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A desired return

The following work is but a fraction of a portion of the authors mind, body and Spirit and 

as only a fraction of a portion has, at this time no definitive beginning or ending in view.

{Notice}: Misspellings of words or portions of text in red are the works of the author of the citation 

and not the author of this work.

Prior to AmSuJuSo being what is today it was a construct of the mind to return the People of 

America back to the standing they once enjoyed, to wit, joint heirs of the Promise of their Creator 

and answerable to none but said Creator and their neighbor and fellow countrymen under the Laws of

Nature, the Laws of their Creator and the Common Law.

I set out in search of the remedy that would re-institute this country back to its original 

intention. It quickly became apparent, through only weeks of research that in order to have a 

snowball's chance at getting this land back to a point of the founding Fathers' original vision and 

intention for America one could not simply rant and rave hoping for some silver bullet formula to 

suddenly reveal itself in the pages of volumes of reading materials. Notwithstanding, reading much 

history of the founding of this country; including the biographies of the founding fathers, reading 

and studying law and its metamorphosis throughout this country's history, learning the art and 

philosophy of law and the list goes on.

All those things mentioned in the previous paragraph are good and well; Nevertheless, if the 

People of America seem, these days, to not know not how to handle their own affairs, in a calculated 

manner and cannot conduct themselves responsibly taking into account their neighbor's rights and 

protections as their very own that man or woman deserves not the title of Sovereign. The author knows

that on previous pages it appears that the author is against or at least not concerned with sovereignty. 

Allow me to assure you that that is far from the truth. However, one should not consider to approach 

the glory of Sovereignty until long after that same man or woman has ultimately perfected the art of 

Sui Juris, which is the ability to handle one's own affairs. The affairs we are speaking of are so much 

higher than the mundane activities which are pursuant to being a responsible adult, those type of duties

are a giving but Sui Juris is to Sovereignty what the outer chamber was to the middle chamber of King 

Solomon's Temple where was situate the Throne of God.
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Now let us look into what Sui Juris is. For this we shall turn to Black's Law Dictionary, hereafter, BLD.

Sui Juris: Lat. Of his own right; possessing full social and civil rights; not under any legal

disability, or the power of another, or guardianship. Having capacity to manage one’s 

own affairs; not under legal disability to act for one’s self.

Now before the reader gets excited and carried away with claiming “I'm Sui Juris therefore I 

am not under anyone.” Which is man's natural standing or it should be, yet allow me to show you how 

almost none can truly claim Sui Juris simply by breaking down the definition.

For simplicity we shall pick up the definition with the term “not under any legal disability”;

Therefore, we shall look again to BLD.

Disability:

The want of legal ability or capacity to exercise legal rights, either special or ordinary, or to

do certain acts with proper legal effect or to enjoy certain privileges or powers of free 

action. Berkin v. Marsh, 18 Mont 152, 44 Pac. 528, 56 Am. St. Rep. 565.At the present day, 

disability is generally used to indicate an incapacity for the full enjoyment of ordinary legal

rights; thus married women, persons under age, insane persons, and felons convict are said

to be under disability. Sometimes the term is used in a more limited sense, as when it 

signifies an impediment to marriage, or the restraints placed upon clergymen by reason of 

their spiritual avocations. Mozley &Whitley. Classification. Disability is either general or 

special; the former when it incapacitates the person for the performance of all legal acts of 

a general class, or giving to them their ordinary legal effect; the latter when it debars him 

from one specific act. Disability is also either personal or absolute; the former where it 

attaches to the particular person, and arises out of his statute, his previous act, or his 

natural or juridical incapacity; the latter where it originates with a particular person, but 

extends also to his descendants or successors. Lord de le Warre’s Case, 6 Coke, la; Avegno v.

