three Acts known as Reconstruetion
Aota, between the dates of Morch 2 and
July 18, 1867, especlally the third of sald
Acts, 15 Stat, p. 14 ete., designed illegally
to remove with “Military force” the lawfully
constituted Btate Legislatures of the 10
Southern States of Virginia, North Carolins,
South Carolina, Georgla, Florida, Alabama,
Mississippl, Arkeunsss, Louistana and Texas,
In President Andrew Johnson's Veto message
on the Reconstruction Act of March 3, 1887,
he pointed out these unconstitutlonslties:

“If ever the American citlzen should be
1eft to the free oxerclse of his own judgment,
it is 'when he is engaged in the work of form-
ing the fundamental law under which he is
to Hve, That work 18 his work, and it can-
not properly be taken out of his hands, All
this legislation proceeds upon the contrary
Assumption that the people of each of these
Stotes shall have no constitution, except such
as may be arbitrararily dictated by Congress,
and formed under the restralnt of military
rule, A plain statement of facts makes thins
evident.

eral Records of the United States, G.S.A.
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“In all these States there are exlsting cons.
stitutions, framed in the accustomed way by
the people, Congress, however, declares that
these constitutlons are not ‘loyal and repub-
llean,’ and requires the people to form them
anew, What, then, in the oplnion of Con.
gress, 18 necessary t0 make the constitution
of a State 'loyal and republican?’ The original
act answers the question: ‘It Is universal
negro suffrage, a guestion which the federal
Constitution leaves exclustvely to the States
themselves. All thia legislative machinery of
maortial law, military coerclon, and political
disfranchisement 1s avowedly for that pur-
pose and none other, The existlng constitu-
tlons of the ten Btates conform to the ac-
knowledged standards of loyalty and repube
Heanism, Indeed, I there are degrees in re-
publican forms of government, their constitu-
tions are more republican now, than when
thess States—four of which wera membhers
of the original thirteen--first hecame mem-
bers of the Union.”

In President Andrew Johnson's Veto mes-
sage on the Reconstructlon Act on July 19,
18877 he pointed out varlous unconstitu-
tlonalities as follows:

“The veto of the original bill of the 2d of
March wad based on two distinct grounds,
the Interference of Congress In matters
sirictly appertalning to the reserved powers
of the States, and the establishment of mill-
tary tribunals for the trial of citizens in time
of peace,

e » L L L]

“A slogular contradiction 1§ apparent here.
Congress declares thesa local State governw
ments to be lllegal governments, and then
provides that these lllegal governments shall
he carried on by federal officers, who are to
perfortn the very dutles on its own officers
by this lllegal Btate authority, It certainly
would be a novel spectacle If Congress should
attempt to carry on a legel State government
by the agency of its own offlcers. It is yot
more strange that Congress attempts to sus-
taln and carry on an iilegal State govern-
ment by the same federnl agency.

g » » L] »

“I% Is now too late to say that these ten
political communities are not Statea of this
Union. Declarations to the contrary made in
these three acta are contradicted sgain and
again by repeatad acta of legislation enaoted
by Congress from the year 1861 to the year
1887,

“During that period, while these States
were in actual rebelllon, and after that re-
bellion wae brought to a close, they have
been ngaln nnd again recognized as States
of the Union. Representation has been appor-
tloned to them as States. They heve heen di=-
vided {nto judlolal distrleta for the holding
of distrlet and olreult courts of the United
States, s States of the Union only cah be
dlatrlcted. The last nct on this subject was
possed July 23, 1868, by which every one of
these ten States was arranged into districts
and clrouita.

“They have been called upon hy Congress
to act through their legislatures upon at
least two amendments to the Constitution of
the United States. As States they have rati-
fled one amendment, which required the
vote of twenty-seven States of the thirty-
slx then composing the Union. When the
requislte twenty-seven votes were glven in
favor of that amendment—seven of which
votes were glven by seven. of these ten
States—it was proclalmed to be a part of
the Constitution of the United States, and
slavery was declared no longer to exist within
the United States or any place subject to
their furlsdiction. I these seven States were
not legal States of the Unton, it followa a8
an Inevitable consequence that In some of
the States slavery yet exists, It does not exist

= 40th Congress, ist Sesan, House Journal
P. 233 ete. . .



CasR AR ISP TRA" DoRaRERe s File A ARTAS Page P8BS 42

15644

in these seven States, for they have aholished
it also in thelr State constitutions; but Ken-
tucky not having done 5o, It would atill re-
main {n that S8tate. But, in truth, if this
assumption that these States have no legal
State governments be true, then the aboli-
tlon of slavery by these iliegal governments
binds no one, for Congress now denles to
these States the power to abolish slavery by
denying to them the power to clect a legal
State leglslature, or to frame o conatitution
for any purpose, even for such o purpose as
the sholition of slavery.

“Aa to the other constitutionsl amend-
ment having referenco to suffrage, 1t hap-
pens that these States have not accepted
it. The consequence Is, that 1t has never been
proclajmed or understoed, even by Congress,
to be a part of the Constitution of the United
States. The Senate of the United States has
repeatedly glven its sanctlon to the ap-
pointment of judges, district attorneys, and
mearsghals Tor every one of these Btates; yet,
if they are not legal Stntes, not one-of these
judges 1s authorized to hold a court. 8o, too,
both houses of Congress have passed appro-
printlon bills to pay all these judges, at-
torneys, and officers of the United States for
exerclsing their functions In thess States.
Again, in the machinery of the internal rev-
enlue laws, all these States are districted,
not as 'Territories,’ but as ‘States.’

*S8o much for continuous legistative recog-
nitlon, The instances cited, however, fall far
short of all that might he enumerated.
Executive recognition, as 1s well known, has
been frequent and unwavering, The same
may be #ald as to jJudiclal recognition
glgt:ugh the Supreme Court of the United

ea,

e L] » L] -

“To me these considerations are conclusive
of the unconstitutionality of this part of the
bili now before ms, and I earnestly commend
thelr consideration to the deliberate judg-
ment of Congress, [And now to the Court.]

“Within a period Iess than a year the legis=-
lation of Congress has attempted to strip the
executlve depariment of the government of
some of 1ts essential powers, The Constitu-
tion, and thoe oath provided in 1%, devoive

upon the Presldent the power and duty to -

seo that the laws are falthfully executed,
The Constitutlon, in order to carry out this
power, gives him the cholce of the agents,
and makes them subject to his control and
supervision, But In the execution of these
laws the constitutional obligation upon the
Presldent remalns, but the powers to exer~

cise that comstltutionsl duty ls efectually

taken away. The miiltary commander is, as
to the power of appointment, made to take
the place of ita President, and the General
of the Army the place of the Senate; and any
attempt on the part of the Presldent to assert
his own constitutlonal power may, under
pretence of law, be met by official insubordi-
nation. 1t 18 to be feared that these military
officers, looking fo the authority glven by
these laws rather than to the letter of the
Constitution, will recognize no authority but
the commander of the district and the Gen-~
erad of the army.

“If there were no other objection than this
to this proposed legislation, it would be
sufficlent,”

No one ¢an contend that the Reconstrue-
tlon Acts were ever upheld an belng valid and
conatitutional,

‘They were brought into guestion, but the
Courts elther avolded declslon or were pre-
vented by Congress from finally adjudicating
upon thelr copstitutionality.

In Mississlppl v. Presldent Andrew John-
son, (4 Wall. 476-502), whers the auit sought
to enjoin the President of the United States
from enforelng provisions of the Reconstruc-
tlon Acts, the U.S. Supreme Court held that
the President cannot be enjoined because for
the Judicial Department of the government
to attempt to enforce the performance of
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the duties by the Presldent might be justly
charagterized, in the language of Chlef Jus-
tice Marshall, as “an absurd and excessive
extravagance.” The Court further sald that
if the Court granted the injunction againat
enforcement of the Reconstruction Acts, and
if the President refused obedlence, it is need-
less to observe that the Court {5 without
power to enforge Its process,

In o jolnt action, the states of Georgla
and Misslssippl brought sult against the
Presldent and the Secratary of War, (6 Wall,
50-78, 154 U.8, 554},

The Court said that:

“The bill then sets forth that the intent
and deslgn of the Acts of Congress, as ap-
parent on thier face and by thelr terms, are
to overthrow and annul thla existing state
government, and to erect another and cif-
forent government in ifs plage, unautbor-
ized by the Constliution and in deflance of
Its guarantles; and that, in furtherance of
this {ntent and design, the defendants, the
Secretary of War, the General of the Army,
and Major-Gteneral Pope, acting under orders
of the Presldent, are about setting in mo-
tion a portion of the army to take military
possession of the state, and threaten to sub-
vort her government and subject her people
to military rule; that the state is holding
inadequate means to resist the power and
force of the Executive Department of the
United Btates; and she therefore insists that
such protection can, and ought to he afforded
by a decree or order of his court in the
premises.”

The applications for Injunction by these
two states t0 prohibit the Executive Depart
ment from carrying out the provisions of
the Reconstruction Acts directed to the over-
throw of thelr government, including this
dissolution of thelr state leglslatures, were
denied on the grounds that the organization
of the government Into three great depart-
ments, the executive, legislative and judiclal,
carried limitations of the powaras of each by
the Counstitution, This case when the same
way as the previous case of Mississippl
agalnat President Johneon and was diemissed
without adjudlcating upon the constitu-
tionality of the Reconstrucilon Acts.

In another case, ex parte Willlam H. Mce
Cerdle (7 Wall, 5068-515), a petitlon for the
writ of habeas corpus for unlawful restraint
by milltary force of o cltizen net in the
military service of the United Stotes was
before the United States Supreme Court,
After the case wes argued and taken under
advisement, and before conference in re-
gard to the decislon to %o made, Congress
passed an emergency Act, (Act March 27,
1868, 15 Stat. at Y. 44), vetoed by the
President and repassed over his veto, re-
pealing the jurisdictlon of the U.S. Suprems
Court In such case. Accordingly, the Supreme
Court diamissed the appeal without passing
upon the counstitutionality of the Recon-
struction Aets, under which the non-military
citlzen was held by the milltary without
benefit of writ of habeas corpus, in viola-
tlon of Sectlon 9, Artlcle I of the U.B. Con-
atitution which prohibits the suspension of
the writ of hebeas corpus,

That Act of Congress placed the Recon-
struction Acts beyond judicisl recourse and
avoided fests of constituticnality.

