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Gordon Warren Epperly
P.O. Box 34358

Juneau, Alaska  99803

Telephone: (907) 789-5659

Conspiracy  to  Overthrow  the  Government  of
the United  States  Through  Usurpation  of  the  Office

of  President  of the  United  States of America.

For the first time in the history of the United States of America, the Office of

the President of the United States is occupied by an individual that has no constitutional

authority to occupy the Office.

The qualifications of Office of the President of the United States is set forth in the

Constitution of the United States at Article II, Section 1, Clause 3:

“No person except a natural born Citizen, or a Citizen of the United States, at the
time of the adoption of this Constitution, shall be eligible to the office
of President . . .”

The key words and phrase that applies to Barack Obama Jr. as President of

the United States is the word: “Citizen” and the phrase: “natural born Citizen.”
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Barack Obama Jr. Does Not Have The Constitutional Qualifications
To Be The President Of The United States.

Barack Obama Jr. is not eligible for the Office of the President of the United States for

three (3) reasons:

1. Barack Obama Jr. is not of the white (Caucasian) Race and as such, he has no

authority under the Constitution of the United States to hold ANY

Public Office of the United States.  His father, Barack Obama Sr. is a full

blooded Negro and his mother, Stanley Ann Dunham, is a white Caucasian

which makes Barack Obama a “Mulatto” in the eyes of the law.

Barack Obama Jr. may be a citizen of the United States under the provisions of

the Fourteenth (14th) Amendment to the U.S. Constitution, /1 but

the Fourteenth Amendment is not a grant of “Political Rights,” but only

“Civil Rights” as proclaimed by the “Privilege and Immunities” Clause of

the Amendment and the intent of the Amendment as recorded in the Record of

the “Congressional Globe” by the U.S. Congress.  This is not an oversight of

the U.S. Congress as the Congress found the need to adopt other Amendments

(15th and 19th) to grant non-white male citizens and Women citizens the

Political Right to “Vote.”  Neither of these two Amendments expanded the term

“Suffrage” to include the Political Right to hold Public Offices of government

of the United States for the citizens of the Fourteenth (14th) Amendment.

In fact, you cannot find the word “Suffrage” anywhere in the Constitution for

the United States of America and no one has any authority to read into

the Constitution something that does not exist. /2  Barack Obama Jr. is an

usurper of Office of the President of the United States of America.

1/  The word “citizen,” as used in the Fourteenth (14th) Amendment, begins with the lower case “c” which
signifies that it has a different meaning in law from the word “Citizen.” that is found in the original body
of the U.S. Constitution.  The word “Citizen” that appears in the main body of the U.S. Constitution
begins the upper case “C.”   The two citizenships are not the same in law and they do not posses the
same Powers, Rights, or Privileges within their terms.

2/ We are using the Fourteenth Amendment as being a legitimate Amendment to the U.S. Constitution.
But in truth, the Amendment does not exist as it was “rejected” by more that one-forth (1/4th) of
the States that were in the Union in the year of 1867.  Without the Amendment, Barack Obama Jr. would
not be a citizen of the United States (see Website: http://www.14th-amendment.com/).
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2. Barack Obama is not a “natural born” Citizen of the United States. Article II,

Section I, Clause 5 of the United States Constitution declares the qualification

of Office for the President of the United States:

“No Person except a natural born Citizen, or a Citizen of the
United States, at the time of the adoption of this Constitution, shall be
eligible to the Office of President;  . . . “ /3

Please note that the founding fathers made a distinction between those who

are “Citizens” from those who are “natural born Citizens” in this Section of

the U.S. Constitution with the use of the word “or” separating the two

described citizenships.  With the use of the word “or,” the Founding Fathers

of the U.S. Constitution declared that there is a distinction between those who

have parents of which both the mother and the father were Citizens [citizens]

of the United States at the time of his/her birth from those who had parents

that the mother or the father were not Citizens of the United States or had one

or more parents that were not “naturalized” as citizens of the United States at

the time of his/her birth.  For one to be a “natural born” Citizen, both parents

must have been Citizens [citizens] of the United States at the time of

his/her birth.  A person’s “Race” or  “Sex” does not make a distinction

between one who is a Citizen of the United States from one who is a natural

born Citizen of the United States.  These two statuses of citizenship have been

addressed in a Treatise “Law of Nations” written by Monsieur De Vattel

in 1758.  A few years later, Thomas Jefferson wrote the

“Declaration of Independence” and it is this understanding of the

two citizenships that were written into the Constitution for the United States

of America.  Furthermore, as the citizens of the Fourteenth (14th)