Schmidt, 113U. S. 293. 5 Sup. Ct. 487. 28 L. Ed. 976. Considered with special reference to the

capacity to contract a marriage, disability is either canonical or civil; a disability of the 

former class makes the marriage voidable only, while the latter, in general, avoids it
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Very well. Let's say you can show where you are not under a legal disability and in fact we will

not even stop upon the term “or the power of another”. Let us now look to the next term used in the 

definition; “guardianship”. Yet before we look into the BLD definition of the word we can simply 

look to our common usage of the word; as it would pertain to a parent and child. The parent is the 

guardian of the child and as such it is understood that the child is under the guardianship of the parent 

and as such the child receives it's food, clothing, shelter, allowance and does not the child receive it's 

protection from the parent, i.e, the guardian. As the parent or adult where does your protection come 

from? Think about that for a moment before you answer foolishly with such nonsense as “from my 

Smith & Wesson or my dogs or any other foolish reply for this is a serious topic. Your protection 

comes from the state, i.e, the government. Now while this in and of itself is not a bad thing, in fact if it 

were not so one would spend all their time needing to defend their land and property. Therefore, 

government when kept in check is a benefit for the entire populace and the productivity of and for that 

populace. However, when and if said government would become arbitrary it's laws and their 

enforcement then we shall find ourselves in the frame of Great Britain under King George III.

Guardianship:

The office, duty, or authority of a guardian. Also the relation subsisting between 

guardian and ward.

To better comprehend what is being expressed let us turn now to a more intimate view of 

this guardianship that is being expressed for this we shall need to again turn to BLD.

Let us broaden our concept of this guardianship by peeling away the mundane and get at the heart 

of the concept of guardianship as it pertains to our plight by looking to the term: Fiduciary.

Fiduciary:

The term is derived from the Roman law, and means (as a noun) a person holding the 

character of a trustee, or a character analogous to that of a trustee,in respect to the trust and 

confidence involved in it and the scrupulous good faith and candor which it requires. Thus, a 

person is a fiduciary who is invested with rights and powers to be exercised for the
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benefit of another person. Svanoe v. Jurgens, 144 111.507, 33 N. E. 955; Stoll v. King, 8 How.

Prac. (N. Y.) 299.As an adjective it means of the nature of a trust; having the characteristics of

a trust; analogous to a trust; relating to or founded upon a trust or confidence.

From this definition and with a little understanding of America and her Constitution as well as 

the Constitutions of her several states one can rightly ascertain that WE the People established 

government for the protection, welfare, and defense of our unalienable, Creator endowed rights. Does 

it not say as much within our own Declaration of Independence?

The Foundations of Free Government

We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal, that they are endowed by
their Creator with certain unalienable Rights, that among these are Life, Liberty and the pursuit of
Happiness. ---
That to secure these rights, Governments are instituted among Men, deriving their just powers from

the consent of the governed, ---

Cite: National Center for Constitutional Studies

and again in the Preamble of the Constitution.

Preamble

We the People of the United States, in Order to form a more perfect Union, establish Justice,

insure domestic Tranquility, provide for the common defense, promote the general Welfare, and

secure  the  Blessings  of  Liberty  to  ourselves  and  our  Posterity,  do  ordain  and  establish  this

Constitution for the United States of America.

Cite: National Center for Constitutional Studies
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Now if our Country was indeed founded upon such noble constructs and aforementioned how is

that in today's America it appears, to any who bother to look empirically at the matter, that the servants,

i.e, the government are on horseback and the princes, i.e, the People or on foot as told in

Ecclesiastes  10:7,  I  have  seen  servants  upon  horses,  and  princes  walking  as

servants upon the earth.

By quickly revisiting the Preamble and the Declaration of Independence we can see that the

government, both federal and state are to fill the role of the fiduciary, see definition aforementioned,

have not We the People placed the government into the role of fiduciary regarding our relationship

with the state  and federal  governments? Do We the People not  trust the state to perform certain

duties? If indeed these are the facts there is yet at least one other element missing. For where there is to

be a fiduciary relationship there must equally be a beneficiary to the relationship else it would be void

and if not void surely it would only be unilateral. Therefore, we again return to BLD.

Beneficiary:

One for whose benefit a trust is created; a cestui que trust.

