Comments
Letter of U.S. Senator, Orrin G. Hatch
The above letter of U.S. Senator, Orrin G. Hatch does not reflect the whole truth regarding
the Amendments to the Constitution for the United States of America.

•

The statement “Assuming a Senate investigation were to substantiate Mr. Epperly's
contentions, where would we be then?” is most disturbing. The answer to this statement is that
the government of the United States would be operating as a lawful dejure government under
the restraints of a Constitution. At the present time, the lawful dejure government of the
United States of America does not exist. It is no longer a representative government of
the States or the People when it abandoned the procedures as set forth in Article V of
the Constitution for the United States of America to alter or change the Constitution for
the United States of America.

•

The statement: “In order to actually revoke the Amendments, either the Supreme Court or
the Congress would have to take some action to nullify them” is a statement that is not correct.
The Federal Courts have on several occasions ruled that the question of ratification
of Constitutional Amendments is a “Political Question” to the Courts which the Courts
cannot address. In other words, the Federal Courts have declared that they have no
jurisdictional authority to determine if an Amendment to the U.S. Constitution was proposed or
ratified in accordance to Article V of the U.S. Constitution. As the Federal Courts have no
jurisdiction to rule upon the question of ratification of Amendments to the Constitution for the
United States of America, the U.S. Supreme Court will not address the question of ratification
of Constitutional Amendments.
For the U.S. Congress to “nullify” an Amendment to the U.S. Constitution, there must be some
legitimacy to the Amendment and authority to declare that an Amendment has been ratified
or rejected. No where in the Constitution for the United States of America may you find such
authority. The purpose of a “Congressional Hearing” is to give the U.S. Congress an
opportunity to come forward and declare its authority to mandate that “Military Districts” of
the United States government may cast “votes of ratification” on Constitutional Amendments as
a State of the Union, the “votes of ratification” that overrode the “votes of rejection” that were
cast by legitimate Legislatures of the States on the Fourteenth (14th) Amendment. /1 As the
Fourteenth (14th) Amendment was expressly “rejected” by more than one-forth (¼th) of
the Legislatures of the States that were in the Union during the year of 1867,
the Fourteenth (14th) Amendment does not exist with or without Congressional intervention.
As U.S. Senator, Orrin G. Hatch would not convene a “Congressional Hearing” with his
“Subcommittee on the United States Constitution” is an admission that

1/ See “An Act to provide for the more efficient government of the Rebel States” (Thirty-Ninth Congress, Sess. II, Ch. 153)
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the Fourteenth (14th) Amendment is a fraudulent Amendment to the Constitution for
the United States of American.
•

“... Furthermore, bringing such an issue before the Supreme Court would require a litigant
with standing to contest the validity of the Amendments ...” This statement is partly true as no
one may question the validity of “Constitutional Amendments” before the U.S. Supreme Court
as such Cases have been ruled to be “Political Questions” for which Federal Courts cannot
address.

•

“… These Amendments have been publicly accepted as a part of the Constitution for so many
years ...” is not a true statement. The Record of the United States Congress shows that
numerous “Legislative Resolutions” of the States and “Petitions of Redress” of the People have
been submitted questioned the ratification of the Fourteenth (14th) Amendment and
other Amendments for several years. But when the Members of the U.S. Congress “tables”
such “Resolutions” and “Petitions” without comment or further action to be taken,
the U.S. Congress makes a declaration that the question of ratification of Amendments to
the Constitution for the United States of America is a “Political Question” to which
the Congress of the United States of America has no authority to address. It appears that
the question of ratification of Amendments to the Constitution for the United States of America
is with the original thirteen (13) States of the Union sitting as a “Committee of States” under
the authority of “Article X” of the June 11th, 1776 “Articles of Confederation.”

•

“Neither does it seem probable that the Senate would nullify these two Amendments.
Such a course would require a two-thirds vote, as in the repeal of Prohibition.” There is a
distinction between the Fourteenth (14th) and Fifteenth (15th) Amendments from that of
the Eighteenth (18th) Amendment to the Constitution for the United States of America.
Unlike the Fourteenth (14th) and Fifteenth (15th) Amendments, the question of ratification
of the Eighteenth (18th) Amendment was never brought into question. According
to U.S. Senator, Orrion G. Hatch, it would take a “two-thirds vote” for passage of
a “Joint Resolution” proposing a “Constitutional Amendment” to “repeal” the Fourteenth (14th)
and Fifteenth (15th) Amendments which is an absurdity in Constitutional Law. How do
you “repeal” an “Amendment” that does not exist? If the U.S. Congress is unable produce the
authority by which it “ordered” the United States Secretary of State to declare that
the Fourteenth (14th) Amendment was “ratified” by more than three-fourths (¾th) of the States /2

2/ “And whereas the Senate and House of Representatives of the Congress of the United States, on the twenty-first day
of July, one thousand eight hundred and sixty-eight, adopted and transmitted to the Department of State a concurrent
resolution, which concurrent resolution is in the words and figures following, to wit:-“Whereas the legislatures of the States of Connecticut, Tennessee, New Jersey, Oregon, Vermont, West Virginia, Kansas,
Missouri, Indiana, Ohio, Illinois, Minnesota, New York, Wisconsin, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Michigan, Nevada,
New Hampshire, Massachusetts, Nebraska, Maine, Iowa, Arkansas, Florida, North Carolina, Alabama, South Carolina,
and Louisiana, being three fourths and more of the several States of the Union, have ratified the fourteenth article
of amendment to the Constitution for the United States, duly proposed by two thirds of each House of
the Thirty-ninth Congress; therefore,
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when in fact the United States Secretary of State declared that there were serious questions that
the “votes” cast by “Military Districts” of the “Rebel” States were not lawful “votes” of
a State, /3 then the Fourteenth (14th) Amendment does not exist.
•