3/ Note the capitalization of the letter “C” in the word “Citizen.”  This is the way it appears in the
original Document of the U.S. Constitution.  The word “citizen” that appears within the
Fourteenth (14th) Amendment uses the lower case letter “c.”  The same lower case “c” word “citizen” is
used throughout the other Amendments to the U.S. Constitution.  The words [C]itizen and [c]itizen are
not the same in law and they do not encompass the same Powers, Rights, or Privileges of citizenship
under the U.S. Constitution.
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Amendment ARE NOT the Citizens of the original Constitution for

the United States of America, it is impossible for Barack  Obama  Jr. to ever

have the status of being a “natural born Citizen” of the United States

of America.

Barack Obama Jr.’s Parents were Stanley Ann Dunham, (who was born

in Wichita, Kansas and was of mostly English descent) and his father,

Barack Obama, Sr., who was a Luo from Nyang'oma Kogelo,

Nyanza Province, Kenya.  Obama's parents met in 1960 in a Russian language

class at the University of Hawai’i at Mānoa, where his father was a foreign

student on scholarship. The couple married on February 2, 1961, separated

when Obama Sr. went to Harvard University on scholarship, and divorced

in 1964.  Barack Obama Jr.’s mother was a Citizen of the United States

by right of birth in a State of the United States (Kansas) while

Barack Obama Jr.’s father was never a Citizen of the United States either by

birth or by naturalization.  Barack Obama Jr.’s father, Barack Obama Sr.,

was born in the Province of Kenya and thus he was a subject citizen of

Great Britain and his allegiance was to Great Britain by right of his birth.

As Barack Obama Jr. did not have two parents that were Citizens [citizens] of

the United States at the time of his birth, Barack Obama Jr. IS NOT a natural

born Citizen of the United States and thus he is not qualified for the Office

of President of the United States of America.  Barack Obama Jr. is an usurper

of Office of the President of the United States of America.

There are still unanswered questions as to the location of birth for

Barack Obama Jr..  There is evidence that the location of birth for

Barack Obama Jr. is the State of Hawai’i, but there is also evidence showing

the location of birth to be the Republic of Kenya.

3. Another qualification for one to be a natural born Citizen of the United States is

that the Parents must not owe any allegiance to a foreign government.

Barack Obama Jr.’s father’s allegiance owed was to Great Britain.  At no time
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in the life of Barack Obama Sr. did Obama Sr. owe any allegiance to

the United States.  As Barack Obama Jr.’s father owed his allegiance to the

foreign Nation of Great Britain, Barack Obama Jr. is not a natural born Citizen

of the United States and thus he is not qualified to hold the Office of President

of the United States of America.

The Crime of the Usurpation of an Office

In the United States federal government, citizens enter into elected or appointed office

either in virtue of arrangements prescribed by the U.S. Constitution, or those described by

Congressionally enacted laws.

Most appointed offices receive their authority in virtue of a Congressional law which

established them or modified their duties. Most elected offices are in virtue of

the Constitution: these include the members of Congress, Senators and Representatives;

the President and Vice-President. Some appointed offices exist in virtue of

the Constitution, such as those of the Supreme Court and Cabinet.

Thus there are two kinds of usurpation in regard to offices: [1] usurpation of a

Constitutionally established office, [2] usurpation of a Congressionally established office.

The Gravity of the Crime of the Usurpation of the U.S. Presidency

Since the Office of the U.S. President is a constitutional office, and that which is the

pinnacle of authority and power among all the other offices; it follows that the usurpation

of the U.S. Presidency is the greatest crime of usurpation which can be committed in

the United States: because it violates the Supreme Law of the Land, the Constitution, and

the supreme office created by that Constitution, and touches upon every aspect of the

political order, since this office holds supreme authority over the military, and is the

supreme representative of We the People.