Allow me to ask at this point for whose benefit is/was America founded and established as a

Constitutional Republic? For the answer see the Declaration of Independence and the Preamble to the

Constitution for the united States of America.

Notwithstanding, we have stumbled upon yet another term from our dictionary research, 
that term is cestui que.

Let us be looking further into this archaic term now.

cestui Que trust:

He who has a right to a beneficial interest in and out of an estate the legal title to which is 
vested in another. 2 Waslib. Real Prop. 163. The person who possesses the equitable right to
property and receives the rents, issues, and profits thereof, the legal estate of which is 
vested in a trustee. It has been proposed to substitutefor this uncouth term the English 
word “beneficiary,” and the latter, though still far from universally adopted, has come to be
quite
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frequently used. It is equal in precision to the antiquated and unwieldy Norman phrase, 
and far better adapted to the genius of our language.

No doubt, if you are astute, you have noticed the terms within this definition, i.e, beneficial 

interest as well as equitable right. Please do not grow lax in following through with researching all 

the terms and phrases you light upon; this is a topic where it is wise to chase the rabbits all the way back to 

their hole. Notwithstanding, to not leave you as sheep before the wolves I shall tell you that beneficial 

interest has to do with contracts and that equitable right has to do with giving notices.

To summarize what little that has been presented thus far suffice it to say that the American 

people have been placed under a great legal disability, a disability that could quite well be said to 

date back to the act of 1871, to wit:

History[edit]

Evolution of the District's internal boundaries

The passage of the Residence Act in 1790 created a new federal district that would become the capital of the 
United States. Formed from land donated by the states of Maryland and Virginia, the capital territory already 
included two large settlements at its creation: the port of Georgetown, Maryland and the town
of Alexandria, Virginia. A new capital city named in honor of President George Washington was founded 
to the east of Georgetown in 1791.

Shortly after establishing operations in the new capital, Congress passed the Organic Act of 1801, which
organized the federal territory. The territory within the federal district east of the Potomac formed the new
County of Washington, which was governed by a levy court consisting of seven to eleven Justices of
the Peaceappointed by the President, and was governed by Maryland law as of 1801. The area west of 
the river became Alexandria County which was governed by Virginia law. In addition, Congress allowed 
the cities of Washington, Alexandria and Georgetown to each maintain their own municipal governments. 
In 1846 Alexandria County was returned by Congress to the state of Virginia.

The outbreak of the American Civil War in 1861 led to notable growth in the capital's population due to the 
expansion of the federal government and a large influx of emancipated slaves.[2]   By 1870, the District's 
population had grown 75% to nearly 132,000 residents. [3]   Growth was even more dramatic within the County 
of Washington, where the population more than doubled as people escaped the crowded city. [4]

The individual local governments within the District were insufficient to handle the population growth. 
Living conditions were poor throughout the capital, which still had dirt roads and lacked basic sanitation. 
The situation was so bad that some lawmakers in Congress even suggested moving the capital out further
west, but President Ulysses S. Grant refused to consider the proposals.[5]
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Effect[edit]

Instead, Congress passed the Organic Act of 1871, which revoked the individual charters of the cities of 
Washington and Georgetown and combined them with Washington County to create a unified territorial 
government for the entire District of Columbia.[6]   The new government consisted of an appointed governor
and 11-member council, a locally elected 22-member assembly, and a board of public works charged with
modernizing the city.[7]   The Seal of the District of Columbia features the date 1871, recognizing the year 
the District's government was incorporated.[8]

The Act did not establish a new city or city government within the District. Regarding a city of Washington, 
it stated that "that portion of said District included within the present limits of the city of Washington shall 
continue to be known as the city of Washington". In the present day, the name "Washington" is commonly 
used to refer to the entire District, but DC law continues to use the definition of the city of Washington as 
given in the Organic Act.[9]

In 1873, President Grant appointed an influential member of the board of public works, Alexander Robey 
Shepherd, to the post of governor. Shepherd authorized large-scale municipal projects, which greatly 
modernized Washington. In doing so however, the governor spent three times the money that had been 
budgeted for capital improvements, bankrupting the city.[10]   In 1874, Congress replaced the District's 
quasi-elected territorial government with an appointed three-member Board of Commissioners. Direct rule 
by Congress continued until the passage of the District of Columbia Home Rule Act in 1973.

