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BASI S OF LAW

The Court recogni zes that the Declaration of Independence defines
Ameri can sovereignty expressly as the right of the people to alter or
abolish their form of government. This Court recognizes, therefore,
that all sovereignty resides with the people of the United States who
have |icensed sonme of their authority through the Constitution of the
United States to the governnent created by that Constitution and
subject to the terms and linitations contained therein. As that
sovereign authority is a license of the people, it may be altered or
abol i shed by themin such manner as they have prescribed in Article V
of the Untied States Constitution. This sovereign authority nmay never
be renpbved fromthe peopl e except by their consent. It nmay be reclai ned
by themat any time. This Court declares this right of the people to
alter or abolish their government as an unenunerated right of the
peopl e contai ned under the N nth Arendnent of the United States

Constitution.

Further, this Court declares that as the Treaty of Paris
recogni zed the definition of American sovereignty as expressed in the
Decl aration of |ndependence, then the Declaration of |ndependence is
consi dered part of the inplied powers of the Treaty of Paris, because
the rule of |aw established by the Suprene Court of the United States
makes clear that parties to a treaty nust agree on the neani ng of al

terns expressed in that treaty. Under the terns of Article VI of the
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United States Constitution, therefore, the Declaration of |Independence,
as an inplied power of the Treaty of Paris, defines the neaning, terns
and conditions of American sovereignty as understood by the parties in
that treaty. Thus, the terms and conditions of sovereignty so expressed

in the Declaration of |Independence shall be considered | aw of the |and.

DETERM NATI ON

Havi ng found for the plaintiff in the above named suit, this

Court hereby decl ares:

Based on the decision of the Suprene Court of the United States,
this Court acknow edges that the Congress of the United States
[hereinafter referred to as Congress] possesses the power to overt hrow
the state legislatures by force, thus vetoing sovereign authority
expressly granted to the states and the people by the United States
Constitution. This power includes the overthrow of those rights
contained in the anendatory procedure of Article V of the United States
Constitution. However, this Court al so recognizes that even though such
action has been approved by the Supreme Court of the United States,
nei t her Congress nor any other branch of the United States CGovernnent
created under the authority of the United States Constitution has thus

far, in nmodern tinmes, expressly vetoed the Constitution in this manner.
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I nst ead, Congress has attenpted to ignore the Constitution of the
United States in the matter of calling a convention to propose
anendnments (thus vetoing the people, states and clear neani ng and
intent of the Constitution by inaction) when a sufficient nunber of
states has applied for one as prescribed in Article V of the United
States Constitution. The expressed | anguage of Article V of the
Constitution of the United States nmkes it absolutely clear that
Congress nust call, having no discretion in this matter, should the
states apply. This Court decrees Congress is subject to all terns,
conditions, stipulations, clauses and provisos of the United States
Constitution and in no way possesses the authority to veto the
Constitution of the United States either by overt act or covert

i nacti on.

Havi ng established its authority in this matter as to
jurisdiction and venue, and recognizing the plaintiff has standing in
this matter, this Court declares Congress has unconstitutionally
viol ated the expressed | anguage of Article V of the United States
Constitution. Specifically, Congress has unconstitutionally ignored
legal, legitimate and constitutional applications by the several state
| egi slatures for a convention to propose anendments. The Court
determ nes that these applications were properly filed with Congress by
the several state legislatures, and that they satisfy the clear intent

and neani ng of the appropriate | anguage of Article V of the United
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States Constitution. As such, they are constitutionally valid in every

sense of the word.

As these applications by the several state |egislatures thus
satisfy Article V of the United States Constitution, the states and the
people are therefore entitled to a convention to propose anendnents as
specified under Article V of the United States Constitution. This Court
finds that the expressed intent of the Foundi ng Fathers was that
Congress shoul d have no discretion in the calling of a convention to
propose amendnents. Contrary to this clear intent, Congress has refused
to performits miniscule clerical duty of issuing a call for a
convention to propose amendnents nandated in Article V of the United
States Constitution, thus vetoing the Constitution of the United
States. As stated before, because Congress has no such authority to
veto the Constitution, it is therefore concluded by this Court that
Congress, in its refusal to call the convention upon the receipt of the
proper number of applications, that being fromtwo-thirds of the
several states, has violated the United States Constitution, and such
action is in all respects entirely, totally and forever decl ared

unconsti tuti onal

This Court recognizes that the power of application for a
convention to propose anendnments is a state power. However, this Court
al so recogni zes that the states operate under the sovereign authority