Thus the crime of the usurpation of the Presidency is the greatest crime against the

entire Nation, against the Constitution, against the citizens, and against the end or



Page 6 of 15

purpose of the government, which is the life, liberty, and pursuit of happiness of each

citizen.  Considering that the U.S. is the predominate world power, such a crime effects

also all the inhabitants of the earth.

The Effects of the Crime of Usurpation of the U.S. Presidency

There can be no doubt that the crime of the usurpation of the U.S. Presidency would have

the most dire effects upon all mankind, for the following reasons:

1. The United States of America is the dominant economy on earth, and as such
the President can help or injure more people than any other official
in government, by his decisions which affect the economy, either directly
or indirectly.

2. The United States of America is the predominate military power on earth, and as
such the President of the United States, who can declare a military action without
Congressional approval, can provoke wars or assist the weak in a manner
unparalleled by any other government official on earth.

3. The Unites States of America is the predominate nuclear power on the planet;
at the touch of a button, literally, the U.S. President can destroy all life on earth.

But the usurpation of the Presidency also touches each U.S. Citizen and each

American National. It does this first by transgressing the rights of every citizen and

national to liberty, in that the U.S. Constitution grants to the people a method for the

election of the President which is founded upon democratic, representational principles.

When the Office is stolen or entered into by an unlawful Candidate, that right is

transgressed; and the liberty of each one of us to exercise that right has been stolen.

Second, since the Federal Government is headed by the President, the entire

Federal Government which pays allegiance to a usurping President, thereby becomes

virtually illegitimate, that is, it is in de facto collusion with a criminal, and by such

collusion every otherwise constitutionally lawful act it undertake is colored by conspiracy

in the greatest of all constitutional crimes — short of an overthrow of the Republic itself.

This violates the very nature of the state, since in the U.S. Constitution, it is

“We the People” who create the state; therefore an illegitimate Federal Government
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deprives all citizens, ipso facto, of the government which they founded and which

belongs to them and only to them.

Third, since the Federal Government is the unity of the national body politic, whereby

the sovereign States stand together as United States, the usurpation of the office

of President, by making the Federal Government, which adheres to the usurper,

illegitimate, in a certain true and legal sense dissolves this Union, and creates the very

real potential for a violation of the rights of the several States by the same criminal

conspiracy in the Federal government.

Thus it is clear that the crime of usurpation of the office of President is the most grave of

all crimes, the one which affects in the most fundamental manner the liberty of all

Citizens, the rights of all the States, and puts in economic and mortal danger the lives of

everyone on the globe.  For this reason, one cannot take lightly the danger arising there

from, and hence all U.S. Citizens [citizens] who owe allegiance to the Nation must,

with every possible and lawful means, seek the prosecution of the Criminals involved in

such a travesty of justice, for the very existence of America is threatened.

What are the possible and lawful means that may be used
to protect the Office of President of the United States?

Litigation

There have been several Cases brought before the Federal Courts before and after the

Presidential election that placed Barack Obama Jr. into the Office of President of

the United States.  All these cases were dismissed for want of Plaintiffs standing to bring

the Cases before the Courts.  In regard to the U.S. District Court Case of

Markham Robinson v. Secretary of State, Debra Bowen et.al., No. C 08-03836 WHA,

Judge William Alsup had this to say:

“Article II prescribes that each state shall appoint, in the manner directed by the

state’s legislature, the number of presidential electors to which it is
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constitutionally entitled.  The Twelfth Amendment prescribes the manner in

which the electors appointed by the states shall in turn elect the president:

“[t]he electors shall meet in their respective states and vote by ballot for
President and Vice-President . . . and they shall . . . transmit [their votes]
sealed to the seat of the government of the United States, directed to the
President of the Senate: -- The President of the Senate shall, in the
presence of the Senate and House of Representatives, open all the
certificates and the votes shall then be counted.”

“Federal legislation further details the process for counting electoral votes in

Congress. 3 U.S.C. 15, Section 15 directs that Congress shall be in session on the

appropriate day to count the electoral votes, with the President of the Senate

presiding.  It directs that designated individuals shall open, count and record the

electoral votes, and then present the results to the President of the Senate, who

shall then “announce the state of the vote.” Ibid.  The statute provides a

mechanism for objections then to be registered and resolved:

“[e]very objection shall be made in writing and shall state clearly and
concisely, and without argument, the ground thereof, and shall be signed
by at least one Senator and one Member of the House of Representatives
before the same shall be received.  When all objections so made . . . shall
have been received and read, the Senate shall thereupon withdraw, and
such objections shall be submitted to the Senate for its decision; and the
Speaker of the House of Representatives shall, in like manner, submit such
objections to the House of Representatives for its decision.”