Citation: Wikipedia
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When the Act of 1871 had shown so much promise and the power rendered through that 

promise, the promise being improved infrastructure yet at the cost of state sovereignty, the federal 

government seen in this experiment perhaps a way to bring all of the Nation States under federal rule; 

which is where we, today, find ourselves. The reader must take care to understand that, when dealing 

with corporations and their contracts every promise or benefit comes with a duty of performance, 

again solidifying the legal disability spoken of at the outset of this pamphlet. Surely you are all 

familiar with the following terms:

• Eminent Domain:
The power to take private property for public use by a state, municipality, or private person
or corporation authorized to exercise functions of public character, following the payment of
just compensation to the owner of that property.

Federal, state, and local governments may take private property through their power of 
eminent domain or may regulate it by exercising their Police Power. The Fifth
Amendment to the U.S.Constitution requires the government to provide just compensation to the 
owne r of the private
property to be taken. A variety of property rights are subject to eminent domain, such as air, water,and 
l and rights. The government takes private property through condemnation proceedings.
Throughout these proceedings, the property owner has the right of DUE PROCESS.

Eminent domain is a challenging area for the courts, which have struggled with the question of 
whether the regulation of property, rather than its acquisition, is a taking requiring just 
compensation. In addition, private property owners have begun to initiate actions against the 
government in a kind of proceeding called inverse condemnation.

History

The concept of eminent domain is not new. It has existed since biblical times, when King Ahab of 
Samaria offered Naboth compensation for Naboth's vineyard. In 1789, France officially recognized 
a property owner's right to compensation for taken property, in the French Declaration of the Rights 
of Man and of the Citizen, which reads, "Property being an inviolable and sacred right no one can be
deprived of it, unless the public necessity plainly demands it, and upon condition of a just and 
previous indemnity."

Shortly after the French declaration, the United States acknowledged eminent domain in the Fifth 
Amendment to the Constitution, which states, "… nor shall private property be taken for public use,wit
hout just compensation."
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The Fifth Amendment grants the federal government the right to exercise its power of eminent 
domain, and the DUE PROCESS CLAUSE of the Fourteenth Amendment   makes the federal guarantee 
of just compensation applicable to the states. State governments derive the power to initiate 
condemnation proceedings from their state constitutions, except North Carolina, which gains its 
power through statute. The constitutional and statutory provisions require federal, state, and local 
governments and subdivisions of government to pay an owner for property taken for public use at
the time the property is taken.

The power of eminent domain was created to authorize the government or the condemning authority,cal led 
the condemner, to conduct a compulsory sale of property for the common welfare, such as
health or safety. Just compensation is required, in order to ease the financial burden incurred by 
the property owner for the benefit of the public.

Elements of Eminent Domain

To exercise the power of eminent domain, the government must prove that the four elements set
forth in the Fifth Amendment are present: (1) private property (2) must be taken (3) for public use 
(4)a nd with just compensation. These elements have been interpreted broadly.

Private Property The first element requires that the property taken be private. Private property 
includes land as well as fixtures, leases, options, stocks, and other items. The rifle that was used to kill
President JOHN F. KENNEDY was considered private property in an eminent domain proceeding.

Taking The second element refers to the taking of physical property, or a portion thereof, as well as the
taking of property by reducing its value. Property value may be reduced because of noise,accessibili ty 
problems, or other agents. Dirt, timber, or rock appropriated from an individual's land for
the construction of a highway is taken property for which the owner is entitled to compensation.
In general, compensation must be paid when a restriction on the use of property is so extensive
that it is tantamount to confiscation of the property.

