
Hospitals & Asylums
                                                       Attorney General Ethics
Test Questions
Reversing the degradation of the American legal system is one of the most pressing issues in the world today.  Convinced US law schools must open their doors to high school graduates and Bar Examiners to BAs.  To better separate the estimated 450,000 bar certified attorneys from the upstanding citizens this test sets forth to establish criteria for their honorable disbarment so that they are not drunk on power and do represent the rights of those behind bars.  There are more than 2.3 million Americans behind bars yet a majority of attorneys cannot find the time to do their duty, even dedicate their entire careers to seizing political offices and litigating social and commercial issues.  This test is intended to teach you, one of the 306 million US citizens, to defend your rights and freedoms and the rights and freedoms of others against crime and tyranny, in the justice system.  This test informs citizens of their independent power of jury nullification to judge both the facts and the law and render a not guilty verdict based upon conscience.
1. How does the spirit of Title 24 US Code Chapter 2 §41-70 Soldier’s and Airmen’s Home most contribute to the understanding of judicial philosophy?
a. The Soldier’s and Airmen’s Home promotes nationalism and loyalty to the United States Government.

b. The Soldier’s and Airmen’s Home provides a constant reminder to lawyers and litigants that the judiciary is an armed force.

c. The Soldier’s and Airmen’s Home instills a sense of military discipline to disbarment, whether it is honorable or dishonorable.

d. The Soldier’s and Airmen’s Home encourages judicial officers and lawyers to unionize in preparation for their retirement.

2. What political status is conferred upon a person freely choosing to go to law school and achieve the economic and cultural developments resulting from passing the Bar Exam?
a. A bar certified attorney is paid by the State to represent clients who would otherwise not be able to afford to retain legal counsel, is entitled to initiate criminal prosecutions against public officials and to petition the courts with probable cause for search warrants.

b. A bar certified attorney is entitled to use the services of the credit bureau for the purpose of collecting their legal bills.

c. A bar certified attorney is allowed to advertise their services as a lawyer and be referred by the Bar Association.

d. All of the above.

3. According to the Rules Governing the State Bar Association what does the term unauthorized practice of law mean?

a. An attorney must not work with anyone but other bar certified lawyers. 

b. Lawyers are a scholarly profession and must author a legal brief when they go to felony trial.

c. A lawyer must not make a practice of abusing the power of the courts.

d. A lawyer must not practice law without statutory authority. 

4. According the Bureau of Justice Statistics as of midyear 2008 7.3 million people were on probation, parole, in jail, or in prison.  1,409,442 in state prison, 201,142 in federal prison, and 788,581 in local jail the estimated annual growth rate is 2%.  The total US population is estimated at 306,944,150 at midyear 2009.  What is the national incarceration rate per 100,000 citizens?
a. 501

b. 665

c. 797

d. 1037

5. In review of International Centre for Prison Studies what is the arbitrary legal limit for rate of detention set by this Chapter on Attorney General Ethics?

a. 150 per 100,000

b. 250 per 100,000

c. 350 per 100,000

d. 500 per 100,000

6. If a county, with a population of 1.3 million, has a total, state, federal and jail detainee population of 7,350, how many halfway house beds would you estimate to be needed to safely reduce the incarceration rate to below 450 per 100,000, all other variables remaining the same?

a. 774

b. 1,100

c. 1,500

d. 4,100

7. A former prisoner files a federal suit against the State alleging false imprisonment and torture citing federal civil rights statute and human rights treaties.  The plaintiff’s case is clear, the arrest was the result of a bribe and the torture was documented whereas it was conducted under the guise of a bio-medical experiment for a pharmaceutical company, upon an unwilling prison.  The State Attorney General responds that the State enjoys sovereign immunity under the XI Amendment, all procedures were performed under State Statute and refuses to pay compensation.  Having reprimanded the State for threats of retaliation against the plaintiff, what should the federal Court rule?
a. Case dismissed, the XI Amendment immunizes non-consenting States from suit for monetary damages.

b.  The State was in error all counts and whereas the State refuses to pay the case is referred for criminal prosecution.
c. Congress has the power to abrogate state immunity from suit.

d. The State waives XI Amendment immunity when the federal court’s removal jurisdiction is invoked and must pay compensation to the victim.