“Ibid.  The Twentieth Amendment further provides,

“if the President elect shall have failed to qualify, then the Vice President
elect shall act as President until a President shall have qualified; and the
Congress may by law provide for the case wherein neither a President
elect shall have qualified, declaring who shall then act as President, or the
manner in which one who is to act shall be elected, and such person shall
act accordingly until a President or Vice President shall have qualified.”

“It is clear that mechanisms exist under the Twentieth Amendment

and 3 U.S.C. 15 for any challenge to any candidate to be ventilated when

electoral votes are counted, and that the Twentieth Amendment provides guidance
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regarding how to proceed if a president elect shall have failed to qualify.

Issues regarding qualifications for president are quintessentially suited to the

foregoing process.  Arguments concerning qualifications or lack thereof can be

laid before the voting public before the election and, once the election is over,

can be raised as objections as the electoral votes are counted in Congress.

The members of the Senate and the House of Representatives are well qualified to

adjudicate any objections to ballots for allegedly unqualified candidates.

Therefore, this order holds that the challenge presented by plaintiff is committed

under the Constitution to the electors and the legislative branch, at least in

the first instance, Judicial review – if any – should occur only after the electoral

and Congressional processes have run their course.”

There is a major problem with this procedure, the People are excluded from the process

of questioning the qualifications of Presidential Candidates.

The People do not participate in the making of Amendments to the U.S. Constitution and

the People do not participate in the electoral process of the Electoral College.  There are

no processes in place by which the People may question the qualifications of

a Presidential candidate before the Congress of the United States.  The U.S. Congress

has declared by Constitutional Amendments and Statutory law that only Members of

the U.S. Congress shall have the authority to question the qualifications of

Presidential Candidates before the Electoral College.

Judge William Alsup takes the position that the People may Petition the Federal Courts

for a “Judicial Review” after a President Elect has been certified into Office.

This position of Judge Alsup is not true.  There have been several Cases that have been

submitted for “Judicial Review” of Barack Obama Jr.’s Presidential qualifications with

every one of those Cases being “dismissed” for want of standing.

During the year of 2008, we see that both Houses of Congress were under the control of

the Democrat Party and as Barack Obama Jr. was the Democrat Presidential Candidate,

does anyone really believe that any Member of either House of Congress would be
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allowed to question the Presidential qualifications of Barack Obama Jr.?  How many

times have we seen the Members of a Political Party voting to acquit its Members that

were under trial of “Impeachment” with the Members of the opposing Political Party

voting “guilty?”

Quo Warranto

"Quo warranto is intended to prevent a continuing exercise of an authority
unlawfully asserted, and is not appropriate for moot or abstract questions.
Where the alleged usurpation has terminated, quo warranto will be denied.
(People v. City of Whittier (1933) 133 Cal.App. 316, 324;
25 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 223 (1955).)  By the same token, because quo warranto
serves to end a continuous usurpation, no statute of limitations applies to
the action. (People v. Bailey (1916) 30 Cal.App. 581, 584-585.)"

Has the U.S. Congress provided the People with a procedure to remove “usurpers”

from Offices of the United States government?

We find the following Sections of Law within the Code for the District of Columbia:

§ 16-3501. Persons against whom issued; civil action.

A quo warranto may be issued from the United States District Court
for the District of Columbia in the name of the United States against a
person who within the District of Columbia usurps, intrudes into, or
unlawfully holds or exercises, a franchise conferred by the
United States or a public office of the United States, civil or military.
The proceedings shall be deemed a civil action.

§ 16-3502. Parties who may institute; ex rel. proceedings.

The Attorney General of the United States or the United States
attorney may institute a proceeding pursuant to this subchapter on his
own motion or on the relation of a third person. The writ may not be
issued on the relation of a third person except by leave of the court, to
be applied for by the relator, by a petition duly verified setting forth
the grounds of the application, or until the relator files a bond with
sufficient surety, to be approved by the clerk of the court, in such
penalty as the court prescribes, conditioned on the payment by him of
all costs incurred in the prosecution of the writ if costs are not
recovered from and paid by the defendant.
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§ 16-3503. Refusal of Attorney General or United States attorney to act;
procedure.