Some property rights routinely receive constitutional protection, such as Water
Rights. For example,if land is changed from waterfront to inland property by the construction of a high
way on the
shoreline, the owners of the affected property are to be compensated for their loss of use of 
the waterfront.

Another property right that is often litigated and routinely protected is the right to the reasonable and
ordinary use of the space above privately owned land. Specifically, aircraft flights over private 
property that significantly interfere with the property owner's use may amount to a taking. The flight
swill not be deemed a taking unless they are so low and so frequent as to create a direct and 
immediate interference with the owner's use and enjoyment of the property.

Actions by the government that courts do not consider takings include the publication of plans or the 
plotting, locating, or laying out of public improvements, including streets, highways, and other public
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works, even though the publicity generated by such actions might hinder a sale of the land.

The courts have traditionally not recognized the regulation of property by the government as a 
taking. Regulating property restricts the property owner's use and may infringe on the owner's 
rights. To implement a regulation, the state exercises its police power and is able to control the use 
of the property. Although the courts recognized a regulation as a taking in 1922, they have been
inconsistent in their later rulings on this issue. In Pennsylvania Coal Co. v. Mahon, 260 U.S. 393, 43S.
Ct. 158, 67 L. Ed. 322 (1922), the U.S. Supreme Court ruled that coal mining under an owner's 
property was not a taking, despite a subsidence, or settling, of the property's surface. In 1987, the 
Court stated that regulations that are excessive require compensation under the Fifth 
Amendment(First English Evangelical Lutheran Church of Glendale v. County of Los Angeles, 482 
U.S. 304, 107S. Ct. 2 378, 96 L. Ed. 2d 250 [1987]). More recently, the Court determined that 
regulations that strip property of value or that do not substantially advance legitimate state interests 
are takings for which compensation is required (Nollan v. California Coastal Commission, 483 U.S. 
825, 107 S. Ct. 3141,97 L. Ed. 2d 677 [1987]).

In a case examining a Moratorium   imposed on development in the Lake Tahoe area, the 
U.S.Supreme Court has decided that a moratorium on development is not necessarily a taking, and that
regulatory takings cases must be decided on a case-by- case basis rather than on categorical 
rules ,Tahoe-Sierra Preservation Council v. Tahoe Regional Planning Agency, 535 U.S. 302, 122 S. 
Ct.1465, 152 L. Ed. 2d 517 (U.S., Apr 23, 2002) (NO. 00-1167). In that case, the Tahoe Regional
Planning Agency had imposed a moratorium on construction and development that lasted almost
three years while the agency devised rules to protect the water quality of Lake Tahoe on the 
California-Nevada border. Some of the property owners sued, claiming that the moratorium
constituted a categorical taking because they were deprived of all economically beneficial use of 
the property during the period of the moratorium. In a 6–3 decision, the Court held that because the 
regulation was temporary, it could not constitute a categorical taking.

Public Use The third element, public use, requires that the property taken be used to benefit the public
rather than specific individuals. Whether a particular use is considered public is ordinarily a question 
to be determined by the courts. However, if the legislature has made a declaration about a specific 
public use, the courts will defer to legislative intent (Hawaii Housing Authority v. Midkiff, 467 U.S. 
229, 104 S. Ct. 2321, 81 L. Ed. 2d 186 [1984]). Further, "[t]he legislature may determine what private 
property is needed for public purpose … but when the taking has been ordered, then the question of 
compensation is judicial" (Monongahela Navigation Co. v. United States, 148 U.S. 312,13 S. Ct. 622, 
37 L. Ed. 463 [1893]).

To determine whether property has been taken for public use, the courts first determined whether the 
property was to be used by a broad segment of the general public. The definition of public use was later
broadened to include anything that benefited the public, such as trade centers, municipal civic centers, 
and airport expansions. The U.S. Supreme Court continued to expand the definition of
public use to include aesthetic considerations. In Berman v. Parker, 348 U.S. 26, 75 S. Ct. 98, 99 
L.Ed. 27 (1954), the Court ruled that slums could be cleared in order to make a city more visually
attractive The Court in Berman stated further that it is within legislative power to determine whether
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a property can be condemned solely to beautify a community.