8. A number of people have been detained as the result of a city ordinance that makes it a penal offence to possess alcohol in a “dry county”.  A group of citizens, who had been arrested transporting alcohol from another country to their private homes, has filed suit in demanding their convictions be overturned and the law be repealed because it violates their privacy, is cruel and unusual and has caused damage to their rights and reputation.  What should the Court rule?
a. Case dismissed, the Court has no jurisdiction over the municipal government.

b. Case dismissed, the plaintiffs have no standing to contest the moral code of the local community.  If they do not like sobriety they can leave county.

c. The Court should find for the plaintiffs, overturn their convictions and order the municipal government to repeal the law.  

d.  The Court should find for the plaintiffs, overturn their convictions, and order the Courts and police to not enforce the law.

9. A small amount of crack cocaine was discovered by the police in a random search of that person’s home.  Facing two years in prison that person pleads that the evidence was unlawfully obtained.  Under current law what should the Court rule?

a. Case dismissed, the evidence must be excluded wherefore the State has no case.

b. Case dismissed, the evidence should be returned to the person.
c. Having discovered the evidence and proven guilt that person must be punished, but whereas the evidence was illegally obtained the sentence should be mitigated.

d. Having discovered the evidence the police do have probable cause and the person must be punished in accordance with the laws of the State.

10. An ordinance legalizing the use of medical marijuana was passed in a state referendum allowing people with the recommendation of a physician, to purchase licenses with which to grow up to six plants and possess up to a pound of marijuana.  A federal prosecutor arrests a woman with a terminal case of cancer for growing cannabis in her home in violation to federal mandatory minimum statute prohibiting the cultivation of marijuana.  In light of the VIII and X amendment arguments how should the federal court rule?

a. Case dismissed restitution for property unlawfully seized and compensation for time falsely imprisoned are due.

b. Not guilty, in light of the Constitutional issues the State law trumps Federal law.

c. Guilty, the doctrine of federal paramountcy renders federal law superior to state law, sentence suspended. 

d. Guilty, federal paramountcy must be enforced, despite constitutional arguments.
11. Congress has repealed all civil and criminal penalties from their torture statute.  Lobbyists caution not to petition Congress.  The federal budget and general economy have been undermined by an unpopular and unwise bailout that is uncontestable for fear of torture.  A federal case for compensation is filed by a former lobbyist alleging torture with biological weapons, loss of consortium (family) and home invasion against the highly politicized local judiciary. Knowing the failure in federal torture statute, although the petitioner did not, how should the federal court rule?

a. Case dismissed, federal torture statute does not allow for any proceedings wherefore the Court should cite some random technical failure in the lawsuit. 
b. Case dismissed, the Court should justify the dismissal citing the torture statute and allowing for the petitioner to appeal.
c. The Court should find for the plaintiff and order the State to pay compensation.

d. The Court should find for the plaintiff, explain the complicity of Congress in the plot to torture, order both the federal and state governments to pay compensation and make it clear to the district and federal government, in the judgment, that although federal torture statute may be defective, torture cannot be tolerated under the Convention against Torture.

12. An international organization or corporation is launching attacks on the lives and health and American citizens.  What is the proper venue for defending the rights of American citizens?

a. The International Criminal Court will hear claims of gross violations of international humanitarian law.

b. The Human Rights Council defends individuals against grave violations of internationally recognized human rights.

c. The Department of Justice Foreign Claims Settlement Commission hears claims of United States citizens who have been victimized abroad.

d. The victim should file a case in the Court of the country from whence the international organization or company is headquartered.
13. What is a writ of habeas corpus?

a. An arrest warrant.

b. A death row pardon.

c. An application whereby the Court must divulge the real cause of detention.

d. The power of the Court to order the release of a prisoner.

14. Why is appointment to the federal judgeships to life offensive?

a. There is absolutely no statutory authorization for such a long appointment.

b. The judiciary has become extremely corrupt over the past few decades.

c. A life appointment does not do penal sentencing justice and gives judges far too much power to defend their bad decisions from the bench.  

d. All of the above.

15. What is the fundamental purpose of the immunity defense?

a. To defend people against biological invasions by dismissing justification for prosecution.

b. To defend the state and political figures against prosecution for crimes they may have committed against the enemy, in the line duty, by dismissing all suits against them.

c. To protect Ambassadors from prosecution in foreign countries.

d. All of the above.