If the Attorney General or United States attorney refuses to institute a
quo warranto proceeding on the request of a person interested, the
interested person may apply to the court by certified petition for leave
to have the writ issued. When, in the opinion of the court, the reasons
set forth in the petition are sufficient in law, the writ shall be allowed
to be issued by any attorney, in the name of the United States, on the
relation of the interested person on his compliance with the condition
prescribed by section 16-3502 as to security for costs.

At first glance, it would appear that the Public may use this provision of Federal Law to

remove Barack Obama Jr. from Office of President of the United States.  But that is not

what the Court of Newman v. United States, 238 U.S. 537 had to say:

“The language of the Code, supported by the history and policy of the law,
sustains the proposition that one who has no interest except that which is common
to every other member of the public is not entitled to use the name of the
government in quo warranto proceedings.

“For if the allegations in such a suit by a private citizen set out any cause of action
at all, it shows on its face that it was a cause of action belonging to the whole
body of the public, and which therefore should be prosecuted by the public
representative.

“The rule is the same regardless whether the office is elective or appointive.
For in neither case is there any intent to permit the public office to be the subject
matter of private litigation at the instance of one who has no interest therein which
differs from that of every other member of the public. The claim that this
construction makes the statute nugatory cannot be sustained, for the statute,
as already pointed out, gives a person who has been unlawfully ousted before his
term expired a right, on proof of interest, to the issuance of the writ, and there
might be cases under the civil service law in which the relator would have an
interest and therefore a right to be heard.

“The conclusion that the relator must have a personal interest in the office before
he can sue in the name of the United States is strengthened by the fact that the
courts of the District not only have jurisdiction to issued quo warranto against
officers of the District, but against all those, attached to the seat of government,
who held a statutory office. For, if a private citizen and taxpayer could institute
quo warranto proceedings to test the title to the office of Civil Commissioner of
the District, he could, under the same claim of right, institute like proceedings
against any of those statutory officers of the United States who, in the District,
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exercise many important functions which affect persons and things throughout the
entire country.”

As Eric Holder is the Attorney General for the United States of America and as he is

a Negro that was appointed into Office by Barack Obama Jr. as President of the

United States, does anyone really believe that Eric Holder would bring a “Quo Warranto”

proceeding in the name of the United States into any Court of the United States?

What are the chances of Eric Holder bringing a “Quo Warranto” proceeding when he,

himself, is an usurper of Office?  What are your chances of getting the leave of

a Federal Court to bring a “Quo Warranto” proceeding when the People, under the law,

have no personal interest in the Office of President of the United States?

Removal from Office by Impeachment

If Barack Obama Jr. is not "a natural born Citizen" or has renounced such citizenship,

he is simply not eligible for "the Office of President" (U.S. Constitution, Article II,

Section 1, Clause 4).  That being so, he cannot be "elected" by the voters, by the

Electoral College, or by the House of Representatives (see Amendment XII).  For neither

the voters, nor the Electors, nor members of the House can change the Constitutional

requirement, even by unanimous vote inter sese (see U.S. Constitution, Article V).

If, nonetheless, the voters, the Electors, or the members of the House purport to "elect"

Barack Obama Jr., he will be nothing but a “usurper,” because the Constitution defines

him as such.  And he can never become anything else, because a usurper cannot gain

legitimacy if even all of the Country aid, abets, accedes to, or acquiesces in

his usurpation. When  Barack Obama Jr. took the Presidential "Oath or Affirmation"

of Office, knowing that he is not "a natural born Citizen," he committed the crime

of “perjury” or “false swearing” (see U.S. Constitution, Article II, Section 1, Clause 7).

For, being ineligible for "the Office of President," he cannot "faithfully execute the Office

of President of the United States," or even execute it at all, to any degree.  Thus, his very

act of taking the "Oath or Affirmation" is a violation thereof!  So, even when

the Chief Justice of the U.S. Supreme Court, himself, looked the other way and

administered the "Oath or Affirmation," Obama derived no authority whatsoever from it.
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His purported "Oath or Affirmation" being perjured from the beginning,

Barack Obama Jr.’s every subsequent act in the usurped "Office of President" will be a

criminal offense under Title 18, United States Code, Section 242.