State courts have also expanded the definition of public use. The Michigan Supreme Court even 
allowed property to be condemned for the private use of the General Motors Company, under the 
theory that the public would benefit from the economic revitalization a new plant would bring to 
the community (Pole
town Neighborhood Council v. City of Detroit, 410 Mich. 616, 304 N. W. 2d 455[1981]).

Just Compensation The last element set forth in the Fifth Amendment mandates that the amount of
compensation awarded when property is seized or damaged through condemnation must be fair to
the public as well as to the property owner (Searl v. School District No. 2 of Lake County, 133 
U.S.553, 10 S. Ct. 374, 33 L. Ed. 740 [1890]). Because no precise formula for determining it exists, 
just compensation is the subject of frequent litigation.

The courts tend to emphasize the rights of the property owner in eminent domain proceedings. The
owner usually has not initiated the action but has been brought into the litigation because his or her
property is needed for public use. The owner must participate in the proceedings, which can impose
an emotional and financial burden.

The measure of damages is often the fair market value of the property that is harmed or taken for 
public use. The market value is commonly defined as the price that reasonably could have resulted 
from negotiations between an owner who was willing to sell it and a purchaser who wanted to buy it.
The value of real property is assessed based on the uses to which it reasonably can be put.
Elements for consideration include the history and general character of the area, the adaptability of 
the land for future buildings, and the use intended for the property after its taking. Generally, the 
best use of the land is considered to be its use at the time it was condemned, even though the
condemnor might not intend to use the land in the same manner as the owner. Crops, grass, 
trees,miner als, rental income, and all other items that fairly enter into the question of value are taken 
into consideration when determining just compensation. The amount of compensation should be
measured by the owner's loss rather than by the condemner's gain, and the owner should be placed
in as good a financial position as he or she would have been in had the property not been 
taken(Monon gahela). The compensation should be paid in cash, and the amount is determined as of 
the
date title vests in the condemner Interest is paid on the award until the date of payment.

Condemnation Proceedings

Condemnation proceedings vary according to individual state and federal laws. In general, the 
proceedings should be conducted as quickly as possible. A proceeding does not require court 
involvement if the condemner and landowner enter into a contract for the taking of the property for 
a public use. A seizure pursuant to such a contract is as effective as if it were done through formal 
condemnation proceedings.

Condemnation usually consists of two phases: proceedings that relate to the right of the condemnorto 
ta ke the property, and proceedings to set the amount of compensation to be paid for the property
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taken The commencement of the proceedings does not curtail ordinary use of the condemned 
property by the owner as long as the use does not substantially change the condition of the 
property or its value.

States require special procedures for certain cases, categorized by either the purpose for which the
property is sought or the character of the party seeking to take it. For example, a special 
procedure is required when property is to be taken for a street, highway, park, drain, levee, sewer,
canal, or waterway In a procedure called a quick taking, the condemner is permitted to take 
immediate possession and use of the property, and the owner must receive cash compensation in 
advance of the proceeding.

The owner has the right to due process during condemnation proceedings. He or she must be 
notified in a timely manner and must be given a reasonable opportunity to be heard on the issues of
whether the use for which the property is expropriated is public and whether the compensation is 
just Due process considerations mandate that the landowner receive an opportunity to present 
evidence and to confront or cross-examine witnesses. The owner has an automatic right to appeal.

Due process does not require a jury trial in condemnation proceedings, although various state 
constitutions and statutes provide for assessment by a jury. Absent contrary state provisions, a 
court has the discretionary power to grant or refuse a motion for view of the premises by a jury. A 
condemnation judgment or order must be recorded.

Inverse Condemnation

An increase in environmental problems has resulted in a new type of eminent domain proceeding called 
inverse condemnation. In this proceeding, the property owner, rather than the condemner,initiate s the 
action. The owner alleges that the government has acquired an interest in his or her
property without giving compensation, such as when the government floods a farmer's field or
pollutes a stream crossing private land. An inverse condemnation proceeding is often brought by 
proper ty owner when it appears that the taker of the property does not intend to bring eminent
domain proceedings.