It 1s recorded that one of the Supreme
Court Justices, Grier, protested against the
action of the Qourt as follows:

““This cage was fully argued in the begin-
ning of thls month. It is a case which in-
volves the lberty and rights, not only of
the appellant but of milllons of our fellow
citizens, The couniry and the partles had
& right to expect that it would recelve the
immedlate and solemn attention of the
court. By the postponement of this case we
shall subject ourselves, whether justly or
unjustly, to the imputation that we have
evaded the performance of a duty lmposed
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on us by the Constitution, and walted for
Legislative interposition to supersede our
action, and relleve us from responsibility.
I am not willing to be a partaker of the
eulogy or opprobrium that may follow. I
can only say .., I am sshamed that such
opprobrium should be cast upon the court
and that 1t cannot be refuted.”

The ten States were organized into Military
Districte under the unconstitutiopal “Re-
construction Acts,” thelr lawfully constituted
Leglslature 1llegelly were removed by “mill-
tary force,” and they were replaced by rump,
so-called Leglslatures, seven of which carried
out military orders and pretended to ratify
the 14th Amendment, as follows:

Arkansas on Aprll 6, 1868,

North Carolina on July 2, 1868;*

Florida on June 9, 1868; ©

Loutsiana on July 9, 18684

South Carolina on July 9, 1868;4

Alabama on July 13, 1868;1 and Georgla
on July 21, 18684

6. Of the above 7 States whose Legislatures
were removed and replaced by rump, so-
called Leglislatures, slx (8) Leglslafures of the
States of Loulslans, Arkenses, South Caro-
Jing, Alabama, North Carolina ang Georgle
hed ratified the 13th Amendment, as shown
by the Secretary of State’s Proclamation of
December 1B, 1886, without which 6 States'
ratifications, the 13th Amendment could not
and would not have been ratified because sald
6 States made a total of 27 out of 38 States
or exactly three-fourths of the number re-
gquired by Artlele V of the Constitution for
ratification.

Furthermore, governments of the States
of Loulsiana and Arkansas had been re-estab-
lished under a Proclamation issued by Presi-
dent Abraham Lincoln December 8, 18683,

The government of North Carcling had
been re-established under a Proclamation
issued by President Andrew Johnson dated
May 28, 18656,®

The government of Georgia had been re-
established under a proclamation issued by
i’;gglﬂent Andrew Johnson deted June 17,

The government of Alabama had heen re-
established under o Proclamation issued by
f;gglﬁent Andrew Johnson dated June 21,

The government of South Carolina’ had
been re-established under a Proclamation
isstted by President Androw Johunson dated
June 30, 18664

These three "Reconstruction Acts”* under
whlch the above State Legislatures were il-
legally removed and unlawful rump or pup-
pet so-cnlled Leglslatures were substituted
in a mock effort to ratify the 14th Amend-
ment, were unconstitutional, null and vold,
ab initlo, and all acts done thereunder were
also null and vold, including the purported
ratification of the 14th Amendment by sald
8 Southern puppet State Leglsiatures of

# McPherson, Reconstruction, p. 63.

% House Journal 1868, p. 15, Senate Journal
1868, p. 15.

# ¥ouge Journal 1868, p. 9, Senate Journal
1868, p. 8,

4 Senete Journal 1868, p. 21,

@ House Journal 1868, p. BC, Sennte Jour-

nal 1868, p. 12,

# Sennte Journal, 40th Congress,
Sessn, p. 726,

< House Journal, 1868, p. 50.

%Vol, I, pp. 288-306; Vol. 1I, pp. 1429-
1448—"The Federal and Stata Constitu-
tlons,” etc,, compiled under Act of Con-
gress on June 30, 1906, Francis Newton
Thorpe, Washington Government Printing
Office (1808).

‘0 Same, Thorpe, Vol. V, pp. 2799-2800.

¢ Same, Thorpe, Vol. II, pp, 803-822,

¥ 8ame, Thorpe, Vol. I, pp. 116-132,

¥ Same, Thorpe, VoI, VI, pp. 92680-3281,

“ 14 Stat, p, 428, etc. 16 Stat. p. 14, ete,
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Arkansas, North Carolina, Louisiana, South
Carolina, Alabame and Georgla.

Those Reconstruction Acts of Congress and
all acts and things unlawiully done there-
under were {n violation of Article IV, Sec-
tlon 4 of the United States Constitution,
which required the United States fo guar-
antee every State in the Union & republl-
cen form of government, They violated Arti-
cle 1, Sectton 3, and Articls V of the Con-
stitution, which entitled every State in the
Union to two Senators, because under pro-
visions of these uniawful Acts of Congress,
10 States were deprived of having two Sen-
afors, or equal suffrage in the Senate,

7. The Becretary of State expressed doubt
as to whethier three-fourths of the required
states had ratifled the 14th Amendment, as
shown by his Proclamation of July 20, 1868
Promptly on July 21, 1868, a Joint Resolu-
tlon ® was adopted by the Senate and House
of Representatives declaring thet three-
fourths of the several States of the Unlion had
rotified the 14th Amendment. That resolu-
tlon, however, Included purported ratifica-
tions by the unlawful puppet Leglsiatures of
B States, Arkanses, North Carolina, Loulsiana,
South Caroline and Alabama, which had pre-
vlously rejected the i4th Amendment by ac-
tlon of thelr lawfully constituted Legisle-
tures, as above shown, Thils Jolnt Resolutlon
assumed to perform the functlon of the Sec-
retary of State in whom Congress, by Act of
April 20, 1818, had veamted the functlon of
Issuing such proclamation declaring the rati-
fication of Consfitutional Amendments,

The Secretary of State bowed to the action
of Congresas and Issued his Proclamation of
July 28, 1868, in which he stated that he
was acting under suthorlty of the Act of
April 20, 1818, but pursuant to ssid Resolu-
tlon of July 21, 1888, He listed thres-fourths
or 50 of the then 37 states as having ratified
the 14th Amendment, including the pur-
ported ratifieation of the unlawful puppet
Leglslatures of the States of Arkansas, North
Carolina, Loulsiana, South Caroling and Ala«
bamp. Without sald 5 unlawful purported
ratifications there would have been only 25
states lelt to ratify out of 37 when a mini-
mum of 28 states was requlred for ratification
by three~fourths of the States of the Tnlon.

The Joint Resolutlon of Congress and the
resulting Proclnmation of the Secratery of
Btate also Included purported ratifications by
the States of Ohio and New Jersoy, nlthough
the Proclameation recognized the fact that
the Leglslatures of said atates, several months
Ppreviously, had withdrawn their ratifications
and effectively rejected the 14th Amendment
In January, 1868, and April, 1868.

Therefore, deducting these two states from
the purported ratifications of the 14th
Amendment, only 23 State ratifications at
most could be claimed; whereas the ratifica-
tion of 28 States, or three-fourths of 37
States In the Union, were required to ratify
the 14th Amendment,

From all of the ahove documented historie
facts, 1t is inescapable that the 14th Amend-
meni never was validly adopted as an article
ol the Constltution, that it has no legal
effect, and it should be declared by the
Courts to be unconstitutional, and therefore
null, vold and of no effect.

THE CONSTITUTION STRIKES THE 14TH AMEND-
MENT WITH NULLITY

The defenders of the 14th Amendment
cantend that the U8, Supreme Court has
finally declded upon its valldity. Such is not
the case.

In what Iz considered the leading crse,
Coleman v. Miller, 307 U.B, 448, 69 S. Ct. 972,
the U8, Supreme Court did not uphold the
validlty of the 14th Amendment,

® 15 Stat. p. 706.

® House Journal, 40th Congress, 2nd Sessn.
p. 1126 etc,

216 Stat. p. 708,
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In that cage, the Cowrt brushed saside
consiitutional questlons as though they did
not exist. For instance, the Court made the
statement that:

“The legislatures of Georgia, North Caro-
lins and South Caroinia hed rejected the
amendment in November and December,
1866. New governments were erected in those
Btates (and In others) under the direction
of Congress. The new leglslatures ratified
the amendment, that of North Carolina on
July 4, 1868, thet of South Carolina on
Julg P 1868, and that of Georgla on July 21,
1868."

And the Oourt gave no consideration to the
fact that Georgla, North Caroline and South
Carollna were three of the original states of
the Unlon with valld and existing constitu-
tlons on an egual footing with the other
orlginel states and those later admitted into
the Union.

What constltutionsl right did Congress
have to remove those state governments and
their legislatures under unlawful mititary
power set up by the unconstitutionnal “Recon-
structlon Acts,”” which had for their purpose,
the destructlon and removal of these legal
state governments and the nullification of
thelr Constitutions?

The.fact that these three states and seven
other Southern States had existing Constitu«
tlons, wers recognized as states of the Unior,
agein and again; had been divided into judl«
cinl districts for holding thelr distrlet and
clreult courts of the United States; hnd been
called upon by Congress to act through their
legislatures upon two Amendments, the 18th
and 14th, and by thelr ratifications had ac-
tually made possible the adoption of the 13th
Amendment; as well as thelr atate govern-
mente having heen re-established wunder
Presldential Proclamations, ss shown by
Presldent Andrew Johnson’s Veto message
and proclamatlons, were all brushed aside
by the Court in COclemsn hy tho statement
that: “New governments were erected in
those States (and in others) under the di-
rection of Congress,” and that these new leg-
islatures ratifled the Amendment,

The U.3. Supreme Court overlooked that
it previously had held that at no time were
these Southern Btates out of the Union.
White v. Hart, 1871, 13 Wall. 648, 654,

In Coleman, the Court did not adjudicate
upon the invalidity of the Acts of Congress
which set aside those state Constitutions and
thollshed thelr state leglslatures~the Court
simply referred to the fact that thelr legally
constituted Ieglalatures had rejected tha 14th
Amendment and that the "new legisiatures"
hed ratified the Amendment,

The Court overlooked the fact, too, that
the Btate of Virginin was also one of the
original states with 1ts Constliution and Leg-
islature In full operation under its clvil
government at the time.

‘The Court also lgnored the fact that the
other six Southern States, which were glven
the same treatment by Congresa under the
unconstitutional “Reconstructlon Acts”, all
had legal constitutions and a republican
form of government in each state, as was
recognized by Congress by its admilssion of
those states into the Union. The Court cer-
talnly must take judicial cognizance of the
fact thot before a new atate is admitted by
Congress into the Union, Congress enacts an
Epabling Act to enable the inhebitants of
the territory to adopt a Conatitution to set
UpP A4 republican form of government as o
condition precedent to the admission of the
state Into the Union, and upon approval of
such Constitutlon, Congress then passes the
Act of Admiesion of such state.

All this was lgnored and brushed aside
by the Court 1n the Coleman case, However,
%:II:.I Colemnn the Court inadvertently said

a:

“Whenever official notice s received at the
Department of State that any amendment
proposed to the Constltution of the United
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States hes been ndopted, according to the
provisions of the Constitution, the Secretary
of State shell forthwith cause the amend-
ment to be published, with his certificate,
gpecliying the Btates by which the same may
have heen adopted, and that the same has
become velld, to all intents and purposes, gs
a part of the Conmstitution of the United
States.”