16. What is the purpose of bankruptcy proceedings?

a. For debtors, and only debtors, to file for protection against harassing creditors.

b. For creditors, and only creditors, to collect debts from insolvent debtors.

c. To legally declare that a person or organization is unable to pay their debts and arrange to distribute their assets to pay off creditors in order to stay in business or discharge themselves of financial obligation.

d. To file suit against corrupt creditors.

17. In a white collar crime case where there has been a longstanding investigation into alleged fraudulent conduct of a business, and there is some doubt as to whether the conduct was committed by the government investigators or would not have been committed had the government investigators not intervened, or if they had intervened to offer civil advice, barring extremely cruel or fraudulent practices such as selling fake insurance to the elderly, what should be the verdict?

a. Not guilty, because there is probably cause to believe that a person has been entrapped, that person should not be held accountable for the crime.\
b. Not guilty, license to do business suspended and arrangements made to repay debts, if possible, with consideration to most needy first.

c. Guilty, both sentence and license to do business suspended, arrangements made for the repayment of civil judgment, if possible, with most consideration given to neediest creditors.

d. Guilty, both lengthy criminal sentence and hefty fine with which to pay restitution should be issued, to dissuade anyone else from conducting shady business practices.

18. The President of the United States of America, a Republican who also happens to be a bar certified attorney, is indicted by Congress for ordering two covert officers to break into the Democratic National Convention and steal some documents.  What is a fair punishment for such a crime?

a. Impeach the President.

b. Disbar the President

c. Fire the offending officers.

d. Dismiss the case.
19. Three decades of judicial degradation after the previous case a bar certified attorney is elected to office in contempt of his constituency, for not contesting criticism of his support for domestic spying and massacring civilians in Afghanistan during his campaign for office, falling for the tricks of the lame duck President the new President embarks on a fiscally irresponsible bailout precipitating the larges recession since the Great Depression.  Seeing that the President  is as popular as his Vice, also a lawyer, and Congress aren’t, and that bar certified attorneys who are elected or appointed to public offices other than judicial, are particularly prone to crimes against humanity and grave violations of international humanitarian law what should the American Bar Association do?

a. File a federal case against the President to hold him accountable for his actions.

b. Draft articles of impeachment against the President and his entourage.

c. Disbar the President and First Lady on honorable terms to steer them clear of the anti-trust, unauthorized practice of law and use of the interstate commercial facility in the commission of murder for hire of the Bar.

d. Take this opportunity of a disgraced bar certified President to mobilize the state bar associations to individually disbar, in writing, all bar certified public officials in offices other than judicial, to enforce the doctrine of separation of powers.  

20. What is unethical about 1USC(3)§213 that appropriates $6,500 to the Judiciary Committee for Editing of the Code and Supplements of the United States and the District of Columbia? 
a. The way it is written the money is a bribe for the Judiciary Committee rather than a fee for the author/editor.
b. $6,500 is far too close to the number of the beast to be legitimate.
c. The Judiciary Committee intercepts all legitimate petitions to Congress and the capitol city although the doctrine of separation of powers would incline the reasonable observe to conclude there is a particularly deep seated conflict of interest between the judiciary and the legislature that one would not wish to bias all the law.
d. All of the above. 
Missions

21. Write a legal brief in behalf of someone who is accused of a crime they did not commit, that is unfair, or who is accused of a felony or serious misdemeanor, for which they face time behind bars.  The legal brief should accurately describe the facts and the laws pertaining to the case, the arguments regarding the facts and the laws and the conclusion jurists should reach.  A formal legal brief begins with the case caption, goes to a short summary, then a bibliography with reference to where each law, case, or essay is cited in the brief, then the body of the brief.  The body of the brief should begin with facts and the law being questioned by the Court.  These may be elaborated upon in greater depth in other sections.  Legal arguments should be entertained and finally a conclusion.  It is unprofessional to go to a felony trial with less than a five page brief, tantamount to public nudity.

22.  When there has been a travesty of justice and you disagree with the decision of the trial court the case should be appealed.  Appeals are generally longer than the trial brief.  Appellate briefs generally treat more upon the errors of the trial court, than the facts and the law pertaining to the initial crime or grievance.  It is important to note the difference between technical errors and grievous breeches of international human rights, humanitarian law or gross distortions of the truth and differentiate between harmless, unintentional and malicious errors, for purpose of discipline.  Cases may be appealed beyond the US Supreme Court to International Human Rights Bodies and Courts but it is important not be a vexatious litigant as the judicial process is particularly time consuming and costly.

