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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE 
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF TENNESSEE 

  
 
 
LOUIE E. JOHNSTON JR,     )  
CITIZEN PRO  SE      ) CASE NUMBER 
CHRISTIAN PATRIOT     ) 3-11-CV-1157 

) 
PLAINTIFF,        ) 

) 
V.  )       

COMPLAINT FOR EMERGENCY 
DECLARATORY    JUDGEMENTS,   
INJUNCTIVE AND OTHER RELIEF 
  

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,   ) 
U.S. ATTORNEYS  JERRY MARTIN   ) 
U.S. ATTORNEY GENERAL THOMAS PEREZ, ) 
U.S. ATTORNEYS STEVEN H. ROSENBAUM,  ) 
ERIC W. TREENE, SEAN R. KEVENEY,   ) 
U.S. ATTORNEY GENERAL ERIC HOLDER,   ) 
U.S. PRESIDENT BARAK HUSSEIN OBAMA  ) 

) 
DEFENDANTS,        ) 

 ) 
 

BACKGROUND 

 
 

 Defendants outrageously refuse to act upon the Evidence, Rulings, and Convictions in the Case in the 

United States District Court for the Northern District of Texas, Dallas Division, filed as CR NO. 3:04 – 
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CR – 240 –G  styled  “USA vs. Holy Land Foundation” (HLF), (attached as Exhibits A1 – A19  as proof in 

this case) which ended November 2008 in a Jury Verdict convicting Muslims on all 108 counts charged, 

sending American Muslims to prison for life, but also exposing from Muslim evidence submitted during 

discovery, exposing their  alarming war mission, strategy, tactics and collective war funding in the 

national network of Muslim mosques, Imams, and Muslim “front” organizations dedicated to war 

against America and “the elimination of America”.  “America will be our Plunder”…is a direct quote. 

Despite this alarming evidence Defendant’s predecessors discovered and used to send Muslim Leaders 

to prison for life, evidence exposing Muslim mosques as secret Pentagons, where Imams acting as Spiritual 

advisors have Superior powers to American Courts, with the power to issue Fatwas and murder Muslims who 

fail to comply with his orders or any non-Muslim he chooses, where Imams collect donations in the name of 

Religion and Charity, then funnel those very donations to the world wide Muslim stated mission to “eliminate 

America”, and “killing Christians and Jews wherever they find them”,  Defendants not only refuse to take vital, 

defensive, corrective action to protect American citizens at war, including the very minimum common sense 

actions of immediately declaring America’s war with Muslims, stopping all Muslim mosques from operating to 

prevent anti American Jihad training and funding centers for their proven “war machine”, and from construction 

or enlargement of any new mosques in America as long as Muslims are at War with America, but Defendants 

outrageously ignore Federal Court rulings and evidence, choosing to willfully, proactively, unilaterally, 

treasonously advocate on behalf of Muslims proven to have as their individual mission to eliminate America.  

Plaintiff proof is incontrovertible evidence from Federal Court Rulings and Historical Documents 

submitted, and therefore prays for Declaratory Judgments and Injunctive relief in defense of our nation at war. 

 

PROOF FROM U.S. DISTRICT COURT IN DALLAS, TX 
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ALLEGATIONS AND PROOF 

Defendants outrageously refuse to act, since November 2008, on their own voluminous evidence 

collected directly from Muslims in America during discovery for Federal Court Trials that prove Muslims have 

a destiny and duty to eliminate America, Christians, and Jews on planet earth, and are actively using their 

mosques as Training Centers of deception to deceive Americans while actively stockpiling Muslim war 

resources, increasing their Muslim population by bypassing Federal Immigration laws and importing hundreds 

of thousands of Muslims from known foreign Muslim terrorist stronghold nations and groups like Hamas 

through “Resettlement Programs” forced upon American citizens without due process, and Muslim mosques are 

collection centers for Muslim donations that are channeled by the local mosque Imams as they see fit, through a 

vast network of Non Profit Tax Exempt Charities, to be used for Muslim war resources, much of it combined 

and sent to Muslim Terror groups such as Hamas  that this same U.S. Department of Justice successfully 

prosecuted at U.S. taxpayer expense.  American mosques were proven to actively train Muslims in jihad. 
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Defendants refuse to act on clear and convincing evidence they submitted in United States Courts, 

alarmingly continuing to allow Muslims, collectively and individually, who declared war with the United States 

of America, to use Muslims in America, their American mosques, and vast network of “fronts”, untraceable 

corporate shelters and entities, to raise money to fund the Muslims war with America, Israel, Christians, Jews, 

and ALL other non- Muslims, as is their stated duty and destiny in their Islamic faith, which no Muslim can 

subordinate to this Court or American law, except upon the penalty of death.  