. In Hawke v. Smith, 1920, 268 U.S. 221, 40 8.
Ot. 227, the U.8. Supreme Court unmistakably
held:

“The fifth article s a grant of authority
by the peopls to Congress, The determina-
tlon of the method of ratification is the
exercise of a natlonal power apecifically
granted by the Constitution: that power is
conferred upon Congress, and is limited to
two methods, by actlon of the Legislatures
of three-fourths of the states, or conven-
tlons in a like number of states, Dodge v.
‘Woolsey, 18 How, 331, 848, 15 L. Ed. 401. The
framers of the Constitution might have
adopted o different method. Ratification
might have heexn left to a vote of the people,
or to some authority of government other
then that selected, The language of the arti-
cle 18 plain, and admilts of ro doubt in 1is
intrepretation. It 1s not the funciion of
courts or legislative bodies, national or state,
to alter the method which the Constitution
has fixed.”

We submit that in none of the cases, in
which the Court avolded tha constitutional
issues involved in the composition of the
Congress which adopted the Joint Resolution
for the 14th Amendment, did the Court pags
upon the constitutlonallty of the Congress
which purported to adopt the Joint Resolu~
tion for the 14th Amendment, with 80 Rep-
resentatives and 23 Senators, in  eflect,
Torelbly ejected or denled thelr seats and
thelr votes on the Jolnt Resolution propos-
ing the Amendment, in order to pass the
some by a two-thirds vote, as pointed out in
the New Jersey Leglslature Resolution on
March 27, 1868.

The consti{utional requirementa set forth
in Article V of the Constltution permit the
Congress to propose amendments only when-
ever two-thirds of both houses shall deam 1t
necessary,~—that 18, two-thirds of both
houses as then constituted without forecible
ejections,

Such a fragmentary Congress also violated
the constifutional requirements of Axticle V
that no state, without its consent, shall be
deprived of its equal suffrage in the Senate.

There i3 no such thing as giving life to an
amendment 1llegally proposed or never legal=
1y ratifled by three-fourths of the states.
There is no puch thing ns amendment by
laches; no such thing ‘as amendment by
walver; no such thing as amendment by ac-
qulescence; and no such thing as amend-
ment by any other means whatsoever except
the means speclfied in Article V of the Con-
stitution itself.

It does not suffice to say that there hove
been hundreds of cases declded under the
14th Amendment to supply the constitutional
defleiencles {n its proposal or ratification as
required by Article V. If hundreds of litigents
dld mot gquestion the validity of the 14th
Amendment, or questioned the same per-
ITunctority without submitting documenteary
proof of the facts of record which made its
purported adoption unconstitutional, their
fallure eannot change the Constitution for
the millions in Americe. The same thing is
true of laches; the same thing is true of
acquiescence; the same thing is true of il
consldered court decistons,

To ascribe constitutional life to an alleged
amendment which never came into heing
according to specific methods lald down o
Artlele V cannot be done without doing vie~
lence to Article V {tself. This is true, hecause
the only question open to the courts is
whether the alleged 14th Amendment be-
came o part of the Constitution through &
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method require@ by Article V. Anything be-
yond that which a court 1s calied upon to
hold in order %o valldate gn amendment,
would be equivalent to writing into Article V
another mode of the amendment, which has
nevér haen authorized by the people of the
Unitéd States, .

on this point, therefore, the question is,
was the 14th Amendmens proposed and ratl-
fled in acocrdanes with Article V7

In answerlng this guestion, it is of no reat
moment that declsions have hesn rendared
in which the partles did nob contest or sub-
milt proper avidence, or the Court asspraed
thot there was 5 14th Amendment. If a stat-
ute never ia fact passed by Congress, through
soma error of adminlstration and printing
got Info the published reports of the state
utes, and i under such supposed afatuta
courts had levied punishment upon a num-
bor of persons charged under If, aund if the
error in the published volume was discovered
and the faot became known that no such
atatuts had sver passed in Congress, it !s un~
thinkable that the Courts would continues to
adminleter punishment in simila* cases, on
& non-sxistent atntute bacause prior decisions
had done so. If that be trues as to a staiute
we head only realize the greater truth when
the prinelple is applied to the solemn gques-
tion of tha contsnts of the Constitution.

While the defects in the method of propoa.
ing end the subxequent method of compui-
ing “ratification’ ls bricfed elsswhere, it
should be noted thet the fallure to comply
with Article ¥ began with the Sirat actlon by
Congress. 'The very Congress which propoged
the allsged Idth Amendment under the ficat
part of Article V wns itself, at that very time,
viclating the lapt part as weil ag the fArst
pork of Artiele V of the Constitution., We
shell ses how this was done,

Thefe 1s one, and only one, provision of
the Constitution of tha United States which
iz forsver immutable—which can never be
changed or expunged. The Courts cannot
glier it; the executives cannct shange 1t; the
Congreas cannot change it; tho States them.
selves—aven 2ll the States in perfect con-
cert—eannot amend 1t in any menner what-
sogver, whether they act through conven-
tlons called for the purpose or thtough thelr
leglslatures. Not even the unanimous vote of
eyory voter In the Untted States could amend
this provision. It I1s & perpstunl fxturs in
the Qonatitution, so perpatual and so Sxed
thai If the peoplo of the Unitad States de-
sirod to change or axolude it, they would ba
compelled t0 abollsh the Constitution and
start nfresh, )

The unalterable provision is thls: “thrt
no Btats, without its consent, shall be ds~
prived of its equnl szuflregs In the Senate™

A stote, by Ity own consent, mey walve
this right of equal suffrage, but that is the
only legal methed by whish a fallure 4o ac=
cord this immutable right of eque) suffrage
in the Senate can be justified, Certainly not
by forclble ejectlon and denlal by a major~
ity In Congress, as wha done for the adoption
ot the Joint Resolution for the 14th Amend-
wient,

Btatements by ths Court In the Coleman
case thai Congress woa left In complete
control of the mandetory process, and there-
fors it was a poHtloal affalr for Uongress to
deelde if an amendment had been ratified,
does not sguare with Article ¥ of the Con-
siitution which shows no intention to leave
Congress in charge of declding whether there
hag been n ratificatlon. Even o consfifutions
ally rocognized Congress la given but ones
volition In Artlcle V¥, that is, to vote whether
0 propose an Amendment on its own inltia-
tive, The remalning steps by Congress are
mandatory, 1f two«thirds of both houses shall
deem 16 necessavy. Congresx shall propose
amendments; If the JLeglslatures of two-
thirds of the Btates make appication, Con-
grass shell call a4 conventlon, For the Courd
t¢ glve Congress any power heyond that to be
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found in Article V 1s o write the new mate-
rial Into Axttgle V. ’

It would be lnconcelvable that the OCone
grese of the Unlted "Atates could proposs,
compel submisslon to, and then give llife
to an invalld amendment hy resolving that
its effort hed succesded-~regardiess of com-
plisnce with the positive provisions of Ar-
ticle V.

It should nesd no further clintions to
sustain the proposition that nejther the
Join$ Rezaluilion proposing the 14th Amend-
ment nor its ratification by the required
thres-fourths of the States {1 the Union
were in compliance with the reguirements
of Artiole V of the Conatitution.

When the mandatory provislons of the
Constitution are violated, the Conatitution
fteelf striikes with nullity the Act that did
viclence to fts provislons, Thus, tha Constl-
tutlon eirikes with mullity the purported
14th Amendment,

The Courls, hound by cath to support the
Constitutlon, should review all of the evi-
dence herein submitted and messure the
facts proving violatlons of the mandatory
provisions of the Constliution with Article
V, and fAnally rendar judgment declaring
suild purported Amendment nevar to hava
bieen adoptad as required by the Constitn-
tion.

The Constitution makes it the sworn duty
of the judges to uphold the Conatitution
whlc? strikes with nullity the 14th Amend-
ment.

And, as Chief Justice Marshgll polnted out
for & unanimous Court In Marbury v, Madison
(1 Oranch 136 & 1708):

“The framers of the constitution contem-
plated the instrument as g ruie for the gov-
gment of courts, ax well as of the leglsla.

e’"

- L] L] L ]

L

“Why does & Judge swear to dlscharge his
dutiss agreesbly to the conatltution of the
United States, I that const!futlon forms no
rule for his government?”

- L} . * *

“If such be the real state of things, that
{s worae than solemn mockery, To preseribe,
or fo take this oath, becomes equally &
crime."

- L} » * L]

“Thus, the parttoular phraseology of the
constitution of the United States confirms
and streugthens the principle, supposed to
b eszentinl to all written constitutiong  *» «
courts, a8 well as other departments, are
hound by that Instrument.”

The federal couris acturlly refuse to hear
argument on the invalldity of the 14th
Amendment, aven when the issue is pre-
sented squarely by the pleadings and the evi-
denco as nbove,

Cmnly an aroused public sentiment In favor
of preserving the Constitution and ocur In-
stitutions and fresdoms under constituttonal
povernment, and the fufure security of our
country, will brenk the politieal barrler
which now prevents Judiclal conalderation
of the unconatitutionality of the 14th amend-
ment,

THE MIDBAST CRISIS—NOT BACK-
WARD TO BELLIGERENCY BOT
FORWARD TO PEACE

Mr, PRYOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
from New ¥ork [Mr. TeNzeER] may ex-
tend his remarks gt this point in the
Recoan and include extraneous matter,

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is thera
objection o the request of the gentleman
from Arkensas?

There was no obiection.

Mz, TENZER, Mr. Speaker, the dls-
tinguished Foreign Minister of the State
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of Israel, Abka Eban, in his address fo
the United Natlons Security Couneil on
June 6, 1967, set the theme for a lasting
peace in the Middie East so mueh de-
sired by s}l the pence-loving nations of
the world, Hiz address was entitled,
“Not Backward to Belllgerency but ¥or-
ward to Peace,”

on June %, 1967, following the first
United Netlons resolution ealling for a
cease-fire In the Middle East, X stated to
& distingylshed group of Amerloans who
vislted me In Washington as follows:

I deem it most !mperativa that the terms
of the agresmont te follow the cease five
provide effeotlve guarantees, to the end that

permanent peace mey bo established in the
Mlditle East,

The Interests of world peace would best
be served if the terms provide:

1, For recognition of the valldliy of the
covereignty of the State of Istael by the
T.AR. and other Arab gtates.

2. A reafirmaifon that the Gulf of Agabn
ia an Internstional waterway and wiil re«
main opsh for free paasage to shipping of all
nations through the Stralts of Tiran,

3. An opening of the Suez Canel ta ship-
Pplog of aiz nations,

4. An ending of terrorlsm and border reids

a0 that Israel may oaryy out its desirs to liva
in peace with its nelghhora.