Further readings

Berger, Michael M. 1994. "Recent Takings and Eminent Domain Cases." American Law 
Institute-American Bar Association C930 (August).

Harris, David. 1995. "The Battle for Black Land: Fighting Eminent Domain." NBA National 
Bar Association Magazine 9 (March–April).

Kimsey, Paul. 1994. "Eminent Domain." Stetson Law Review 23 (spring).

Kruse, Patrick. 1995. "Constitutional Law–Eminent Domain–Riparian Landowners." University 
ofDetr oit Mercy Law Review 72 (spring).
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Mancini, Vincent B. 1993. "Land Use Regulatory 'Takings' and the Eminent Domain 
Code."Pennsylva nia Bar Association Quarterly 64 (October).

McCurdy, Claire K., and Nina M. Thompson. 1992. "What Is Eminent Domain and How Do You 
Do It?" Journal of the Kansas Bar Association 61 (December).

Richardson, Mark A. 1995. "A Symposium on Regulatory Takings." Detroit College of Law 
Review(spr ing).

Salley,  Sara T. 1988."Eminent Domain: Supreme Court Regulatory Takings Analysis:  How  Nollan
v.Ca lifornia Coastal Commission Fit In?" Oklahoma Law Review 41 (fall).

Searles, Sidney Z. 1995."The Law of Eminent Domain in the U.S.A." American Law 
Institute-American Bar Association C975 (January).

eminent domain

n. the power of a governmental entity (Federal, state, county or city government, school district,hospita
l district or other agencies) to take private real estate for public use, with or without thepermission of th
e owner. The Fifth Amendment to the Constitution provides that "private property[may not] be taken
fo r public use without just compensation." The Fourteenth Amendment added therequirement of just
com pensation to state and local government takings. The usual process includespassage of a resolution
by t he acquiring agency to take the property (condemnation), including adeclaration of public need,
follow ed by an appraisal, an offer, and then negotiation. If the owner isnot satisfied, he/she may sue
the gover nmental agency for a court's determination of justcompensation. The government, however,
becomes o wner while a trial is pending, if the amount ofthe offer is deposited in a trust account. Public
uses inclu de schools, streets and highways,  parks,airports, dams, reservoirs, redevelopment,  public
housing, hosp itals and public buildings. (See:condemn, condemnation)

eminent domain

noun annex for public use, assume for public use, take possession for public use, usurp for 
public use

See also: dominion
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eminent domain

(US) the power of the state to compulsorily purchase land.

EMINENT DOMAIN. The right which people or government retain over the estates of individuals, 
tor esume the same for public use.

2. It belongs to the legislature to decide what improvements are of sufficient importance to justifyth
e exercise of the right of eminent domain. See 2 Hill. Ab. 568 1 U. S. Dig. 560; 1 Am. Eq. Dig. 3123
T oull. n. 30 p. 23; Ersk. hist. B. 2) tit. 1, s. 2; Grotius, h.t.

The concept of eminent domain has been around long antecedent to the term yet under a 

different name a name or term that not took just a land but a land that was taken by conversion of 

it's rightful caretakers therefore, eminent domain should not surprise any American.

Enter now:

• Manifest Destiny:

• 1. A policy of imperialistic expansion defended as necessary or benevolent.

• 2. often Manifest Destiny The 19th-century doctrine that the United States had the right andduty to expan

d throughout the North American continent.
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All this is, and much more, the dangers of a federal (centralized ) government; one that 

divides the People ultimately conquers those same People though they be numbered as a plethora.

In the case that some may find it curious that the author likened the United States to that of 

a corporation in the preceding paragraph. The reason for which is explained as follows, in brief.