Defendants should have employed every legal means at their disposal to restrain and obtain injunctive 

enforcement to cease any and all construction or enlargement of Muslim mosques anywhere in the USA as long 

as Muslims are at war with America, whether Defendants can bring themselves to call our war enemies by name 

or not, it is their Constitutional duty to do so.  Failure to take such corrective action is Treason at minimum. 

Defendants actions actually employ the Muslim practices of  “Taqiyyah and Kitman” to defend the 

Muslim cause at war with America, as their actions are far beyond just consistently “giving aid and comfort to 

the enemy”, deliberately deceiving Christian and Jewish Americans, while treasonously advocating for 

Muslims, ignoring their own Federal Court evidence that American mosques are collection plates for Muslim 

jihad, Muslim’s declared war and acts of war on America, including the ongoing killing of non- Muslims world- 

wide that no rational person can ignore, since it has been Muslim practice even before Muslims first declared 

war against America during Thomas Jefferson’s Presidency, resulting in America paying a $60,000 ransom to 

Muslims holding American sailors hostage in order to secure their release and end active hostilities. 

The first war declared against America, was the Muslims of the Barbary Coast declaration of  War that 

sent our Marines “to the shores of Tripoli”, ending in suspended hostilities at an outrageous price to America, 

and that war has continued over centuries since, but always on foreign soil prior to 911. 

See actual Federal Court documents attached that are incontrovertible evidence Defendant’s collected 

from thousands of Muslim Leaders across America that prove conclusively they are at war with us, their 

mission is to eliminate America, they intend to enslave our daughters against their will because Muslim law 

supersedes all other law, and that until they are strong enough to overthrow us, they will lie and deceive, a 
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Muslim duty to practice Taqiyya and/or Kitman, to deceive the enemy, even lie about their own faith, 

collectively known as “Islam”, to appease the enemy, all deceit being necessary and required to defeat the 

infidel enemy of Allah, so Muslims cannot be trusted to speak truth, according to their written instructions in 

the Koran.  Taqiyya and Kitman are also permitted of Muslim men in dealing with women.  

Here are just a few excerpts from legal wiretaps of Muslims and documents they submitted for 

discovery: 

US Exhibit Philly Meeting 16 
Pages 9 and 10 
 
Om:  But you still cannot show the legal position to the Americans…U1. 
 
UM1:  No, my Brother.  There are such things I can warn against such as…I wouldn’t be naïve to the point 
of telling the American “It is my right to enslave your daughter and…”, like Oman Rabdel Ahman did in 
Detroit and said “America will be a plunder for us.”  His words are correct.  (Laughter and U1 Brief Group 
Comments)  No, really, it was wrong. 
 
UM1:  Yes.  The second thing is that Peace shouldn’t be endless. 
 
Ni:  This is correct 
 
UM1:  Therefore, when I read these things, these are legal matters, people will have…U1.  You see?  So, we 
are trying to ignore the Legal position in matters. 
 

 

U.S. vs. Holy Land Foundation Federal Court Trial  

 Exhibit 1SE - SW 1B10 (Document submitted by Muslims for this Trial!) 

"Muslim Memorandum of Strategic Goals in North America" 

Page 21, point 4... 

"Understanding the role of the Muslim Brother in North America:" 

"The process of settlement is a "Civilization-Jihadist Process" with all the word means.  The Ikhwan (Arabic 

for "Brothers")  must understand that their work in America is a kind of grand Jihad (Muslim Holy War) in 

eliminating and destroying the Western civilization from within and sabotaging” its miserable house by their 

hands and the hands of the believers so that it is eliminated and God's (Allah's) Religion is made victorious 
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over all other Religions.  Without this understanding, we are not up to this challenge, and have not prepared 

ourselves for Jihad yet.  It is a Muslim's destiny to perform Jihad and work wherever he is and wherever he 

lands until the final hour comes, and there is no escape from that destiny except for those who choose to 

slack.  But, would the slackers and the Mujahedeen be equal." (Mujahedeen = Muslim guerrilla warriors 

engaged in a jihad.) 