5, For direct negotiations breiween Israel
and her Arab neighbors for tihe resolution
of cther pending issuas,

Indeed, it is within the province of the
soverelgn State of Israel to speak its
mind on the texms of the agreement to
follow the cease-fire—the terms which in
Its view wil hest Insure permanent
peace In the Middle Bast, We on the
other hand take the opportunity to make
suggesitions which in our opinfon will
hest Eecure the peace of the world—
thereby nlsp sefving the best interests
of the United States, ©

An elaboration of the five points sug-
gested on June 7, 1966, is accordingly
in ovden
I. THR STATE OF ISRALL A EOVEREION MWATION

The Staie of Isracl {s a member of the
United Nations—a full-fledged mempber
of the family of nations, Though the in-
tegrity of her borders were guaranteed
by the major powers--three times in 20
years—the State of Israel was cbliged
to go to war to put a stop to the vicla-
tion of her houndary lines.

It is therefore bnslo to any plan for
permanent peace in the Middle East that
the soverelgnfy of the State of Isvael he
recognized by her neighbors, This fact
cannot be questioned—this truth Is and
should not b negotigble because its im-
port was undertned by the events of the
past 10 days,

The foundation for & permanent peace
in the Mlddle East must be the absolute
and ungualified recognition by the Arab
Stabes of the right of the State of Isvael
to exist as & sovereign state among other
soverelgn stetes, When this foundation.is
lald, then Israel and her Arab neigh-
bors oan, through direct negotiatlons,
begin to build the structure leading fo
permanent peace,

11, STRALY OF TIRAN AN INTERNATIONATL
WATERWAY

Since 1950, Egypt has repeatedly glven
assurences that the Stratt of Tiran
would remain open for “innocent passage
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PUBLIC LAW 97-116—DEC. 29, 1981 95 STAT. 1611
Public Law 97-116
9'Ith Congress
An Act |
. To amend the Immigmtion aﬁd Nat.ionality Act, and for other purpoééé. %

.Be it enacted by the Semta and House of Representatwm of the
United States: of America in. Congress ass¢mbled, That (a) this Act gnxg%tl?nAaéntd
.3‘% én]})mtqd as the' ‘Immlgratmn and Nahonahty Act Amendments &%{; eots of

(8) Except asapec:ﬁca]ly promled in th:s Act, whenever in this Act' §TSC 1101 note.
an amendment ox repeal is expressed as'an amandment to;.or repeal
of, & provision, the reference fhall be: deemed to be made to the
Immigratmn and Nationality Act.

Sec. 2. (@) Subeection (aX16) of . sectlon 101 (8 USs. C 1101) is
amended—

‘ 1) by stnkmg otk “mstltutmn of lenmmg or other recop

I Place of study” in subpa:agraph (¥) and inserting in lieu ereof

- 2, university, seminary, congervatory, academic high

schoo eIementary school, or other: acadexmc mshtutmn or ina

-iansuag aining program™;
"2 by adding aﬂ:er aubparagraph (L) the. following new
. subparagraph:
"“MXD) an ahan havmg a resxdem:e m a. forelgn country whlch
- he has no intention of abandoning who seeks to enter the United
States temporarily. and solely for the phrpose. of: g a fall
‘course of study at an established vocational or other recognized
nonacadamlc instifution (other than, in a language trannng
" am) in the United States: particularly designated by him
and approved biy the Attorney General, after eonnultatmn with
;the Secre Education, which institution shall have : eed
0 report to the Attomey General the termination of atten
of each nonimmigrant nonacademic student and if a uch
institution: fails: to_ma_ke reports promptly the ap va}
Mtgdﬁxwm ]ai_nd (it) the alien spe : l}mnm* cto ix? hngn
Huc en .if accompenying him or fo ormng jo: ;
(b} Subaesrhon (b) of such section is amended by striking out
'fourteen’ in subparagraphs (k) and (F) and inserting in lien thereof
sixteen”,
' (c) Subsection (© of such sactmnmamen&ed—
(1) by striking out paragraph (2); and
(2) b’y stnhng out f aragraphs (9). (10), and (23) of section
arair (3) and inse - in lieu thereof ‘‘para-
graphs (9} and (10) of- sactwn 212(&) paragraph (28). of such
“section’ except a8 such pazagrai) lates fo a. smgle offense of
-gimple poasession of 30 grams or léss  of ‘marihuana)”.
Sec. 8. ‘Section 204 (8 US.C. 1154) iz amended by stnkmg out
subsection (d) and by redesignating subsection (e) as subaectmn d)
and the subsection (f), which was ranumbered by sectxon 3 of Public
Law 95-417, as subsectmu(e) ‘ 92 Stat. 917
Sec. 4. Sectmn 212 (8 u.s, C 1182) is amended-'- ‘




Case 1:20-cr-00228-MHC-JKL  Document 35  Filed 07/24/20 Page 25 of 43

95 STAT, 1612 PUBLIC LAW 97-116—DEC; 28, 1081

(1) by-inserting “and who seek admission within five years of
the-date of such' deportation or rémoval,” I gubsection: (a)(l’t).;_
aﬁer “section 242(b),";
. @by %ﬂng .out the second‘sentence of paragraph @ of
subsect:on ) an
@b Uut “paragrapha(9), (10), or (12) -of-thia: aechon”
in ubgech dmaemn%h; Hien thereof “paragraphs (9),
. -(10), or (12) ofsulﬁechnn(a) ormragm h:(28) of siich Bubsection
PRI "auuchparagraphrelaglihmamgl nneafsxmpleposseﬁmon

oE‘SD?rama leas of:
b. (a)X1) Section 212 (8 US.C. 1182) ia amended by striking o,
" the. semmolclaln a&h tl::ofen of- p p ( 2) of subsectmn (a) and
ingorting in lieu thereof a peri ‘o the purposes
oft pamgra%h anali erhoiaa ua ogamedmalsch%olshall
. pasqed -and I of the Natmnal Board of
Medical Examiners nination i the alien. was fu ity
nently hoennad to practics medicine-in a State on January 1978,
%u med;mnemaSt.ateonthatda
- (2) bnactlon Ei )(B)ofauchsacuonmamendedﬁyatnkmg outthe
se mlon. at the en hnxeof and.j eTing n:l%zeu ther;gt"a pg}nod
of this s T8 ien
eyt e R L e
. passed parts I and. I{ of the. Nahonal Board of Medical Exapiiners
exammatmn if the dlien was: fully and permenently licensed to
practice medicine in a State on January 9, 19'?8, and wag practwmg
: niedimneinasmt&an tdste.”.
8 USC 1182 note. --(3} Sbction 602 of the Health Prof ions Bduck onal Aséistance
Act of 1976 (Public Law 94-484), added by section 307 @(3} of Public
8 USC Lo, 1301 Taw 95:88, is dmentled by striking out. ‘subsections” (a) “and (b)
T Gi)S nbecotion (7) of section 412 15 amended -
. (1) by inserting “an follows”- aftsr “Soducation ortraxmng
' m&arasnph.(n’ 1 thematierbefore subparagraph (A)"
., @) by striking out “Gicluding any extension ‘of the duration
.. ‘thereof under subparagraph (D))" in- ph (1XC); -
= (S¥by striking ott “Cordmisgioner of ucatmn” and"Secre-
: taiz- ‘Heulth, Education; and elfare” each lace it appears
++ and Miserting m heu tharao ta.:y ucahon and
-“Sacietary of Héslthiand Human Services”; respectivaly;
T A by ou tthe samicolon attheendof subparagraph(A)
g}:r:d e Emd” ag&:he ené!l] of aubparagraph (C):and insertingin’ heu
ereofa biid
Medical l(5) oy a?n?gndmg subpnragraph (DJ of paragraph Mto réad as

education,

(D) The duration. of the alien’s parhcipamon inthe, rogram. of
. gradua!;e medical edncatmn OF. te% for which ! ﬁe alien is
- . coming to the. United States is limited ¢ the time typically.
_.required to coinplete such program,; as determined by the Direc.
tor of the International Communication Agency.at the time of
the alien’s- entry into the United States, based on criterid which
are established in-coordination with the Secretary of Health and
Humen Services and whichtake into'consideration the priblished
reghuzrgmetéta of the medical specialty boag S vghxch administers

suchieducation or training program; except that~
“(3) such duration” m%hrther hmxte%. £0 seven yeara unless
the alien has demonstrated to the satisfaction of the Director.
I:ha.t the country to which the alien will return at the end of
guch s%elc education or fraining has an exceptional need

for an individual frained in such specialty, and'
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“(ii} the al{en gy, tnoé and noi;later than two years: after
: the date the alxenagﬁtam the United States'as.an exchange
: vm ror aemurea exchange visitor statis, ohange the alien’s

- ewﬁ!n of graduate medical education of train-
T the or approves the chango & andif & commitment
and wiitten -assurance with' the alien's niew pro-

huvg been pronded m aeeordance mth auhparagraph

gi) by mserhng aﬂ:er subpamgraph (D] the follomng new  Affidayit,
au iph: | L
Lo ) 13- fm'ﬁuhes the Attorne Genéral each year ‘with
) an afﬁdavzgm(l;l such-form as the: Attgmey General shall pre-

stribe) tha at; tbgs&tethatthe alien (i} in i good atanding in:the-

TOgTam adu dducation o trgining in-whith'the
g.h%nrm pating,-and. (i) will. return.to the: country of his
nation:

oriality or lasﬁrem&enee tﬁ’en completion of the edugation.or
Lo tralﬁngjgfarwhichhe ted States

h%ﬁ }"mparagraph (1)(3) and msemngm

) by inserting; Jn oh (IXB), Y. hef e “hix compes

L te cy" STy, befom*?ﬁfhe' able toadapt” and: «(m' before
--“hﬁ}ac'iequategnor ucsition

rtnkini Dacamhera 1981”inparagrah(2A)
insertingin euthemof ‘Daeemberai o @K

. - angd.

