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Prelude

I must start out with this prelude after writing the article
below on sovereignty loss. I realized that people have not
understanding of sovereignty and others that still control
this land and people. This is similar to the Wizard of Oz
after the curtain was lifted to just who the Wizard was. The
curtain has not been lifted enough for the people of
America to see.

To be absolutely correct on sovereignty, the people of
1776 to the present, have never been sovereign, period.
Because the United States is a controlled corporation of the
Crown, the people could never have been sovereign. All
the people did, after the so-called revolutionary war, was
trade the Corporation of England to be controlled by the
Corporation of the States. These were plantation colonies
of the Crown in corporate structure before the planned war.
Those agents of the Crown, the founding father lawyers,
controlled by the middle and inner temples of the Crown,
took control of the states (colonies) in the 1787
contract/covenant/constitution. So technically and legally,
and even lawfully, the common people like you and I have
never been sovereign.
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Think about it and reflect on what I say. When
Governor Caswell of North Carolina immediately
eliminated the quitrent tax of the Crown and laid a property
tax on the people and land, after becoming the first
Governor, how on earth were the people sovereign? If they
were sovereign there would be no way to lay a property tax
and take that property if the people did not pay this tax.
This happened in every state at that time, proving people
were still controlled and were not sovereign. The article
below was written with the mind set that all people have an
understanding that the myth of sovereignty existed in this
country for the common people.

When was State Sovereignty Lost?

The real beginnings of the demise of State
sovereignty was 1787 with the erection of the US
Constitution. The 1791 debacle of Washington was the
second attack and the third started in earnest circa
1819 with the Bank case of McCulloch v Maryland. You
have to know that Justice Marshall was a major stock
holder in that bank with 3700 shares and was declared
a foreign stockholder." Yes, he was a Federal US judge
and "citizen" of the U.S., but the bank was the foreign
controlled Exchequer of England. That's why he was
deemed a foreign stockholder." To rule contrary to his
decision would have put his stock in peril. Money rules,
correct? It does today and it did then.

Eastern and Northern States almost unanimously praised
the decision of McCulloch.

On the other hand, the papers of the States upholding
the theories of Jefferson and the strict States' Rights
doctrines bitterly assailed it. Niles' Register of March 13
said:

"A deadly blow has been struck at the Sovereignty of
the States, and from a quarter so far removed from the
people as to be hardly accessible to public opinion ....We
are awfully impressed with a conviction that the welfare of
the Union has received a more dangerous wound than fifty
Hartford Conventions, hateful as that assemblage was,
could inflict . . . and which may be wielded to destroy the
whole revenues and so do away with the Sovereignties of
the States."
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The Richmond Enquirer said: "If such a spirit as
breathes on this opinion is forever to preside over the
judiciary, then indeed it is high time for the State to
tremble; that all their great rights may be swept away one
by one, that those sovereign States may dwindle into paltry
and contemptible corporations."

Chief Justice Marshall wrote to Judge Story, May 27,
1819

"This opinion in the Bank case continues to be
denounced by the democracy in Virginia. An effort is
certainly making to induce the Legislature which will meet
in December, to take up the subject and to pass resolutions
very like those which were called forth by the alien and
sedition laws in 1799 _...If the principles which have been
advanced on this occasion were to prevail, the constitution
would be converted into the old Confederation."

Please note above that the states were corporations,
not that they were going to be. They were corporations
of the Crown in the newly formed King's government
named the States and United States. They were
absorbed under the U.S. Constitution and became
members of the Motherland corporation. This goes with
exactly what was stated in James Montgomery's works
on the Crown controlling. Wizard, if you so wish to see
after the curtain raising.

In 1821, the great question of State Sovereignty was
again the important subject before the Court; and on March
3-5 Marshall rendered his opinion in Cohens v. Virginia (6
Wheaton, 264), reaffirming the supreme power of the Court
to review decisions of the State courts in criminal as well
as civil proceedings. Philip P. Barbour I and Alexander
Smythe appeared for the State of Virginia, and William
Pinkney and David B. Ogden for the plaintiff.

The decision caused much excitement in the newspapers
of the country, and was bitterly attacked by the upholders
of States' Rights in letters and speeches.

Niles' Register said, March 17, 1821:

"The decision was exactly such as expected for we
presumed that that high tribunal would act consistently and
on the termination of the case about the bank of the United
States, McCulloch v. Maryland, we had no manner of
doubt as to the result . . . and that the State Sovereignty
would be taught to bow to the judiciary-of the United
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