of the people under their right to alter or abolish. Thus, it requires
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both the states, using their |icensed sovereign power, and the peopl e,
using their sovereign authority, to acconplish a convention to propose
anmendnments. Any action by Congress to prevent a convention to propose
anendnments when the conditions for a call have been satisfied nmust be
consi dered an affront against both sovereignties. However, in this
specific instance, this Court finds the affront is against the people
as the states have applied in sufficient nunber to cause the calling of
a convention, and thus have exhausted their constitutional authority in
this matter. This Court finds Congress, in refusing to call a
convention to propose anmendnents as mandated in Article V of the United
States Constitution, has violated the fundanental right of the people
to alter or abolish their governnent guaranteed under the Ninth
Anendrment of the United States Constitution, and nothing in this order
shal | be construed as abridging this transcendent right of the people
except where they have linited thensel ves as expressed in the United
States Constitution. This Court finds no such [imtations in the matter

of the convention to propose anendments.

Specifically due to the deliberate unconstitutional inaction of
Congress, this Court finds that a sufficient nuneric count of states
and applications well in excess of the constitutional two-thirds
m ni mum does exist. To avoid an unstable and chaotic condition that
woul d result if each two-thirds set of applications were construed to
cause a new convention to propose anendments, this Court rules al

applications now filed with Congress shall be considered as applying
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for a single convention to propose anendnents. However, this Court
decrees this shall be a single occurrence. In no way shall this
decision of this Court be construed as granting Congress any discretion
in calling a convention to propose anendnents so as to all ow
applications fromthe states to accunul ate above the two-thirds

requi renent expressed in Article V of the United States Constitution.
In the future, Congress is ordered to call a convention to propose
anendnments inmedi ately on the receipt of the final application from any
state which shall cause the two-thirds requirenment of applying states
as specified in Article V of the United States Constitution to be

sati sfi ed.

As the two-thirds nuneric standard necessary for Congress to cal
a convention to propose anendments now exists, this Court decrees
Congress imredi ately issue a call for a convention to propose
anmendnments as authorized and prescribed by Article V of the United
States Constitution. It further decrees the constitutional and
| egi slative authority of Congress in this matter shall ternm nate when

it shall issue the call for the convention to propose anendments.

THE CALL

This Court orders the call for a convention to propose anendnents
as specified by Article V of the United States Constitution shall be

limted to Congress namng a suggested place and tinme for the
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convention to occur. The states or the convention may el ect to change
this place and time once the convention has convened. Congress shal
also include in the call the several states whose applications shal
have caused Congress to call a convention to propose anendnments. Each
state shall receive a copy of the call regardl ess of whether that state
applied for a convention to propose amendnents. The call shall not be
construed by Congress beyond this narrow, limted mniscule clerica
role as required by the Constitution of the United States. No other
terns, conditions or other stipulations beyond a suggested tine and
pl ace shall be pernmitted in the call. The term “place” shall be
construed to nmean that no nore than a point of neeting for the

del egates to a convention to propose anendnments and thus shall not
necessarily refer to a physical |ocation or physical assenbly of the
del egates. Congress is forbidden fromsetting any unusual |ength of
time before the convention to propose amendnents shall convene. The
Court construes this termto nmean a period of tine no | onger than one
year fromthe date of the issuance of the call for a convention to
propose amendnents shall occur before the convention to propose

anendnents shall convene.

Havi ng found a sufficient nunmber of states has applied for a
convention to propose amendnents, this Court orders that Congress
shall, within five days of the signing of this order (excluding
hol i days and weekends), issue a call for a convention to propose

anendnments whi ch shall be convened no | ater than one year fromthe date
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of the issuance of the call. Congress shall also establish a date of

el ection for delegates to the convention which shall be uniform

t hroughout the United States. Said election shall occur no |l ess than 90
days before the schedul ed conveni ng of the convention to propose

amendnent s.