(D) by str out-“and- (B).of pt (IJ" mparagraph

. -5(?;;1) ggxd ' .!.n Tlia;i;-thg. _ “and'& XiXD of paragraph

L (ﬁ!) after *if in h (2XA) thei‘ollomng “(1)'
t.he Segr;:m Healﬁh anid Tuman gem)c(:es etermmes, on-a

‘ in, that';
:_. o rhggaﬁnhngau ;uﬁ the %‘M% end ot‘paragraph (2)(A) and Blanto. '3,‘,1‘;?,’2,,
and i) th has a comprehemm?e plen 1o redude reliarice PRYSitins.

on.alién. hym rateltg of Health and Hinnan

Sebr:mesm %wrdanef? yis fo rm lished by the Secretary,

sat e ry; include fhe.
A detailed discusaion of npec.ﬁc ollerha bink the program
. .,annc:pam withont sich waiver and: o%t& 1ealt«sl:mﬂ.-we rgsoﬁnrm

| land meth,ods (mclu i, ‘uua of phyaician extenders and other
paragu that b gmdex‘eﬂ and Jiave bean and
i gpphedtoreduce au‘eh disrup onmthe delwery of health

o A detailed deecnptmn of thoaé chan s'of the program
. ‘(mcludm,g‘" rovement: o{ edacational and medical services
have ‘bean vonsideted and Which hive béen or

mll be apphad -which would make the Program maore abttractive
got graduates of medmal schogls: who are citizens:of the. United

_ " }-A. detaﬁed descnptlon of the reermtmg efforfs which
* havebeenand will be undextakex to attract ma&uaﬁes of medical
- sehools who are ¢itizens of the United States, -

© o “UV).A detailed deseription-asd dhalysis: ‘of how the program,

© " 0h & year-by-year basis, has’ phased-down and will- ‘phase down its
.- depéndériee upon aliens who ure’graduates of foreigh- medical.
- "schodle ‘so that the progiam will not-be: dependent upox the
" . aduiission’ to the Qrugram ‘of auy adchﬁonal such ahens aﬁ;er

- December31, 1988

(G} by msertmg at the end of paragraph (2)(13) the follo‘mng*
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Waivers. “The Secretary of Health and Human Services, in coordination with
the Attorney Genersl and the -Director of the International Commu-
nication _Ag‘e‘ncx, Bhall () monitor 'the issuance of waivers under
subparagraph (A) and the needs of the communities (with respect to.
“which such waivers are jssued) to essure that quality medical care is
.provided, and (ii) review each program with such a waiver to assure
-that the plan described in subparagraph (AXii)is ,b_eiug, carried out
and that participants in such a.? arn are being provided appropri-

. ate supervision in their medical edication'and training, =~ |

Repbrt to “(C) The Secretary of Health and Human Services, in coordination

Congresa. -with. the: Attorney ‘General and the Director of the International
Communication. Agericy, shall repart to the Congress at ‘the begin-
‘ning of fiseal yeara:1982 and 1983 on the distribution (by geogvaphy,
nationality, and médical specialty or field of practice)-of foreign
~..m.‘©cflli9?ﬂ'l. duaws'-iﬂ:fg)he Unlllil:&d States wéllxgbavg-t lileceéved 2 waiveli;
under subparagraph (4), ineluding an analyma of the'dependence o
the various communities-on aliens who are-in medical education or
{raining programe inthe various medical specialties.”;and -

Raport to (&) by adding at the end the following new paragraph:-

Congrezs. . “®) The' Director :of the -International .Cornrivnication Agency
-arinually 3hal%1;raz_1’smit.to._the.{3_'gngreas -a veport.on aliens who-have
submitted affidavits.described in paragraph (1XE), and shall intlude
in'uch; report the name and address of each such aljen, the medical
-education or trammga}ilrogmm 1o which-siuch alien: is participating,

i and the status of such'alienin that program.™, . -. &
8USCLBZnote. " (¢} The ameridments made by parapraphs (2, (5), and (8) of subsec-
tion'(h) shall apply to aliehis entering the Upited States as exchange
visitors {or-otherwise acquiring exchange visitor statis) on or after
Janwary10,1878. . . - 0 T

(dX1) Section 101(a)27) (8 U.S.C. 1101(aX27)) is aivended by striking:

out “or” at thie enid of subiparagraph (F), by striking out the period at

the.end of subparagre phf(f‘rk)r and irserting in lieu thereof “;'or", and

by adding after subparagrabh (G) the following’new subparagraph:

- ‘,};‘(H)an‘_'miﬁg’rani;;and'hm'ac{{ompanmng_spouse-and children,
w o‘__ I - o, . . B . . -

“ti) has graduated from a medical scbiool o has qualified to

_ practicemedicinein a foreignstate, = | .

" “(iiywas fully and permanently Licensed to practice medi-

. tine in-a State-on Janusry 9, 1978, and was practicing
medicinein a Stateon thatdate,. T .

© (i) entered the United States as a nonimmigrant under

. .. . aubsection (&X16XH} or (aX10XJ) before January 10,1978, and

.+ “{iv) hagbeen cohti;iuqusbégimaent in the United States in

" the pi;gc_tice_dr study ‘of medicihe sinice the date.of such

cenbpy”, . L _ :
- {2) Section 24HcX2) (8 U.8.C. 1255(cN2)) is-amended b{'linugrting “or
a special immigrant deseribed in section 10LaX2TXH)' after “an.
iramediate relative as defined in saction 2010)”, . .. B
e Tl St St s bt
‘ - with the Attorney General, the Secretary of State, and the Director
SUSC 0 note, 3,0 International Commursication Agency, shall evaluate the effec.
. tivenéss and. value to foreign.nations and to the United States of
exchange programs .fpr._tl_;e-fg’radi;_ate medical education.or trainingof
aligns who are graduates.of foreign médical schools, and shall report
to. Congress, notJater than Januaxy 16, 1983, on such evaluation.and
include in"such. réport such récommendations. for changes in legisia-
tion.and regulations as may be appropriate, - :
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Sec. 6. Section 223() 8 U. 8.C; 1203(0b)) i is amended by striking out
“one ‘year from the date of issiance: Provided, That the Attorney
‘ Ganeral may in his discretion extend the vahdzty of the' penmt fora
%e or pen not exceeding one year in the: ate” and
lieu thereof “two- ‘years. from the date of issuance and
shallno herenewable .
Skc. '? [a) Sub&ec!tion (B) of section 237 BUSsC. 1227) is amended to Deportation.

readas
“(a)(l} An@ a.hen (othar than an alien crewman) amvmg in the
United States who is excluded under this Act, shall be immediatel
ungorbed, in accommodations of the same class in which he arriv
ess the Attorney General, in an individual case; in his dmcretmn,
concludes that mamedxate deportation i8 not practicable  or proper.
Deportation shall be to the country in whichithe alien ded the
vessel or airéraft on which haearmfedm the United States, unless the
alien boarded such vesael or aircraft in: fom%lxlx territory oont:guous to
the United States or in any island adjacent thereto or adjacent to the
United: States and the alien m not. & native, citizen, subject, or
nationdl of; or does not have s remdanee in; such foreign contiguous
tetritory or adjacent island, in'which case the deportation shali
instead be to the country in wh.mh is located the port at which the.
alien embarked for such. foreign contiguous territory or adjacent -
island. The coat of the maintenance including detention expensesand Detention
expenses incident to detention: of any such ‘alien while he-is being expenses.
detained shall be borne by the owner or owners of the vessel or
aircraft on which he arrived, exeept that the cost of maintenance
(including &etenmn ‘expenses and-expenses. incident ‘to detention
while the alien is being detained prior: to the time he is offered. for
' deportatxon t0: the trangportation line which brought him to-the
United States) shall ot be assessed against the owner or ownera of
such vessé] or aircraft if (A) the alien was in ion of a valid,
unexpired immigrant viga, or (B) the ‘alien (other than an ahen
crewman) was in possession of a valid, unexpired nonimmigrant visa
or other document- authorizing: ‘such’ alien to apply for temporary.
admission to the United States oran uriexpired reentry permit issued
‘to him, and (i) such application was made within one hundred and
twenty days of the date of issuance of the viga or other document, or
in the case of an alien in"possession of a reentry permit, within one
tundred and twenty t%“ of" the date :on- which the alien was last
examined’ and admi Service, -or. (ﬂ) in the event the
application was made later than one hundred and twenty days of the
date of issuance of the visé or other document or such examination
and admission, if the owner or owners of such vessel or aircraft
established-to” the satisfaction of the ‘Attorney Gerieral that the
ground of exclusion could not have been ascertained by the exercise
of due dxhgenea rior:to the alien's embarkation, or (C) the person
claimed United States nationality or citizenship and was in’ posses-
gion of an unexpxred Umted tatee passport issued to him by
LN it e bl h() N
he govemmen of the coun ry esxgna in paragraph { onacceptance
will rmt. accept the alien into its ‘territory, the alxeug deportation ofdeported
shall be directed by the-Attorney General, in his' discretion and *'*™
withou necessarily giving any prmnt,y orpreference because oi‘ their
nrder ag herein set forth, either to~=
“(A) the country of wh1ch the: ahen is a sub,lect cltxzen, or
. national;
“Y(B) the country in which he was barn. ' .
“(C) the country in which he has a residence; or
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- *(D) any, country which-is willing to accept the: alien into’its
-« territory, if deportation to any. of the foregeing.countries is
impracticable, inadvisable, or impessible.”. . . .

{b) Subsection (b) of such section is amended— = e E
(1)-by-striking out '‘to the country whence he came” in clause
(3) ard inserting in lieu thereof “to the country to which his

.= - - .deportation hasbeen directed”;and - . . . ..
(2) by striking-out “collector of customs” each place it appears
. and. inserting -in lieu thereof !‘district: director of customs”.

Transportstion  (¢) Subsection (c) of such section is amended to read asfollows;
ARG '+ ‘!{c) An alien shall be deﬁortgd ond . vessel or. aircraft owned by the

aa,mg.ege.rsm ‘who owns: the. vessel or aircraft on which the alien
arrived in the United States, unless it is impracticable to so deport
the alien within-a reasonable time: The transportation sxpénse of the
alien’s :deportation shall be. borne by the owner or owners of the
vessel or aireraft on which the alien arrived, If the deportation is
effected on & vessel or aircraft notowned lgr such owner or oWners.

the transportation-expense of the:alien’s deportation may be pai
from the appropriation for the enforcement of this Act and recovered

by: eivil suit.from any owner, agent, or consignee. of the vessel or

) aircraft on which the alien srrived’; . T A
Deportation. $Sec. 8. Section 241(f) (8 U.S,C. 1251(N) is amended to read as follows:
. “H(EN1XA) The provisions of this section relating to the deportation

of aliens’ within. the. United: States on the ground that they were

excludable-at the time of entry‘as aliens who have sought to procure

or-have :procured visas. or other documentation, or entry into the

United States, by fraud or misrepresentation, . whether willfu} . or

innocent, may; in the discretion of the Attorney General, be waived

_foi-' any alien -{other than an.alién deseribed in subsection (aX19)

. (i)is.the spouse; parent, or child of a-citizen of the United

- States or of .an alien lawfully admitted o the;United States for
,.;pa,z;f?ﬂanentqesidence;qnd ‘f.“ NS TN