United States: Made up of the 50 federated states, American Samoa, District of Columbia,

Johnston Island, Guam, Wake and Midway Islands, Northern Marianas and US Virgin

Islands. -Black's Law Dictionary

Where, within this definition is the state in which you? Read carefully, as in law every word is 

important. Did we not all, as children, pledge allegiance to the flag of the U.S.A. And to the 

REPUBLIC for which it stands, not the federation? The reader my think that the author is straining 

and gnats, but every word in law is of the utmost importance.

Some will argue that a Republic and a federal Republic are the same yet there is more 

evidence in opposition that this argument than to support it. To wit:

Republic Federal Republic

A type of government where the people and their When power is shared between central
elected representatives have the supreme power government and individual states it is called as a
and there is an elected or nominated president is Federal republic.
called as a Republic

Does you see the disconnect? We the People have been replaced by the State in a 

Federal Republic.
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Again some will argue the point that the State is our elected officials and thus and such. While 

this may be true allow to ask if any reading have ever had a moral conflict with a State law the was 

passed or in process of being made a law, case in point, the 2019 anti-abortion bill sweeping through 

the country currently. Where were the town hall meetings where and when were the People consulted 

prior to how far this bill has gone to date? I know not. While abortion is a most intimate proceeding 

this author feels that the right to abort should be dependent upon circumstances and not merely a 

black and white issue. Notwithstanding, the States, and the People represented, if at all, by those 

states had the issue thrust upon them by political entity so detached and of a foreign mind of the 

People that the People are forced to play a game of catch up to have their will revealed and realized. 

Thus the danger and disconnect of a Federal Republic v. Republic.

What does any of this have to do with Sui Juris and/or Sovereignty? As aforementioned Sui 

Juris is to Sovereignty what the outer chamber is to the inner chamber of King Solomon's temple.

To wit: We as a People must endeavor to put down the foolish and mundane distractions of 

polarization by political preference, religion, party, sports teams, prejudices, and the like and we 

must come together with an single view for our America and her Republic with an eclectic unity this 

world has seldom seen else America may soon be lost forever.
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Who We Are

The members of American Sui Juris Society, herein AmSuJuSo, are men and women who desire to 

effectuate the founding principles of our Great Land (America) by informing themselves of this Land’s 

history and laws from it’s inception up to this present day, so that WE may more effectively continue to 

secure the blessings of Life, Liberty and the Pursuit of Happiness and the Protection of these blessings by

a more perfectly informed, and therefore more empowered, and therefore a more

Peaceable People.

Who We Are Not

* AmSuJuSo is NOT a sovereign citizen movement

* Sovereign Citizen is a oxy-moronic term used by seditious persons.

* AmSuJuSo  abhors  acts  of  violence,  notwithstanding,  those  acts  which  are  necessary  for  the

protection of life.

* What is being promulgated by the AmSuJuSo is Sui Juris not sovereignty;  Sovereignty rest in

‘WE the People’ which is a collective body, not lone wolves.

* Sui Juris  definitionally  speaking is  simply the capacity to handle one’s own affairs,  nothing

more, nothing less

AmSuJuSo is NOT and will NOT celebrate, exacerbate nor tolerate seditious behavior from it’s 

membership; any found exhibiting seditious behavior will be expunged and may face legal actions from

AmSuJuSo it’s trustees and/or beneficiaries.
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Legal Disclaimer

No advice

The information is not advice, and should not be treated as such.

Limitation of warranties

The legal information on this website is provided “as is” without any representations or warranties,

express or implied. American Sui Juris Society makes no representations or warranties in relation to

the legal information on this website.

Without prejudice to the generality of the foregoing paragraph, American Sui Juris Society does 

not warrant that:

the legal information on this website will be constantly available, or available at all; or the

legal information on this website is complete, true, accurate, up-to-date, or non-misleading.

Professional assistance

You must not rely on the information on this website as an alternative to legal advice from 

your attorney or other professional legal services provider.

If you have any specific questions about any legal matter you should consult your attorney or other

professional legal services provider.

You should never delay seeking legal advice, disregard legal advice, or commence or discontinue 

any legal action because of information on this website.
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