As Barack Obama Jr. has become an usurper posturing as "the President,"

the U.S. Congress cannot even Impeach him because (not being the actual President)

he cannot be "removed from Office on Impeachment for, and Conviction of, Treason,

Bribery, or other high Crimes and Misdemeanors" (see U.S. Constitution,

Article II, Section 4).

Despite all the noise by Barack Obama Jr.’s supporters, it is crystal clear that the putative

President was born with dual citizenship and is forever ineligible to be President.

Barack Obama Jr. seized the Office of President through deception and fraud.

As a usurper, he has never held the Office of President of the United States.  That's what

the word “usurp” means: to seize and hold (a position, office, power, etc.) by force or

without legal right.  Since he legally has never occupied the White House as President,

he cannot be impeached.

No Government of the United States

It is common knowledge that under the Articles of Confederation of 1778, the original

thirteen (13) States of the Union entered into a Confederation and created the government

of the “United States.”  The People declared that any powers exercised by the newly

formed “United States” were delegated powers of the People and/or the States.

THE GOVERNMENT OF THE UNITED STATES HAS NO POWERS OF ITS

OWN TO EXERCISE.  It is a creation of the People and their States.  The Constitution

of the United States did not create the United States and the United States did not come

into existence with powers of its own.  The founding fathers of the U.S. Constitution

restated the point and made it clear within the Tenth Amendment to

the U.S. Constitution:
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“The powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution, nor prohibited
by it to the States, are reserved to the States respectively, or to the People.”

[Emphases added]

When the government of the United States abandoned the U.S. Constitution by allowing

an usurper to hold the Office of President of the United States, it ceased to be a lawful

“dejure” government of the People or the States.  All powers that were delegated to the

government of the United States ceased to exist and reverts back to the People and/or

the States.  All “Statutes at Large” of Congress and the “Rulings” of the Federal Courts

also ceased to exist and all are declared to be null and void for any purpose whatsoever.

All property of the United States that is located within the boundaries of a State becomes

the property of the State.  As the government of the United States exist only with the

consent of the People, the People hereby gives notice that they do not give consent to be

governed by those who usurps the Offices of the United States government.

As we can see, the Members of the United States Congress have a dilemma as the day

they allowed an usurper to occupy the Office of President of the United States or any

other Office of the United States government was the day they dissolved the legitimate

(dejure) government of the United States.  It is true that they may become “Outlaws” by

forcing their will upon the People and the States by force of arms, but that force will

never restore the lawful (dejure) status of the United States government.

The Conspiracy

A conspiracy takes place when two or more people exercises the deed of committing

criminal acts.  The criminal acts committed is the overthrow of the government of

the United States by occupying Offices of the United States government without lawful

authority of the Constitution of the United States or by any Act of Congress.

Barack Obama Jr., with the aide of others, has taken possession of the Office of President

of the United States without having the Presidential qualifications of U.S. Constitution,

Article II, Section 1, Clause 5 (Barack Obama Jr. not being a “natural born Citizen” of

the United States).  There is much evidence that fraudulent Documents were used to
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move Barack Obama Jr. into the Office of President of the United States and

those Documents are now under investigation by the U.S. Secret Service.

The perpetrators of this conspiracy to overthrow the government of the United States are

Barack Obama Jr. and those who signed the Democrat National Convention’s

“Official Certification of Nomination,” Nancy Pelosi (as Chair of

the Democratic Convention) and Alice Travis Germond (as Secretary of

the Democratic Convention).  We have also those who knowingly “prepped” and

financed Barack Obama Jr. as an Usurper for the Office of President of the United States.

In conclusion, it is proper to cite the words of our first President, George Washington,

(given during his final Address before retiring from Office) who warned us of just

this danger:

“Let there be no change by usurpation; for . . . it is the customary weapon by
which free governments are destroyed.”

My thanks to Devvy Kidd and others that contributed to this letter.

Dated this Twenty-Seventh Day of the Month of August
in the Year of our Lord, Jesus Christ, Two-Thousand and Eleven

Sincerely Yours