- A1) was in - possession: of an immigrant visa or equivalent

- document and was otherwise admissible to the United States at

- thetimeof such entry except for those grounds of inadmissibility

8 USC 1182. - specified under paragraphs.(14), (20), and (21) of section 212(a)
o . which-were a direct-result. of that. fraud or misrepresentation,
é‘«’nwer of . (B) A waiver of deportation for fraud or misrepresentation
eportation.  granted under subparagraph (A) shall also: operate to waive, de-
portation based onthe Krounds of inadmissibility at entry deseribed

under subparagraph (A)(i) directly resulting from such. fraud or
misrepresentation, - - 5. - o :

 (2) The provisions of subsect ,'ioﬁ(a){ll) a8 relate toaai:iglé offense

of simple .posgession of 30.grams or less of marihiana may, in the .
discretion of the Attorney General, be waived: for any alien (other
than an.alien deséribed in subsection (aX19)} who— = .
“{A) is the spouse or child of a citizen of the United States or of
" an alien lawfully admitted for permanent residence, or-
- 2HB) has.achll‘_‘ il _
G, ;,Ia_lwfu}l{ﬂdmitted‘fdr;perma'nent residence, . . o -
if it. is established to the satisfaction of the Attorney General that the
alien’s deportation would result in extreme hardship to the United
States citizen or lawfully resident spouse, parent, or child of such
alien and. that: such waiver. would not be contrary to the national
welfare, safety, or security of the United States.”. = ..
Skc. 9. Subsection () of section 244.(8 U.S.C. 1254) is amended to
read as follows: . . L oA . . it

d who is a citizen of the United States or an alien
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;;m The provxﬁnona of subsectmn {a) shall not’ apply to an alien
who-—

“(1). entered the Umted Sﬁaﬁes as a crewman subﬁequent to
- June30,1964;
- *2) was, admttad 0. the United States a8 a nommmxgran
exchange alien as defined in section 101(8X15XJ): orHias acqmred 8 USC 1108
the status of such a’nonimmigrant exchiange alien after admis-
_ sion, in order to receive graduate medical education. or training,
il 'regardlees of whetheror notthe alien is subject to or has fulfilled
. o-year foreign residerice: rec%gxdrement of section 212(e); or 8 USC1182.
“(SKA) ‘wag’ admxtted to-the U, tates as 8 nonimmigrant
éxchange alién‘as defined: in section- 101(3)(15)(3)9:_1:35 acquired
.. the status oi‘sueh 8 npmmm:grant exchange alien after admis-
~.. sion other an to teceive graduate medica educa‘f:mn or'train-
ing is Bubject to the two-year foreign residerice requirément
: ,of aecnon 215(&), and (C). has not M}ﬁfed that’ :eqmrement or
mewedawawe iareof.”
kc. 10. Section 248 (8 UBC. 1258) is amended ’by stnkmg oub 1‘?“‘“;’“‘5’“ nt
“‘except" and all that follows through the end snd inserting in lieu classiadion,
ﬂmmofthefoﬂo ving: “exce tinthecane [
“(1) an alien clg: ommnngrant under aubparagraph
(C). (D), or (K) of section 101(a)(15)
an alien clasaified as nmmmlgrant under subparagraph
(J) ofaection 101(a)15) who carné to the Unitéd States or acquired
'%lueh elasaiﬁeatxon &n order- to receive ‘graduate medlcal educa
on or
*(8) an' a!ien (othér than an alién described in paragraph (2})
classified as a nonimmigrant under subpuagraph .(JJ of section
101{2X16) who ‘s subject: to the two-year' foreign 'residence
requirement of se¢tion 212(e) and haa noﬁ received & waiver
o lsheraof, unlese auch alieri ap&hea heve the alien’s classifica-
. chaxed on uuder subparagraph (J)of sec-
tion 101 153 to x cluumﬁcahon under aubparagraph {A) or (G).of
'suc
11 Se‘cﬁon 265 (8 U.S 0 1305} i aniendad to tead a8 follows: Alien
"S:c 266; (a) Each alien required to be regiftered under this title 2 “tmtigﬂ and
who 38 within, the United Stetes shall notify the Attorney General in A0¢Tes Thanges.
~of each change of addrese and new addrese within'ten days
e date of such: changa ‘and furnish with such notice such
addltmtnal mformahon as the Attnrney General may requ:re by
ation.
* *(b) The Attorney General may in-his’ dmcrehon, upon ten days
notice; require the natives of any one or-more foxeign states, or any
class or g oug:hereof » Who: are within the United States and who are
“red - red under this: title, to notify .the Atforney
‘General of their current addresses and fummh such addlhonal
information asthe Attorney General may requiré; - -
+ "fe) In the case.of an alien for' whom & parént or legal guaxdmn is
reql.ured to apply for registranon, the notice reqmred by thlB section
Ex ven tosuch parent orleg zgu
;' Slac Subseotmn {b) of gection 274 (8 U S C 1324) is amended to Conveynnces
“read as foll owe: - used in customs
T HBX1) Any conveyance, :ncludmg any vessel, Vehicls, or aitcraft, 1a¥s violation.
which is used in the commission of a violation of subsectmn (a) shall
besuhjecttoaemure and forfeiture, except that—n- LI
“(AYrio.conveyance used by any person as 2. common cdrrier in
“the transaction of business as a commonearrier shall beforfeited
under the provisionsof this section unless it shall appearthat the
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owner Or. other- gerson in. char e of. auch conveyance wag a
consentmg party or pn? fo the s.i act: and
- "B} no.conveyance shall be. fox eited under the Provi‘sxons of
this section by redson of any act or omission estab ished by the
. owner thereof'to-have been cominitted or omitted by anvgfperson
- other than such owner while such conveyance Waa unlawfully in
_the. possession of . person other er' than'the owner in violation of
the oriminal laws of the United States or of any State, . .
. 2y -Any conveyance subject to- seizure under this section. may be
seized without. warrant.if, ‘there ‘ig probable cause to Liglieve the
conveyance has. been: used in a-violation of subsection (a) and
circumstances exist where:a warrant is not constltutxonally required,
- *48) -All provisions of law telating to. the seizire,. summary: and
ihdwml forfeiture, and condenination of property for the violation of
e customs. laws; the disposi disposition of suc property. or fhe proceeds
from:the sale thereof: the) remissioi or mmgatmn ‘of such forfe:tures
and the. compmmzse of clatms and the award of coripensation fo
informers in respect.of such.forfeituxes shall app}y to seizures and
-forfextures dincurred, oralleged ‘fo have been incurred, under the
provisions-of this section, insbfax as a; glmable and not mcona:stent
with the provisiona hereof, exce; t tha duties imposed .on customs
officers or other porsons rega the- seizure and forfeituze of
conveyances under,the customs,laws. shall be performed with respect
to.seizures and-forfeittives carried out under the provisions of this
sechon by such, officers or ‘persons authorized for that: purpose by the

Geheral
'\?Ehanﬁvar ‘A comreyance 15 forfexted under ‘this sectmn the
Attorne‘v General may~- - .
: (A) retain the conveganoeforofﬁcml use; .-
“(B}-sell the conveyarice, in which caze the proceeds from
such sale shall be wsed to pay .all ‘proper éxpenses of the
) "proceed.ingnte f%% foﬂ‘%ayture angfgle inclu clchng m%xpentges of seizure,
mgintenance of custody, adveytising, and court costs; or
**(C) require that the General gemces ‘Adiministration” take
-custody oi' “the. fonveyance and -remove it foi dlspmltmn in

aw.

. "(5) In all auita or-actions, brought for the fqrfexture of any
-convayanca samed ~under this' section, - where, the. convayan,ce is
claimed b; %i-o persnn, the burden of proof. sh 11e upen ‘such
claimant: Probided, That probable’ cause sitall first shown for the
institution of such suit or-action. In etermmmg whathar probible
causs ‘okists; any: ofthe foﬂowmg shall be prima facie. evidence thiat
an alien mvolved in the all violation' wai nob lawfully entitled to

enter, or reaide within nited States:
. ords of an:,r Judlczal oK: admmwtratwe proceecimg “in
..whlch that alien’s: atetus was an _issue and in which, i} was
“determined that the alien was not. 1a‘wﬁ1lly entitled to enter, or

: resxde within, the United States,

Official records of the Service ahowmg that: the alien.was
noi'. lawfully entitled t6 enter, or ¥eside within, the United States,
: -+ “{0): Testimony, by an -iminigration- officér having. psrsonal
¢ knowledge of the facts coneerning that alien's status, that the
‘ -, ghegs wes not entitled. to' enter, or reside withiz, the Umted

Ske. 13, Section 286 (BUSC' 1358748 amended— '
1) by redeslgnatmg subaectmn (b} ‘as subsection (c) ‘and by
insertmg “gnd sibsaetion ()" mthatsubsectmnaﬂer ‘Exceptas
otherwise provided in subsection (@), and _
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(2) by inwrﬁng a!ter mhechon (a) the followmg new subgec-

“(b% Mones: upended !‘rom a ations for the. Bervina for the

go eeaadsubaequen rewveredsh:llbereimbuned
thecurre t ppro

forithe Service
R BB e 1427@)isamendedbyaﬂdmgame
.end tha _follmins: “The- w and deﬁendent unmarried sons and:
daughters who:are .me of the holdofapanonwho
es for the benefits of thm subsection shall also be-entitled to-

2uch benefits during the period for which they were
asdependent members of the household of the person.”.