NUVERI C COUNT OF APPLI CATI ONS

This Court orders the two-thirds requirenent as specified in
Article V of the United States Constitution shall be construed to nean
no nore than a sinple nunmeric count of applying states, and that
whenever two-thirds of the total states in the Union shall have applied
for a convention to propose anendnents, such applications will be
considered to have satisfied the two-thirds requirenent of Article V of
the United States Constitution. Congress is ordered expressly to limt
the calling of a convention to propose anendnents to a numeric count of
appl yi ng states which shall be the single, sole and expressed standard
of call as expressed by Article V of the United States Constitution. No
i mpl i ed powers of any description shall attached to the expressed words
of Article V of the United States Constitution, the | anguage bei ng
cl ear and unanbi guous and thus requiring no interpolation. Thus,
Congress is granted no inplied powers under the expressed | anguage of
Article V of the United States Constitution. An application by a state
| egi sl ature shall be defined as an application originating froma duly
el ected legislative body of one of the several states of the United

States which shall have been forwarded to Congress expressing in any
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manner the state |legislature shall determ ne appropriate, its intent to
require Congress to call a convention to propose anendnents as
specified in Article V of the United States Constitution. If Congress
shall be so notified in any witten manner of the demands of two-thirds
of the state legislatures to apply for a convention to propose
anendnents, or the states shall use any |anguage in any formthat
refers to their intent of applying for a convention as specified in
Article V of the United States Constitution, regardl ess of whatever
nane shall be used, Congress is obligated to call such a convention

under the terns of Article V of the United States Constitution

NO PRE- CONDI Tl1 ONS

Congress is enjoined fromattachi ng any pre-conditions to any
application by the states for a convention to propose anendnents which
in any way gives Congress discretion as to whether or not to call a
convention or provides any discretion to Congress regarding a
convention to propose amendnents in any manner. Al such pre-
conditions, except the nuneric two-thirds expressed in Article V of the
United States Constitution, are unconstitutional and void. These pre-
conditions include, but are not limted to: requiring the severa
states to submit identical or nearly identical applications covering
t he sane subject or issue for amendnent[s] proposal, establishing any
time standard by which Congress nmay then exclude or refuse to recognize
any application submtted outside that tinme standard, and attenpting to

call a convention to propose anendnents without the proper nunber of
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appl yi ng states having applied, in other words, calling a convention

wi t hout the proper nunber of state applications.

RATI FI CATI ON

This Court enjoins Congress fromany veto of any proposed
anendnent[s] that may be issued by the convention to propose
anendnents. Congress is further enjoined fromcreating any regul ations
that serve to obstruct, delay or otherw se inpede the ratification of
any proposed anendnment[s] nmade by a convention to propose anendments.
Congress is ordered within five days (excludi ng weekends and hol i days)
of the receipt of any proposed amendnent[s] submitted by the convention
to Congress to submit the sane proposed anendnent[s] to the states for
ratification. Congress shall elect the nethod of ratification, either
by state legislatures or state conventions, by which ratification shal
occur, but in all cases Congress shall be limted strictly and
expressly to the two forms of ratification expressed in Article V of
the United States Constitution and may not alter these in any manner to

created special or unusual conditions in the ratification process.

Furt her, Congress is enjoined fromaltering, nodifying or
ot herwi se changi ng any proposed anendnent[s] made by a convention to
propose amendnents. This prohibition shall expressly include, but not
be linted to, any action by Congress to attach any limtation of tine
for ratification of any amendnent proposal nade by convention or renove

any ratification time period already attached by the convention to
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propose amendnents. However, nothing in this order shall be construed
as limting or otherw se preventing Congress from establishing such

l[imts on any anendnment proposal it nay propose.

CERTI FI CATI ON

Congress is forbidden from establishing any unusual or unique
formof certification of ratification for any anmendnent[s] proposa
made by the convention to propose amendnents. Congress is ordered to
establish a uniform procedure relating to certification that shal
apply to all anendnments whether proposed by convention or Congress.
Congress is forbidden in any manner frominterfering or obstructing the
certification of ratification of any anendnent[s] proposed by the
convention to propose anmendnents. Until Congress shall el ect otherw se,
such certification of proposed anmendnment[s], whether by convention or
Congress, shall be perforned by the Archivist of the United States. The
Archivist of the United States shall be limted to a nminiscule clerica
duty that shall consist of counting the ratifications fromthe severa
states and, upon the three-quarters nunber of states ratifying the
proposed anendnent[s] as specified in Article V of the United States
Constitution, shall certify the anendnent[s] as part of the

Constitution of the United States.

NECESSARY AND PROPER
This Court agrees that, under the interpretations of the Suprene

Court of the United States, Congress possesses the power to overthrow
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state |l egislatures by force should Congress (a) disagree with a
ratification vote of a particular state, or (b) wish to otherw se
regul ate or control the several states’ anendatory powers, and this
Court finds such power fully inclusive, thus satisfying the necessary
and proper clause of the United States Constitution. Therefore,
Congress is excluded fromassum ng any further powers of regulation or
control of the state legislatures, or of the convention to propose
anendnents to affect the application, proposal, ratification or any

ot her portion of the anendatory process of the convention to propose
anmendnments. Congress is expressly forbidden and enjoined fromcreating
| egi slation of any description so regulating the state |egislatures or
convention to propose anendnents in any other nanner than their direct

overt hrow from power.