“Finally, certain objections would probably be raised to the conclusions of Mr. Epperly's
research. Many key records which might resolve some of the discrepancies he has uncovered
have been lost over the course of time.” In answer to U.S. Senator Orrin G. Hatch's objections
regarding “Documents” or “Records” that may have been lost over the course of time,
NO “DOCUMENTS” OR “RECORDS” HAVE BEEN LOST!
All the Documents have been located and are on file of the Internet for viewing. You may view
the Documents at: “http://www.14th-amendment.com.” All the “House” and “Senate Journals”
of the “States” that cast “votes of rejection” on the Fourteenth (14th) Amendment to the
Constitution for the United States of America may be located for viewing at: “House and Senate
Journals of the States.” These “House” and “Senate Journals” of the “States” represents more
than one-forth (¼th) of the States that were in the Union in the year of 1867 which were required
to “reject” the ratification of the Amendment. As the Fourteenth (14th) Amendment to
the Constitution for the United States of America was expressly “rejected,” the Amendment
does not exist nor does any “Law” of Congress nor any “Ruling” of the Federal Courts which
relied upon the Amendment for their existence. They are all “void” ab initio.

The federal laws which the Congress relies upon to declare the Fourteenth (14th) Amendment to
the Constitution for the United States of America was ratified were the “Reconstruction Acts”
of 1867-68. /4 The infamous statements made within these “Reconstruction Acts” are the declarations
2/ Cont: “Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring,) that said fourteenth article is hereby declared
to be a part of the Constitution of the United States, and it shall be duly promulgated as such by the Secretary of State.”
Concurrent Resolution of the 21st of July, 1868
3/ “And whereas neither the act just quoted from, nor any other law, expressly or by conclusive implication, authorizes the
Secretary of State to determine and decide doubtful questions as to the authenticity of the organization of State legislatures,
or as to the power of any State legislature to recall a previous act or resolution of ratification of any amendment proposed to
the Constitution; ...
“... And whereas it further appears from documents on file in this Department that the amendment to the Constitution of the
United States, proposed as afore-said, has also been ratified by newly constituted and newly established bodies avowing
themselves to be and acting as the legislatures, respectively, of the States of Arkansas, Florida, North Carolina, Louisiana,
South Carolina, and Alabama; ...”
William H. Seward, Secretary of State of the United States
Proclamation of Ratification dated July 20, 1868
15 Stat. Lg. 706
4/ See laws: THIRTY-NINTH CONGRESS, Sess II, Ch. 153; FORTIETH CONGRESS, Sess. I, Ch. 30;
FORTIETH CONGRESS, Sess. II, Ch. 25; FORTIETH CONGRESS, Sess. II, Ch. 70; FORTY-FIRST CONGRESS,
Sess. I, Ch. 30
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that the government of the Rebel States were “unlawful” and that they shall be replaced
with “Military Districts” of the United States subject to the exclusive jurisdiction of the United States
government. It is declared by the “Reconstruction Acts” that it was the Legislatures of
the Military Districts (the Legislatures that consisted of a majority of “Negroes” that had no status of
citizenship of the United States) that cast “votes of ratification” on the Fourteenth (14th) Amendment.
The “Reconstruction Acts” further declared that for a southern Rebel “State” to regain its “Statehood”
status and be represented in the United States Congress, the People of those Rebel “States” were
required to rewrite their “State Constitutions” for the purpose of bringing them into conformity with the
none existent Fourteenth (14th) Amendment to the Constitution for the United States of America,
(the same State Constitutions that were approved and declared to be Republican in form
by the Congress of the United States upon Statehood of those States) and ratify
the Fourteenth (14th) Amendment.
If these “Rebel States” had no lawful governments as declared by the U.S. Congress of 1867,
the question must be asked: “When did the Southern “Rebel” States cease to have lawful
governments of a State?”
1. Keep in mind that those Southern States were declared to have State Constitutions which were
republican in form by the Congress of the United States upon Statehood; and
2. These Southern States were “States” of the Union before, during, and after the Civil War, and
3. The Congress of the United States recognized the Southern States as having lawful
governments when the Congress submitted the Thirteenth (13th) Amendment to those States
for ratification; and
4. The Congress of the United States recognized the Southern States as having lawful
governments at the time when the Congress submitted the Fourteenth (14th) Amendment
to them for ratification.
The only answer to be given is the effective date of the “Reconstruction Act” of March 2, 1867, a date
which was established after the Fourteenth (14th) Amendment was expressly “rejected” by the
lawful “votes of rejection” which were cast by the Legislatures of the Southern States. Please take
notice that the U.S. Congress of 1867-68 never set a “retroactive” effective date for any of their
“Reconstruction Acts.”
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U.S. Senator Orrin G. Hatch suggest that there are other means which may be used to alter or change
the Constitution other than the procedures set forth in Article V of the Constitution for the United States
of America. One of those means is the mandatory use and acceptance of non-existent “Amendments.”
This mode of amending the “Constitution” for the United States of America is referred to by
the “Domestic Enemies” of our Nation as being proper as the Constitution for the Untied States
of America is a “Living Document” which changes its meaning and intent from time to time over
the years. Such a position is a statement by our “Politicians” that the Constitution for the United States
of America has no power or authority over the “Representatives” and “Officers” of the government of
the United States of America.

Submitted by Gordon Warren Epperly
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