23.  Report on cases of judicial misconduct and abuse of power and render opinions regarding the conduct and appointment of judicial officers.  It is extremely important that serious crimes against humanity committed by judicial officers are reported on.  The Supreme Court is the appropriate venue for disciplining public officials, but it is not a crime, nor should a crime result, if served upon another agency, such as the Bar, for process.  Cases of particular importance to the judiciary are bribery, graft and conflict of interest, individual and institutionalized torture, willful killing of civilians, the slave trade and organized crime but many judicial officers use Title 18 as their operating manual and must be disciplined.  Make sure to procure at least two witnesses who support your right to file a grievance, be prepared to flee the jurisdiction if filing a grievance backfires and you become a torture victim.  Although an affront to the First Amendment there is wisdom in denying the State intelligence if it conflicts with the lack of integrity of their intelligence service.  A well functioning state should afford victims and petitioners a reasonable living for their work instilling discipline in the State militias.

24.The most important task facing lawyers, legal professionals and human rights advocates is to dramatically expand the halfway house program to accommodate the more harmless and reformed detainees in order to achieve the legal limit of 250 detainees per 100,000 residents.  In making a case for expanding the halfway house petitioners should explain the dynamics of the local criminal justice system, calculate how many detainees there are in federal, state and local facilities, what number is the legal limit 250 per 100,000, how many beds make up the difference and how the community will make the transition safely.  These petitions can be addressed to the President Judge of the local court, Department of Probation and Parole or Department of Corrections.  They may also be used as the basis for ballot measures to levy funds for the program but the overall purpose is to reduce judicial costs to taxpayers and society with cheaper community care and in the long run funds should come from a reduction in the current operating costs of corrections programs.     

Answers
1. c. The Soldier’s and Airmen’s Home sets an example to the judiciary and Bar in the way it instills a sense of military discipline to disbarment so a lawyer, not interested in being a career judicial officer, could be honorably disbarred before engaging in a full time commercial or political career.

2. c. Bar certified attorneys are the only people allowed to advertise their services as a lawyer under penalty of first degree misdemeanor conviction for the unauthorized practice of law, contestable on ground of anti-trust, and are furthermore and mostly referred by the Bar Association that requires law firms to employ only lawyers.  The Courts, not to be blinded by anti-trust, is required to pay victims witnesses and retain the counsel for defense, regardless of their legal status as a bar certified lawyer, who in most felony cases is also retained.  Legal fees are not entitled to the credit bureau.  It is wrong for a lawyer to think they are entitled to any special privileges not directly the result of the commercial advertisement of the Bar Association, ie. extremely guilty of anti-trust and use of the interstate commercial facility in the commission of murder for hire.  
3. a. A lawyer must not work with anyone but other bar certified attorneys.  This interpretation of a very important legal term is the fundamental flaw with the American legal system.  The lawyers steal information and exchange it amongst themselves, who have absolutely no standards of literacy, often attending felony trials without so much as a brief, inevitably resulting in the commission of a felony. Under the common interpretation of this rule an author, who does not bribe the Court, is not cited in legal briefs, nor paid, but excluded and often tortured, with impunity because the Bar certified attorneys have agreed the truth and the truth teller do not exist.   In fact authors studying a particular case should be included in the certificate of service and should use one when dealing with legal issues to prevent biased accumulation of information, censuring violent retaliation.  US torture statute is an excellent example of the international meaning of ultra vires, unauthorized practice of law, whereas, civil and criminal penalties have been repealed in contravention to the Convention against Torture that requires national enforcement of the treaty.
4. c. 797