RECESSI ON OF APPLI CATI ONS BY THE STATES
This Court determ nes that insofar as a sufficient nunber of

applications was filed with Congress prior to the filing of any
recessi on of any application by any state, all such recessions are nul
and void. Al applications, regardless of the date filed by the states,
remain in full force and effect. This Court finds that such recessions
constitute a veto by one sovereign state on the sovereign actions of
other states and are therefore unconstitutional. Further such
recessions are an unconstitutional veto of a constitutionally nmandated

action on the part of Congress.
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ROLE OF THE PRESI DENT

As Article V of the United States Constituti on does not prescribe
in any fashion the participation of the President of the United States
in his official capacity, this Court finds that no call for a
convention to propose anendnents shall require his consent in any
manner for the convention to occur. Nor does the President of the
United States have the constitutional authority to veto a call for a
convention to propose anendments. Further, this Court finds that
neither any rules Congress may prescribe to process a call for a
convention to propose amendnents, nor congressional determ nation of
the method of ratification of proposed anendment[s], nor notification
and certification of the ratification of proposed anendnent[s], shal
require the consent or be subject to the veto of the President of the
Untied States. In short, the President of the United States shall play
no part in the amendnent of the United States Constitution whether by

Congress or a convention to propose amendnents.

THE LIM TS OF THE CONVENTI ON TO PROPCSE AMENDMENTS
MULTI PLE AMENDMENTS
This Court recogni zes that, |ike Congress, the convention to
propose amendnents may subnmit to the states for their ratification as
many amendnents as it shall deem proper on whatever issues the
convention to propose amendnents shall deem appropriate. No proposed

anendnent[s] shall carry any force of law until it shall be properly
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ratified by the states in the manner prescribed in Article V of the
United States Constitution. Upon ratification, as prescribed in Article
V of the United States Constitution, such anmendnent[s] shall be

consi dered to have full force of |aw and shall becone | aw of the | and

NEW CONSTI TUTI ON PROHI Bl TED

This Court determines it is unconstitutional for a convention to
propose anendnments to attenpt to create or propose any act except
anmendnments to the current Constitution of the United States. This shal
be construed to nmean the convention to propose anmendnents is limted to
proposi ng changes by anmendnent to the current |anguage of the present
Constitution of the United States. The convention to propose anmendnents
is expressly forbidden and enjoined fromany attenpt to wite, propose
or create a new United States constitution inasnmuch as the expressed
| anguage of Article V of the United States Constitution strictly
forbi ds such action either on the part of Congress or the convention to
propose amendnents because both anendatory bodies are only permtted to

propose amendnents to “this Constitution.”

EQUAL PROTECTI ON OF THE CONVENTI ON TO PROPGCSE

AMENDMENTS

This Court is bound by the principle of equal protection under
the | aw as expressed in the 14'" Arendnent to the United States

Constitution. As such, this Court interprets that phrase to nean that
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all citizens of a specific class of citizens nmust be treated equally,
i.e., the sane, under the law. This Court determ nes that nmenbers of
Congress and del egates to the convention to propose anendnents create
such a class. Therefore, insofar as the amendatory procedure of the
United States Constitution is concerned, all laws, rules and
regul ati ons passed by Congress to effect elections, general powers of
office and all other nmatters related to the general execution of |ega
busi ness of Congress shall extend to the convention to propose
anmendnments provi ded such power is linmted in the case of the convention
to propose amendnents to the amendatory process only. The convention to
propose amendnents is enjoined fromany |legislative action, i.e., any
action beyond proposing anendnments to the United States Constitution
for consideration by the several states under the ratification process
specified under Article V of the Untied States Constitution. Any

regul ation, law, resolution, order or any other action that Congress
may attenpt to |egislate upon the convention to propose anendnents
shall be equally applied in force and effect on Congress, and any
exenpti on made by Congress in such regulation, |law, resolution, order
or any other action that would exenpt Congress from such force and

effect shall be void and unconstitutional

ELECTI ON STANDARDS OF DELEGATES
Candi dat es seeking the federal office of delegate to the
convention to propose amendnents nust neet the eligibility requirenents

established in the Constitution of the United States for nenbers of the
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House of Representatives. Congress is expressly forbidden fromaltering
or otherw se nodifying these expressed eligibility requirements of age,
resi dency and citizenship.