AMERICA’S YOUTH ARE THE RECRUITING BASE FOR MUSLIMS… 
“THOSE WITHOUT THE FAMILY COVERING OR ARMOR WHICH USED TO PROTECT HIM!” 

 
US V HLF TRIAL 

US Exhibit 003-0089 

3:04 – CR – 240 - G 

Page 10 of 18 

 

UM:  “Don’t you see that the Movements methods and programs in America should be different than the 

methods and programs in the Arab Countries or from the Arab countries due to the change of the place and the 

available sources, the type of individuals and the Maxim benefit from the means available in America? For 

instance, the cultural programs are very weak.  Recruitment methods are limited and are being restricted.” 

 

ZE:  “By God, my Brother, we really see that…, that the methods…, we really see that the methods and means 

are different than the Orient.  We did not take or borrow a method or a means from the Orient unless it was 

compatible with the Islamic Movement over here.   Our methods are always driven by the nature of the 

Organizational base…, from the nature of the, er…, from the nature of the country which is America and also 

from the nature of the base from which we move, the people we move between are mostly highly educated 

Youth.  They are College Youth and also youth who are aware.  They are more aware the youth who are of the 

same stage and age in the Orient.  The reason…, the reason of this awareness and maturity is their presence in 

America, not because they are in America, I mean, America has nothing to do with it but, because of their 

presence in America, they have no Mother to wash their clothes or a Father to give  them allowance  at 
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the end of the month.  They have to depend on themselves in balancing his household budget, for 

instance, purchasing their own stuff, cook for themselves if they are single, to wash their clothes if they 

are single, all these things.  Also they have to deal and interact with society directly.  All of that, Ikhwans, 

without…er, I mean, without family protection.  I mean the family is not…, without the family covering or 

armor which used to protect him in his country.  All of these will bring about more awareness and maturity.  

This is the base which we move through.  Therefore, our Recruitment methods are different.  Er…, we are 

experiencing a surge in Recruitment.” 

The jury found against the Muslim Holy Land Foundation and its American support network on all 108 

charges. The charges included conspiracy to provide material support to a foreign terrorist organization, 

providing material support to a foreign terrorist, and conspiracy to commit money laundering.   

These acts during a time of war, publicly declared and implemented by Muslims so it is undeniable we 

are at war with Muslims, at large, since they declared it, so to provide aid and comfort to this enemy are obvious 

acts of treason that Americans trusted would be corrected by the Defendants, but instead finds these Defendants 

regrettably chose to assist the enemy at war with America, and it grows more outrageous by the day. 

On November 24, 2008.  Federal Government attorneys obtained guilty verdicts on all 108 counts and 

charges they themselves brought against the Holy Land Foundation and five individual defendants, most of 

whom received Life Sentences of 65 years in Federal Prison, with hundreds of “unindicted co- conspirators” 

and “joint venturers” across America touching every Muslim in America in some way.  

Holy Land Foundation (HLF), was found guilty of collecting money from American Muslims through 

their mosque donations and “community wide”  fund raising events,  then distributing more than $12 million in 

2000 alone to support the Palestinian Terrorist group Hamas, which the US designated as a terrorist 

organization in 1995, and made supporting the group illegal. 

HOLY LAND FOUNDATION mosque network SUPPLIED THE MUSLIM WAR MACHINE 

Plaintiff core proof resides in incontrovertible evidence from the USA vs. Holy Land Foundation trial.  
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The Holy Land Foundation for Relief and Development was designated as a charity that provided 

millions of dollars of material and logistical support to Hamas by President Clinton in 1995 (Executive Order 

12947) and again on December 4, 2001 by President Bush's Executive Order 13224 (Bush). 