,.5x0C. 15. (8) Section 829(b) 8 U.S.C. 1440(b)) is amended by inlerﬁﬁ,
‘and” at.the end of ph( ), by striking: t“,an "agthaa
paragraph @) ag)d lieu thereofa ‘period,

mama(wsc 1445(a»1smenaed bystrikingout il

d two wi
“(gstacuunﬁstsusc 1446)iaameu
(1) by striking

Y out “and the-oaths of petitaoner’a witnesses to
%e petm.on for namralimbion" in the seeond sentence ot‘ mih-eo-
ion (b

}byatrihng tsubnwhonn(ﬂ,@r

: and{h)'
heuti ﬂ
(d)SactionSSﬁ%ga‘ h’ésmnm e

striking out “and amt;nauea’ each lacanta peaxsm
, auhwctionn a)and(b) ’ .

ystnlnngoutaubuecﬁon(c)
‘ (4)Byreduignatmgsubﬁe§ho %ﬁm ionfﬁ)) andstrikmg
n 8 n
oub the last sentence thereof; and

(&b subsection (f) as subsection
(e} Sectmn 3280&% &nﬁ‘ SC. 1439{11(?2)} i amended by stnkmg ont,

‘““““%ﬁmﬁd)(ﬁ'@éhcﬁm ) I amended by siriking out
: n 544(c ¢ amen ou
60%%'0, each lace it ‘appears and rtmg mylieu thereof

m 17 Sec!:io)z)x IB(b) %ftg&%ot ofSeptember 11 1‘&5’ (X Stat, 6;12
255b(b b m amen inserti ey Gene
theﬁratp tg Y )?gt ttheahan
emonatra g both that the alien’is unahla to
retum to the oountry m%e b the ovemment ‘which accred-
ited the alien or the member of the alien’s. ami.ly and that
adjustment of the alien’s status to that of an. al:en lawﬂ:lgy
for permanent residence would be in the national inte mt,
k0. 18, (a) Section 101 (8 U.8.C.1101)is amiended—
Dby rbrih.nf out “Office ofEdumnon ‘'of the United Stateu”
subﬂection (a}( and inserting in lieu thereof “Secretary of

2) by atnku:g ont the period at the end of éach of gubpara-
,graphn g—gé (Jléoag .CK) of mbaection (a)(lﬁ) and mnerﬂng 1:? lieu
) amhn%oubiha odatthaendofnub agraph (L) of
gui:sec{iqn(_. aXib)and mgen intlieu thereof p?’r ok
el out the second sentence of subsection (axssr and
. 5)(A} out “or'’” at the énd ofsuhparagraphn
(BJtﬁfsubeectwn

)
by striking out the period at the end of sith h (0) of
such subsection and msepr%ing in lien theréof a ﬁ Em, and
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+ {C) by.striking out the period.at the end-of sub;,)aragx:aph (E) of
auch subsection and inserting in lien thereof *

(b} Section 106(a)?) ®U.S.LC: 1105a(a)1)) is amended by strﬂung out

the: speriod -at the end. and- ingrting- in’ lisn- thereof & semicolon.-

be{c} Se%gx)on 202(1:3 @ U S C. 115%’)) i amended; b,v, mserhng “ma .

- (d} Section 204{&) (8 U S 0. 1154(3)) i8: amended by atnk.mg nut “of
the relatiom’hxpa described: in paragraphs and m.sertmg in heu..
theresf.“of a relationship described in paragraph :

(o) Séction212 (8.8 (.‘« 1182) isamended— -
gy 3 S&y msertmg “) 5 n aubsectlon (a){32) after “IB’II]: the Umtetl,
Alfen (2)byaddmgatthe and thefollowmg new subaectmn oo
admittance. ) Anjralien, exéludable from the United States' underparagraph

(}.42, (20), or(21) of subsection (a); who ig in possession.of an immigyant.
visa may; if otherwise admissible, be adniitted in the discretion of the
Attorney General if-the Attorpey General is satisfied thet excluaion-
was xot known to, and could-not have been ascertained by the
exercise of reasofiable diligence by, thie immigrant before the time of
departure ‘of the: vessel. or- alicrafy from the last port outside:the
United States and outside forengn contiguous territory or, inthe case
of an immigrent coming fromi foreign contiguous’ temtory, before the
time of the. :mmmmﬂsag:phcahon for on”
_(f) Section 221(3) (8 U5, 1201(a)) is amended: by strlkmg olit the
period after- “is ' chi and inserting in lieu-thereof 8 comma.
(g) Section 231d) ( USC 1221d) is amended by striking out
“subsactions” andmsertmgmheuf}xereof ‘aubsection’™
{hX1)XA) The e[e‘venth senténce-of subsection (b):of section 242 (8
U.5.C.'1252) is'amended by af:nkmg out For (18)" and msertmg‘ inlieu
thereof “(18}, or 19y, .
;. (B) Bubsection (e} of’ such sectmn is amendect by stnkmg out “or
(18  and 1nsertiny inlien thereof “(18), or (19",
um(e) Subsectxon (aj of section 244 (8 T.8C, 1254) iy amenided by
“(other thein an alien deseribed in'section 241(aX19)" after-
“in"the éase -of an alién” in the matter hefore paragraph (1 ).
- {i). The: fourth -sentence: of sectmn 243(a) 8 U, S4C 1253(&)) is
amende& by insexting o commia after “subject”, - .
(1) Section 244(d) (8 U.S‘,C. 1254(dJJmamended—- _ .
" (1)b atr,ﬂ: ‘out ‘nonpreference’’, and.
- od2) by strildng out "203(a)(?)” imd msertmg m lieu thereof
“201(&} ar2 G2(a)”.
) Gﬂ( 1) Section, 201 (8 U‘ S,C 1361) ig amended by st.rikz out “quota:
immigrant, or' non tiota i unxmgran an inserting in lien thereof:

“imnigrant, spe diate_relative, or refugee'.

(2) ‘Bection 349(3}(1) aS Cr. 148 S?)(l)) is.amended by. s agl
eut noméuota immigraf d. inserting,in lien thereof “speci
immi

(I} Section 309 (8 U.8. G 1409) isamended— - .

(1) by striking -out ‘(). (4}, (5), and (7).of sectmn 301(a)" i
suzéecuso(ﬁ (a) and insérting in lien thereof “(c). (d), (), and (g) of
_section301", ‘and-

@) by striking out “301(&)(‘?)" in subsectmn {b) and inserting in
- lien thereof 301"

(m} Séctions 320(b); 321(b), and 322(b) @ U S.C. 1431(}3), 143200),
1433(b) are each amended by strka out “a. child adopted while
under the age of sixtesn years: who'.an msertmg in lieu thereof "an
adopted child only if the child”, - '
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- (n) Section 822 (8 U:8,C: 1438) s fuirther amended by adding after

- gubgection (b) the following new subsection: P :
“(c) In.th?caﬁé of an a‘r.‘lﬁ')téd ¢hild (1) who i&in the United States at
-the timeof naturalization, and (2) one of whose adoptive parents (A)
petitions for naturalization of the child under this section; (B) meets
the criteria of clauses (A), (B); and (C):of section S19(b)1), and (C) 8 USC 1430,
- declares before the naturalization court in good faith an intention to
take up residence within the United States immediate _ufon'; the
termination: of the employment: des¢ribed in section 319(bX1XB), o
specified period of fesidence within the jurisdiction of the naturaliza-
tion court or proof thereof shall berequired.””, ' = = = o = ¢ o
(o). The fourth sentence of section: 887(a) (8 U.B.C. 1448@)) is
:amended by striling out‘or 823", - . L
() Section 841 (8 U.S.C, 1452) is amended by striking.out (@), (4),
(B), o (T) of section 802a)"” and inserting in liewthereof “(c),{d), (e), or
@rofsection 8017, - -+ i et o L
(q) Section 349 (8 U.S.C. 1481), as amended by section 4 of Public
‘Law 95-482, is'amenided by striking out the second “(a)” after “340.",
(r)Section 8518 USLC, 1488)isamended== .. . 0 o
~ (1) by striking out “paragraphs (7), (8), and (9) of section 849™in
~. subgection (a) and inserting in lieu thereof “paragraphs (6) and

(7) of section 849(a)/vand - - . oot w T T
._(2) by striking out *“(), and (6)" in subsection (b} and inserting
.o inlieuthereof “and(®)”, . = =~ . - - LT
(s) Section 404 (8 U,S.C. 1101 note) is amended by inserting “(other
than chapter2 of title IV)” after “this Act”. =~ - o
- {t) The table of contents is amended by striking out the items
relating to sections 345, 350, 852, 868, 864, and 855, .
{(uX1) Section 1429 of title 18, United. States Code, is amended hy
stz;i’king, out “subsection (e)” and inserting in lieu thereof “subsection

- 2) The Act of March 16, 1956 (8 U.S.C. 1401a) is amended by
striking out “801(a)X7)” and inserting in liew thereof “301()".

Sec. 19, The numerical limitations contained in sections 201 and 8 USC 1151 note.
202 of the Immigration and Nationality Act shall riot apply to any 8 USC 1151,
alien who is present in the United States and who; on or before 1152
June 1, 1978— _ '

, (1) %ualiﬁe'd. ag a nonpreference immigrant under  section ;
203(aX8) of such Act (asin effect on June 1, 1078); 8 USC 1153,
(2) was determined to be exempt from the labor certification _
recsuirement of section 212(aX14) of such Act because the.alien B8USC 1182
had actually invested, before such date, capital in an enterptize
in the United States of which the alien became a -principal
mansger and which employed a person or persons (cther than
the spouse or children of the alien) who are citizens of the United
States or aliens lawfully admitted for permanent residence; and
(3) applied for adjustment of status to that of an alien lawfully
admitted for permanent residence. A

Sec, 20. Section 201(a) (8 U.S.C. 1151(a)). is amended by insertin
after “two hundred seventy thousand” the following: ‘¢ I“mvidetf
That to the extent that in'a particular fiscal year the number of
aliens who are issued immigrant visas or who may otherwise:acquire
the status of aliens lawfully admitted for permanent residence, and

- who are subject to'the numerical limitations of this séction; together
with the aliens who adjust their status to aliens lawfully admitted for
germ‘anent residence putsuant to subparagraph (H) of section
01(a)X27) or section 19 of the Immigration and Nationality Amend- 8 USC 1101.
ments Act of 1981, exceed the annual numerical limitation in effect Supra.
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- pursuant to this section for such year, the Secretary of State shall
reduce to such exient the anmnual numerical limitation in. effect
pursuant to this section for the following fiscal year”, - = -

(b) Section 202() (8 U.S.C. 1162(a)).is amended by ingerting after
“year" the following: s And provided further, That to the extent that
in a particular -ﬁacé_iyear:the,number 'of such natives who are issued
im ant visas.or who may otherwise scquire the status of aliens

1% admitted for permanent residence and who are subject to the

. numerical limitation of this section, together with the:aliens from the

-same foreign state who adjust their status to sliehs lawfully admitted

‘ , . for permanent residence purguant to subparagraph (H) of section

8 USC 1101. 101(aX27) or gection 19 of the Immigration and Nationality Amend-

4nle, p. 1621 ments Act of 1981, exceed the numerical limitation in effect for such

yeéar pursuant to this section, the Secretary-of State shall reduce to
such extent the numerical limitation in ‘effect for the natives of the
same foreign state pursuant to this section for the following fiscal
Aeﬂ.r".'.-‘ i L T e

Effective dates.  Bge. 21. (a) Except as provided in subsection (b) and in section &(g),

8USC 1101 note.  the amendments made by this Act shall take effect.on the date of the

enactment of this Aet..- . = s ;
- (bX1) The amendments made by séction 2(a) shall apply on and
after the first day of the sixth month beginning after the date of the
-engctmentof this Act, - 4 . A o

(2) The amendment made by section 16 shall apply.to fiscal years
beginning on or after October 1; 1881, ~ e T

Approved December 29, 1981...