Al state and federal |aws effecting elections of federa
officials shall apply equally to candi dates seeking the federal office
of del egate to the convention to propose anendnents.

This Court finds the termof office of delegate to a convention
to propose anmendnents shall immediately termnate with the close of the
convention’s business which shall be construed to mean when the
convention to propose amendnents has ceased proposi ng amendnents for

consideration for ratification by the several states.

| NTERNAL POWERS OF THE CONVENTI ON TO PROPOSE ANVENDMVENTS

Congress is forbidden in any manner fromregulating the interna
operations of the convention to propose anendments whi ch shall include,
but not be linited to, establishing the rules of operation, election of
of ficers, adnmission and certification of delegates and creation of
agenda. Wiile Congress is prohibited frominterfering with the internal
powers of the convention to propose anendnents, nothing in this
prohi bition shall be construed as permitting the convention to propose
anmendnments to ignore or veto clauses of the United States Constitution
whi ch shall have as full an effect on the convention to propose

anendnents as they do on Congress.
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FUNDI NG OF THE CONVENTI ON TO PROPOSE AMENDVMENTS

As the Constitution of the United States grants to Congress and
the several states full discretion in the appropriation of funds, and
further grants discretion to Congress regardi ng any agreement between
states under the conpact clause, and as the Founding Fathers intended
Congress should have no discretion in the matter of the convention to
propose anmendnents, the Court therefore construes this appropriation
di scretion forbids either Congress or the states from financing the
convention to propose amendnents as it would permt discretion not
i ntended in the Constitution.

Further, as the United States Constitution prohibits the
convention to propose amendnents any constitutional authority except to
propose amendnents, it is therefore forbidden to either tax or use the
credit and faith of the United States to finance the convention to
propose amendnents. Therefore, the Court orders that the del egates to a
convention to propose anmendnents nust bear the full costs of the
convention and further that the costs nust be equally distributed anbng
all delegates. Further, this Court orders that del egates to the
convention to propose amendnents shall receive no conpensation during
their duration of office as there is no source of income to provide for
such funds. As a financial burden cannot in any way be a barrier for
any citizen seeking to be a delegate, this Court orders the convention
to propose amendnents shall be entirely conducted on the Internet which

al | ows any del egate access to the convention to propose anmendnents
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through free portals such as libraries, schools and other public
outlets. The Court further orders that until the convention to propose
anendnments shall establish its own domain name, server, web site and
other related Internet requirenents, the plaintiff shall supply a web
site and Internet address to be used during the organization of the
convention. Once the convention has established its own web page,
address, domain nanme and other Internet requirenents, the obligation of
the plaintiff shall termnate. This order shall in no way be construed
as preventing the plaintiff fromseeking the office of delegate to the

convention to propose anendments should he so choose.

VOTI NG | N THE CONVENTI ON TO PROPOSE AMENDVMENTS

The convention to propose anendnents shall vote on the basis of
one vote per state delegation in order to represent the sovereignty of
the states, and shall vote within each del egati on by del egate, one vote
per delegate, in order to represent the sovereignty of the people. The
votes of the delegates shall be totaled in each state delegation in
order to ascertain the vote of the state. As with Congress, it shal
require a two-thirds vote of the state del egati ons (assuming a quorum
of both state del egations and del egates present in total) to pass an
anmendnment out of the convention to propose amendnents, and a two-thirds
vote of the total nunmber of delegates irrespective of their state
affiliation to pass an amendnent out of the convention to propose

anendnents. The votes shall be taken concurrently and sinultaneously.
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FUTURE RULES

Congress may enact such limted rules as it deens proper to
process the call of the convention to propose amendnents, but such
rul es shall neither call for a vote on the part of Congress, nor grant
any other form of discretion that might obstruct or otherwise interfere
with the call prescribed in Article V of the United States
Constitution, nor negate nor otherwi se alter the five day limt for
Congress to act to call the convention to propose anendnents as

specified earlier in this order.

Congress is further ordered to keep a record of all future
applications in the Congressional Record in a separate category and
within a period not to exceed five days (excludi ng weekends and
hol i days)to issue a call for a convention to propose anendnents shoul d
a sufficient nunber of states again apply to satisfy the two-thirds
nuneric requirenent expressed in Article V of the United States

Constitution.

Dated this day of

UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT JUDGE

Presented by: Bill Wl ker, Pro Se
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