5. b. 250 per 100,000

6. c. 1,500 beds would be needed to achieve this goal.  To achieve the legal limit of 250 per 100,000, 4,100 beds would be needed.
7. d. The state waives immunity when the federal Court’s removal jurisdiction is invoked and the victim must be compensated See Lapides v. Board of Regents of Univ. System of Ga., 535 US 613 (2002) and Arts 14 of the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights and Convention against Torture.  The State behaved badly in the action giving rise to civil action and in their legal defense and must be ordered to compensate the victim as cognizance of their errors and to protect the victim.  It would be wrong to summarily dismiss the action as demanded.  It would also be wrong to abandon the victim and civil law to commence a prosecution against the State.  The evolving jurisprudence of common la has returned to uphold federal paramountcy and the independence of the judiciary.    Although, the Eleventh Amendment immunizes non-consenting states from suit for money damages or equitable relief, federal courts may enjoin state officials from violating federal law under Ex parte Young, 209 US 123 (1908). Furthermore, in Fitzpatrick v. Bitzer, 427 US 445 (1976), the Supreme Court ruled that the Congress, under its enforcement power under Section 5 of the XIV Amendment, may abrogate state immunity from suit. Also, in Central Virginia Community College v. Katz 546 US 356 (2006), the Court ruled the Congress could do the same regarding bankruptcy cases by way of Article I Section 8, Clause 4 of of the Constitution. In Lapides v Board of Regents of the Univ. system fo Ga, 535 US 613 (2002), the Supreme Court ruled that a state voluntarily waives the Eleventh Amendment when it invokes a federal court’s removal jurisdiction.
8. c. The Court should overturn the convictions and order the municipal government to repeal the law.  It would be unfair to allow the prurient interests of the county to a dry county to arrest people who wish to drink alcohol in their homes.  A dry county is already questionable as it infringes upon the rights of the people and commerce.  To arrest people violating a local custom in private is a violation of civil and human rights.  It is incorrect that the Court does not have jurisdiction over the municipal government in regards to a penal issue.  It would be seditious to order non-enforcement of the law when it would be so much more judicious to order the offensive law repealed.     
9. a. The case should be dismissed whereas the evidence was illegally obtained.  It would be illegal to return the drugs to the person.  It would be remiss to punish the drug possession offender in light of the highly questionable nature of the crime and the obviously criminal actions of the police.   
10. a. Case dismissed, restitution for property unlawfully seized and compensation for time falsely imprisoned.  Federal mandatory minimum sentencing for drug crimes gives rise to serious Constitutional questions. The fact a state would pass laws overruling federal paramountcy is understandable.  To arrest a person protected under a state law against a decidedly unjust law to set an example of federal domination is cruel and unusual punishment against an individual when the federal government actually wishes to dispute the validity of a State law.  It would be a crime to find the defendant guilty and it would be remiss not to dismiss the federal/state case against an individual. 
11. d. The Court should find for the plaintiff, explain the complicity of Congress in the plot to torture, order both the federal and state governments to pay compensation and make it clear to the district and federal government, in the judgment, that although federal torture statute may be defective, torture cannot be tolerated under Arts. 2 & 4 of the Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment of 26 June 1987.  It would be criminally negligent to dismiss a case regarding the serious crime of torture under some frivolous technicalities, such as immunity or lack of standing for people filing affidavit of indigence or some other imagined technical flaw. It would be negligent to dismiss the claim knowing a fundamental law to be sabotaged.  It would not quite do justice to order the State to pay for their abuse when Congress issued the superior orders for the crime.  Judges must first and foremost take responsibility to redress the errors of their government and secondly prevent anarchy there under.
12. c. The Department of Justice Foreign Claims Settlement Commission hears cases of United States citizens who have been victimized abroad.  The United States is not party to the International Criminal Court and in fact the ICC is a secondary defendant in the mass murder of United States citizens by heart disease.  The Human Rights Council has heard absolutely zero cases of merit from the United States and is currently corrupted by the ICC.  An individual filing in a foreign court would not be likely to succeed because they are not subject to the jurisdiction of the Court.
13. d. A writ of habeas corpus is the power of the Court to order the release of a prisoner.  A writ of habeas corpus is not a habeas or capias warrant for the arrest of a person.  As morbid as the name sounds it does not involve only death row inmates, although it is applicable to them.  A writ of habeas corpus is different than an application for a writ of habeas corpus, 28USC(153)§2241, whereby the court must divulge the true cause of detention to serve as the factual basis for the case, in that it is the actual granting of the writ – the release of the prisoner.  

14. d. All of the above.  The life sentence to the federal bench is patently offensive to the judicial philosophy and in the absence of a safe venue for impeaching federal judges, the list of reasons for the setting of term limits for their time in office, goes on infinitely.  

