IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

WE THE PEOPLE, et al

UNITED STATES, et al

AFFIDAVIT
Plaintiffs
CASE No. 1:04CV01211

V. JUDGE: Emmet G. Sullivan

N N N N N N N N

Defendants

N -

, being duly sworn, depose and say:

| am a party to the action captioned above.

| have properly petitioned defendants for a Redress of Grievances relating to:

a) The taxing clauses of the Constitution and the direct, un-apportioned tax on labor.

b) The war powers clauses of the Constitution and the Iraq Resolution.

c) The money clauses of the Constitution and the Federal Reserve System.

d) The “privacy” clauses of the Constitution and the USA Patriot Act.

By communicating information, expressing facts and opinions, reciting grievances,
protesting abuses and praying for answers to specific questions, | have given expression
essential to the end that government defendants may be responsive and accountable to the
Constitution and to the sovereignty of the People and that changes may be obtained by
lawful and peaceful means.

The defendants have failed to properly respond to my Petition(s) for Redress; twice,
defendants have publicly uttered their intention to respond to Petitions such as mine through
“‘enforcement actions.”

Knowing that a Right that is not enforceable is not a Right and wishing to peaceably enforce
my individual, unalienable Rights, | have given further expression to my Rights under the
First Amendment to Speech, Assembly and Petition, by not withholding and turning over to
government defendants money earned by me as a result of my labor.

Such further expression by me is not an abuse, but an extension of these First Amendment
Rights and any intervention by defendants against such expression of these First
Amendment Rights represents a curtailment of my Rights and is forbidden.

However, defendants are retaliating against me in one or more of the following ways: by
sending me threatening letters; placing liens on my property; levying and seizing my
property and/or wages; raiding my home and/or office; forcing me to appear before
administrative, civil and/or criminal tribunals; denying me due process; or by some other
enforcement action.

Defendants are retaliating against me by attempting to disqualify me from taking a public
position on matters in which | am financially interested, depriving me of my Right to Petition
in the very instance in which that right is of the most importance to me.

Defendants’ retaliation against me is without reasonable cause; it is not objective; | know of
no clear and present danger to the government defendants that would justify their
punishment of me for performing a self-government function; the Petition clause was
included in the First Amendment to ensure the growth and preservation of democratic self-
governance; it is as much my duty to question as it is the defendants’ duty to administer.



10. The very idea of a government, republican in form, implies a right on my part, as a citizen, to
meet peaceably with other citizens for consultation with respect to public affairs and to
effectively petition the government defendants for a redress of grievances.

11. The Right to Petition is among the most precious of the liberties guaranteed by the Bill of
Rights; the value in the Right of Petition as an essential element of self-government is
beyond question.

12. Except in the most extreme circumstances | cannot be punished for freely exercising this
right without experiencing a denial of those fundamental principles of liberty and justice,
which lie at the base of all civil and political institutions.

13. The harm | am suffering is immediate and irreparable; with each new dawn the harm
accumulates —injury suffered daily as a result of defendants’ infringement upon and
denial of my First Amendment Rights of Speech, Assembly and Petition; instead of
unfettered Rights — liberating and free of restraints-- | am forced to fear and fight against
the chilling effect the defendants’ enforcement actions are having on my exercise of the
Right to Petition and my other unalienable Rights.

14. A balancing of the equities argues for the granting of the motion for injunctive relief; any
harm to the federal government during the period will be minimal at best; even if we
were talking about significant sums of money (which is not the case), whenever the
government needs money it need only run its printing presses; defendants cannot show
any immediate or irreparable harm if the motion is granted. |, on the other hand, will
suffer immediate and irreparable harm if the motion is not granted.

15. Defendants have an alternative immediately available to them; they can formally
respond to my Petition for Redress by answering its questions.

16. | on the other hand have no alternative to the retention of my money without yielding my
fundamental Rights.

17. The unfettered Petition for Redress is the only non-violent approach in a constitutional
republic for the free individual and the free minority to hold their servant government
accountable to the Constitution and Bill of Rights; the ballot is merely for the majority: my
behavior in this matter is the epitome of good citizenship.

Signature:

Printed Name:

Physical Address:

Phone:
Fax:
e-mail:

Sworn to before me

this day of , 2004

Notary