LEGISLATIVE HISTORY~H.R, 4827: ‘
HOUSE REPORY Na. 97-264 (Conim. on the Judigiary).
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, V. 127 (1981):

. Oct. 13, tonsidered and passed House. ; )
Dec. 16, considered and possed Senate, amended; House concurred in Senale

gmgndmgnts. =
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Maternal
Affidavit of Fact

vk P Ay A
C* [\ vex Xi}i "‘

Septuagint: Psalms 2, Psalms 47, Psaims 54, Psalms 67, Psalms 68, Psalms 113,
RE:
STATE OF ARKANSAS STATE FILE NUMBER : 6512262
Alphident :
MAURICE JOHNSON FAYNE

FAYNE, MAURICE JOHNSON

Numident :
429539389

429-53-9389

To whom it may eoncern ,

[ am, the pnvate human, in full life, to animate the flesh, blood, and bone body, known commonly as
 {ay s ann ", being of sound mind, body, and soul, by restricted special appearance, hereby
qtath forcvm‘norc for the record as a living memorial that: [ am personaily familiar with the facts
stated herein. Having been begotten by my natural mother, * tihis. votins ~ ; Long Count Date
12.17.13.17.10 [ August 10th, 1967], at the land known commonly as: the north gate / al maghtib al
aqsa / parkin, arkansas / States of the Union, as the living soul, and occupant, of this 52 year old body
that the lord god has provided me, at the time of this writing, I affirm that I have attained the age of
majority. L affirm & certify, under penalty of perjury, on the blood of my ancestors, love of god, and
universal law, that the statements made herein are true and correct to the best of my volition, honor,
knowledge, customs, and belicfs.

Maternal Affidavit of Fact Page | of 3
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As a result of the holy covenant with my husband, (o voson toitie hich o, on Long count Date
12.18.9.14.14 | March 23rd, 1983 ], at 06:36 pm, at Latitude '%5 223549° N /-90.787117° W, on the
land known commonly as: the north gate / al maghrib al agsa / wynne, arkansas / States of the Union,
our bcgouen son was bom into flesh. He came to be known in ful! life, by restricted special appearance

as, “ muuarice jolnson fayne-cl© , nom deguerre: | . tnuricr johnson®?,
Shortly after havmg _;u:,t glVClI birth to my begotten son * msurice johoson fvneo® , nom
deguerre: i ice joluison@ *, and while enduring the p'unful process of child birth, contracts

like the Birth Cer uhwm dnd Soual Security number were presented Lo our tribe, and issued, while 1
was under legal disability, was legally incapacitated, and under temporary disability. There was no full
disclosure, no consideration, nor any meeting of the minds, to cause said contracts to be issued in the
name MAURICE JOHNSON FAYNE©®, FAYNE, MAURICE JOHNSON®, ctc., as they were
issued in bad faith.

As any loving mother should, T am fully suppeortive of my son's high pursuit of happiness in full
life, and hereby gives lawful notice of my rescission of any and all s:gnatures ever sngnecl by
myself in relation to “ maurice johnwon fvnecl© , nem deguerre: [y arice johnsen® ¥,
that caused STATE OF ARKANSAS STATE FILE NUMBER : 6512262, MAUR[CE JOHNSON
FAYNE®, FAYNE, MAURICE JOHNSON® Social Security Administration Aecount Numbers
429539389, 429-53-9389, ¢ 71020011, ete., to ever have been created, Nune pro tunc.

I hereby relinquish any alleged anthority, or rights, title, and interest in the property, STATE OF

ARKANSAS STATE FILE NUMBER ; 6512262, MAURICE JOHNSON FAYNE©, FAYNE,

MAURICE JOHNSON@ Social Security Administration Account Numbers 429539389,

429-53-9389, 1021020, ete., to cause to be divested in, and inalienably refained, l}y thm n.nkad

& beneficial owaer, absolute in possession by freehold tenure, my noble son, * mouvice johns
© , nem deguerre: (e manrice jahpson@ ”,

Public Notices

Although dune as an m:t of my sons own free will, [ am fully suppor twe of the information, my

noble som, “ munrice juhincon bynecl®, nom degucrre pemrice fnlinsen® ”, expressed in

tlu Ncwspapcr l’ubilc Notices of __ LU a08 Ve on
. 2020, Sui. JYE 2020, S, B3 , 2020, and foa-l E

2020. L ¢

In God We Trust

Declaration of Nationality

Notice of Special Appearance : 1 am that I am: * Maurice Johnson Fayne© ™, in full life, in propria
persona, sul juris, in selo proprio, by natural issue, the beneficiary and heir of: * Fayne, Maurice
Johnson© “, corp.sole Dba.: ** Maurice Jehnson Fayne© 7, * FAYNE, MAURICE JOHNSON®@ ™,
corp.sole Dba.: ¥ MAURICE JOTINSON FAYNE® ", having reached the age of majority, being
aboriginal to the northwestern and southwestern shores of Africa, the Atlantic Islands, the
continental Americas, being duly certified, hereby affirms to declare my tribal intention to be as
my pedigree subscribes, as an: aniyunwiya Moorish American National, but not a ¢itizen of the
United States. [ declare permanent, and unalienable, allegiance to the Moorish Empite,

Societas Republicae Ea Al Maurikanuus Estados, The Constitution for the united States of
America, Article LIl Section 2, International Law, United Nations Declaration on the Rights of
Indigenous Peoples, and all natural laws governing moors, and hereby declare and proclaim

my nationality as an: aniyunwiya moorish american moslem. T am that I am: ** Maurice Johnson
Fayne© , from this day forward, in harmony with my Nationality / Status / Jurisdiction, shall be
known as: ** mauricc johnson fayne-ci© 7. Notice of Merging of Legal Title with Equitable Title :
This order is to preserve legal and equitable title . and to reserve all rights, title, and interest, in

Maternal Affidavit of Fact  Page2 of 3
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the property, Re: ** Fayne, Mawrice Johnson© ', corp.sole Dba.: * Maurice Johnson Fayne©™,
FAYNE, MAURICE JOHNSON® >, corp.sole Dba.: “ MAURICE JOHNSON FAYNE® 7, to the
depositor: * maurice johnson fayne-cl© . All property , of the same issuc and amount, in like
kind and specie, is to be returned fully intact | as a Special Deposit order of the Depositor /
Beneficiary / Bailor / Donor / Principal / Creditor; * maurice Johnson fayne-el©@ ™, as a special
deposit arder in Jawful moncy. This special deposit is to be used exclusively for the benefit of ;
Fayne-el, Maurice Johnson Trust© , an Unincorperated Divine Grantor Trust. This deposit is
not (o be commingled with general assets of any bank , nor depositary / trustee / agent / bailee

/ donee / debtor. This deposit is not limited to, but including: discharge and set off, of any and

all outstanding liabilities as accord and satisfaction. Any and All Attomeys with a License from
the BAR Association are explicitly prohibited from administrating * Fayne-el, Maurice Johnson
Trust© ™, property without handwritlen consent from each and every trustee, after said
Altorneys have furnished their nationality, and Principal for whom's interest they arc working,
[pursuant to Public Law 75-583] to trustees in plain writing. All Rights Reserved.

Signed in the presence of:

PN TR
PR

RAPAR County
LA AL State j
Signed and affirmed to before me, 2 Notary on [ O] 14 , 2020 ], that

“i, personally appeared and known to me to be the woman whose name subscribed to the instrument
and acknowledged to be the same.

i MR N ” i JAY R, FICKESS
b YRV iy \ Seal: 4?? 8 i ) -bhc
Notary/Public~ : i Ay
I { i STATE OF KANSAS
S - . ~ i 7« 5 ¥ Y } " : '-; é
My Commission Expires | | }{; Lozl 33l b i““’ Commission Bxp .- ) R
In testimony whereot, T, o000, conecn i eertify under penaity of perjury, that the statements made
herein are true and correct to the best of my volition, honar, knowledge, customs, and beliefs. 1 have
hereunto caused my appellation to be subscribed this [_§ 4, day of 54|, L2020
1
[ /
I"-‘”‘?‘..
[ am that I am: \,’{";L‘\f\-f’%{l ,
g e 'f

All Rights Reserved
Without Prejudice
Deo Volente

Jus Cogens

Maternal Affidavit of Facl  Page 3 of 3
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EXHIBIT 5
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| The trade name under which the business is carried on in Oklahoma is:
FAYNE, MAURICE JOHNSON

b Sem el et B rines

i Legal Name: : :
FAYNE EL MAURICE JOHNSON TRUST -‘ !

. The type of "business entity” filing the trade name report is:
i Unincorporated Business

Email - mauricejohnsonfayne-

6608 N WESTERN AVE # 1307

OKLAHOMA CITY, OK 73116 USA eftrust@protonmail.com

| Uplifiing fallen humanity.

i
&

. Effective Date:
' Same as filing date.

' The business entity was formed in the state
| MOROCCO

?"Signature Name
| MAURICE JOHNSON FAYNE EL TRUSTEE

[End Of Tmage]



- TRADE NAME :

i The trade name under whnch the busmess is camed onin Oklahama is:

| FAYNE, MAURICE JOHNSON

Legal Name:
' FAYNE El. MAURICE JOHNSON TRUST

The type of "business entity" filing the trade name report is:
Umncarporated Business

ADDRESS(ES) |

Upliing fallen humanity.

-. Effective Date:
| Same as filing date.

................

6608 N WESTERN AVE # 1307 Email - mauncejohnsonfayne
OKLAHOMA CITY, OK 73116 USA eltrust@protonmail.com

e

The busmass entity was formed in the state of
} MOROCCO

SIGNATURE

T ranes s g [EN TR

OREIQN-ENTITY: ot~ 7 <0 Lo

! Signature Name Title
' MAURICE JOHNSON FAYNE EL TRUSTEE

 [End Of Image]

......



The irade name uﬁdef whicﬁ tﬁe bL'ls'i.ne"ss i's-c-a;ri'éd onm Oklahoma |s
. MAURICE FAYNE

; Legal Name:
» FAYNE EL MAURICE JOHNSON TRUST

| The type of "business entity" filing the trade name report is;
Unincorporated Business

I

8

g‘ﬁm 4711712020
e %‘r‘%‘? l'e’igli

Ravs e -

. OKLAHOMA CITY, OK 73116 USA eltrust@protonmail.com

\
i
!

ravmsmaarpg o, S e dltimn s,

1

| Uplifting fallen humanity.

Eﬁécfive Date o
i Same as filing date.

Rsdimtn A

6608 N WESTERN AVE # 1307 ey ma prIv——— k-

'
TALNIITMEIAR I Tt et s e T b ivien C e s pie e 4 a4y

e A b

et SRt 48 i e s b ke St 2

‘giér{é'ture Nam T Title
| MAURICE JOHNSON FAYNE EL TRUSTEE

P
'
B P PP PR TP

. [EndOfIrnage] e
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