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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR 

THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 
4 4 5  B r o a d w a y ;  A l b a n y ,  N Y .  1 2 2 0 7 - 2 9 3 6  

Unified United States Common Law Grand Jury;Unified United States Common Law Grand Jury;Unified United States Common Law Grand Jury;Unified United States Common Law Grand Jury;    1111                                    Sureties of the Peace2    

P.O. Box 59, Valhalla, NY 10595; Fax: (888) 891-8977.  
 

 

AL, AK, AZ, AR, CA, CO, CT, DE, FL, GA, HI, ID, IL, IN, IA, KS, KY, LA, ME, MD, MA, MI, MN, MS, MO, MT, NE, NV, NH, NJ, NM, NY, NC, ND, OH, OK, OR, PA, RI, SC, SD, TN, TX, UT, VT, VA, WA, WV, WI, WY: 

 

 

 

Grand Jury, Sovereigns of the Court Jurisdiction: Court of Record, under  

                                                  We the People                 the rules of Common Law
3
 

 Action at law:
4
 

- Against -    

 Case NO: 1:16-CV-1490 

U.S. Congress; U.S. President; U.S. Supreme Magistrate: Lawrence E. Kahn 

Court, State Governors; John & Mary Doe, et al  

                                                  Defendants Federal Form 7, pg. 106; 113
th
 congress 2nd session 

 

SSSSTATEMENT OF JJJJURISDICTION 
RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE FOR THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS

5
,  

 

 

(a) The plaintiffs are the assembly of We the Sovereign People, the authors of all law
6
 by right of the 

covenant of 1776, 1789 and 1791 with our creator under the common law at large. 

                                           
1
 The UUSCLGJ is comprised of fifty Grand Jurys each unified amongst the counties within their respective States. All fifty 

States have unified nationally as an assembly of Thousands of People in the name of We the People to suppress, through our 

Courts of Justice, subverts both foreign and domestic acting under color of law within our governments. States were unified by 

re-constituting all 3,133 United States counties. 
2
 SURETIES OF THE PEACE: If anyone has been dispossessed without the legal judgment of his peers, from his lands, 

castles, franchises, or from his right, we will immediately restore them to him; and if a dispute arise over this, then let it be 

decided by the five and twenty jurors of whom mention is made below in the clause for securing the peace. Moreover, for all 

those possessions, from which anyone has, without the lawful judgment of his peers, been disseized or removed by our 

government, we will immediately grant full justice therein. Magna Carta Paragraph 52. 
3
 "A Court of Record is a judicial tribunal having attributes and exercising functions independently of the person of the 

magistrate designated generally to hold it, and proceeding according to the course of common law, its acts and proceedings 

being enrolled for a perpetual memorial." Jones v. Jones, 188 Mo.App. 220, 175 S.W. 227, 229; Ex parte Gladhill, 8 Metc. 

Mass., 171, per Shaw, C.J.  See, also, Ledwith v. Rosalsky, 244 N.Y. 406, 155 N.E. 688, 689. 
4
 AT LAW: [Bouvier's] This phrase is used to point out that a thing is to be done according to the course of the common law; it 

is distinguished from a proceeding in equity. 
5
 Effective September 16, 1938, as amended to December 1, 2014. 
6
 "The very meaning of 'sovereignty' is that the decree of the sovereign makes law." American Banana Co. v. United Fruit Co., 

29 S.Ct. 511, 513, 213 U.S. 347, 53 L.Ed. 826, 19 Ann.Cas. 1047. “Sovereignty itself is, of course, not subject to law, for it is 

the author and source of law; but in our system, while sovereign powers are delegated to the agencies of government, 

sovereignty itself remains with the people, by whom and for whom all government exists and acts And the law is the definition 
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(b) This action arises under the United States Constitution in violation of:  

Amendment I  Abridging the freedom of speech 

Infringing upon a free press 

Abridging the right of the people peaceably to assemble 

Abridging the right of petitioning the Government for a redress of grievances 

Amendment II  Infringing the right of forming a well-regulated Militia 

Infringing the right of the people to keep and bear Arms 

Amendment IV Infringing the right of the people to be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and  

   effects, against unreasonable searches and seizures 

Amendment V  Infringing the right of untainted Grand Jury indictment 

Infringing  on the no twice in jeopardy right 

Infringing the right not to bear witness against oneself 

Infringing the right of due process of law 

Amendment VI Infringing the right to a speedy and public trial 

Infringing the right to an impartial jury 

Infringing the right to be informed of the nature and cause of the accusation; to be 

confronted with the witnesses against him 

Infringing the right to have compulsory process for obtaining witnesses 

Infringing the right to Assistance of Counsel 

Amendment VII Infringing the right of trial by jury 

Infringing the right of the rules of the common law 

Amendment VIII Inflicting cruel and unusual punishments 

Amendment IX Denying other rights retained by We the Sovereign People 

Amendment X  Infringing upon powers delegated to the States  

Infringing upon powers of We the Sovereign People 

Articles I through VI Non adherence to the Law of the Land, expanding jurisdictions under color of law. 

 

(c) This COURT OF RECORD
7
 is a case of the jurisdiction of the land (Common Law) under the Law of 

the Land as intended by the Constitution for the United States Article VI clause 2. 

 

 

 
    SEAL 
 
     DATED: December 13, 2016 

 

 
       _______________________________________ 

         Grand Jury Foreman 

 

                                                                                                                                                    
and limitation of power…” Yick Wo v. Hopkins, 118 US 356, 370 Quotiens dubia interpretatio libertatis est, secundum 

libertatem respondendum erit. 
7
 COURT OF RECORD: “A judicial tribunal having attributes and exercising functions independently of the person of the 

magistrate designated generally to hold it Proceeding according to the course of common law” - Jones v. Jones, 188 Mo.App. 

220, 175 S.W. 227, 229; Ex parte Gladhill, 8 Metc. Mass., 171, per Shaw, C.J. See, also, Ledwith v. Rosalsky, 244 N.Y. 406, 

155 N.E. 688, 689; Black's Law Dictionary, 4th Ed., 425, 426 