15. a The fundamental purpose of the immunity defense is to protect people against biological invasion by dismissing justification for prosecution.  As the warrant officers for the militia Courts must be religious in their dismissals to prevent both wide-scale invasions of privacy and personal vendettas.  Inactive cases are dismissed and dismissals must be emphasized in cases of unlawful search and seizure, torture or abuse where a restraining order is warranted.  The prosecution of Ambassadors is particularly prohibited because they are responsible for securing the borders and commerce between nations and they, much like average citizens cannot be undermined and infringed upon by the invasion of their privacy by the prosecutor and judiciary.  If a nation is unhappy with the performance of an ambassador that nation may expel them persona non grata.  This policy is highly recommended for adaptation to white collar cases and professional licensing whereas it is much more desirable for the protection of society to merely terminate that person or corporation’s license than to conduct a prolonged investigation and all the risk of use of interstate commercial facility in the commission of murder for hire that entails.  It is criminally negligent to dismiss serious civil claims of criminal abuse, persecution and violence on a theory of immunity because that is exactly what the officials have compromised.
16.  c.   To legally declare that a person or organization is unable to pay their debts and arrange to distribute their assets to pay off creditors in order to stay in business or discharge themselves of financial obligation.  . A bankruptcy proceeding can either be entered into voluntarily by a debtor or initiated by creditors. After a bankruptcy proceeding is filed, creditors, for the most part, may not seek to collect their debts outside of the proceeding. The debtor is not allowed to transfer property that has been declared part of the estate subject to proceedings.  In the United States an average of 76.7 cents on the dollar are collected in bankruptcy proceedings.
17. b. Because of the significance of penal sentencing in civil matters where debt arising from a civil judgment would be more appropriate it is more appropriate to render a not guilty verdict as to the criminal aspects of the case and to order the suspension of that perpetrators license to do business and issue a civil judgment for repayment.  Criminal sentencing for debt is not permitted under Art. 11 of the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights.  The high rewards and political honors for jailing alleged white collar offenders create a perverse incentive for lawyers and prosecutors to infiltrate corporations and wreak havoc.  Although some businesses violate the statute of frauds on their own, or commit serous violations for which prison is applicable, it is generally businesses that have been infiltrated by judicial investigators, that are incapable of rectifying their errors and are used to commit serious crimes of violence.  In most cases it is a serious crime against humanity to both jail a financial offender and order them to pay a fine because it fails to recognize the grievous harm caused by incarceration and mitigation of repaying debts incurred by a fraudulent business practice.  It should be noted that excessive sentencing for white collar crimes typically occurs when the federal fiscal policy is least popular and it is unfair for the judiciary to scapegoat civilians for the crimes of State.  
18.   b. Disbar the President.  In this case, President Richard Nixon was indicted for ordering officers of his to break into the Democratic National Convention and steal some documents.  Before Congress could render their verdict Nixon resigned from office.  The case was heard several times by the Supreme Court where they waxed poetically about executive privilege and vast immunities of the Chief Executive against civil claims.  The truth of the matter is that the President was behaving like a malpractising attorney and should have been disbarred to teach him, and history, a lesson.  As it stands attorneys are still allowed to abuse executive and legislative offices and precedent must be set to disbar attorneys appointed or elected to public offices other than judicial.  
19. d. The ABA should take this opportunity of a disgraced, but popular, bar certified President to mobilize the state bar associations to individually disbar, in writing, all bar certified public officials in offices other than judicial, to enforce the doctrine of separation of powers and try to educate a good portion of elected officials against corruption  Nin the disbarment notation shall be made as to whether or not the disbarment is honorable on the basis of the doctrine of separation of powers or dishonorable as the result of not participating in the trial or as the result of grave crime against humanity.  The Vice President is particularly the product of contempt of Human Rights Campaign (HRC), Citizens Commission on Human Rights (CCHR), et al, plaintiffs v. US Presidential Candidates Barack Obama and John McCain whose foreign policies fail Asia and the Near East (ANE), US Congress in defense of Title 22 Foreign Relations and Intercourse (a-FRaI-d) and the Court of International Trade (CoITUS), defendants  HA-28-7-08 by the President. whereby the gravest crime in the world today, with living inventors, the HIV/AIDS epidemic, shall be of consequence.  
20. d. All of the above. As it is written 1USC(3)§213 is a bribe to the Judiciary Committee rather than the author/editor/petitioner’s fee, it is a numerological cursed and it is offensive to the separation of power between the judiciary and legislature because the Judiciary Committee intercepts all legitimate legislative petitions for the US and capitol. 
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