 HLF, originally known as the Occupied Land Fund, (OLF), was established in California in 1989 as a 

tax-exempt charity. In 1992, HLF relocated to Richardson, Texas. It had offices in California, New Jersey, and 

Illinois, and hundreds of individual representatives scattered throughout the USA, the West Bank, and Gaza.  

Among the founders of the Holy Land Foundation is Mousa Mohammed Abu Marzook, a political 

leader and substantial money donor to Hamas, through the Holy Land Foundation in the early 1990s. In 1994, 

Marzook (named a Specially Designated Terrorist by the Treasury Department in 1995) designated HLF as the 

primary fund-raising entity for Hamas in the United States.   Marzook also established CAIR, Council on 

American, Islamic Relations, and master minded the Muslims American network of hundreds of corporations 

posing as Non Profit Charities, which were proven to be “fronts” for money laundering to Muslim Terrorists. 

Marzook was deported from the US to Jordan in 1997. Marzook was indicted on August 20, 2004, by a 

US federal grand jury in Chicago, Illinois. He and two other individuals were charged with a 15-year conspiracy 

to raise funds for terrorist attacks against Israel. 

In the year 2000 alone, HLF raised over $13 million for Hamas. According to the United States 

Department of Treasury, HLF supported Hamas activities through direct fund transfers to its offices in the West 

Bank and Gaza that are affiliated with Hamas, and transfers of funds to Islamic charity committees ("zakat 

committees") and other charitable organizations that are part of Hamas or controlled by Hamas members.  

The Department of Treasury also reported that HLF funds were used by Hamas to support schools that 

served Hamas's ends by encouraging children to become suicide bombers and to recruit suicide bombers by 

offering support to their families. 
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HLF, OLF and well over 100+ “unindicted co-conspirators” or Joint Venturers such as CAIR, ISNA, 

Muslim Brotherhood, Imams, mosques, and mainstream Muslim organizations nationwide, comprise the vast 

Muslim network on American mainland soil of organizations, agencies, and entities found guilty on all 108 

counts of fundraising through mosques across America, and conspired with blatant disregard for American law 

or our Constitution to violate numerous Federal laws, Statues, and Sections of the U.S. Constitution, including 

giving outrageous aid and comfort to our known enemies at war, including advocating actively for Muslims 

whose own documents submitted in discovery voluntarily say that their being a Muslim requires them to 

participate “in a kind of grand jihad, eliminating America by its own hand and the hands of Muslim 

believers.”  

No new mosques should be allowed to join their existing mosque war network that is a money machine 

for war against America, a Pentagon for Military Planning and Strategy, a War College that trains Muslims of 

all ages to hate America, Christians, Jews, and all Non-Muslims, and kill those who refuse to convert to being a 

Muslim.  Plaintiff submits as Exhibits new video evidence with this Complaint that proves Nashville area 

mosques are exactly the war machine described herein and in the U.S. vs. Holy Land Foundation trial and 

discovery evidence.  Whether or not these mosques have a Religious component pales in comparison to the 

overwhelming evidence that whatever Religious component that may exist, their war components overwhelm 

and override any Religious intent, and certainly waives and suspends any Constitutional rights as long as 

Muslims are an enemy at war with America.  This would require Muslims to change Islam openly and publicly 

to stop waging war against America, Christians, Jews, and our ally Israel, or waive citizenship in the USA. 

AMERICA’S WAR WITH MUSLIMS 
Paralysis by Analysis while our war enemies destroy our Nation! 

From the book written by Plaintiff, Christian Patriots Historian, Louie E. Johnston Jr. 

“Muslim” is a person defined as “an adherent of Islam.”  Islam is defined as “the religious faith of 

Muslims.”   They are one; inseparable, but only one harms others.  Only a Muslim, a human person, can wage 
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war, commit acts of war, including killing… in the name of Islam or Mohammad or Allah or Sharia Law or any 

other “analysis” to  relieve “Muslims” from accountability of their actions to murder, and eliminate America. 

Defendants are in pathological denial to prevent saying the words “America’s war with Muslims”, 

choosing to ignore the obvious facts that only Muslims have declared war on America, attacked America on 

911 and killed Americans before and since, and that only Muslims are being killed by American led Military 

operations in 106 countries since 911.  Defendants actively advocate for Muslims, America’s war enemies, 

choosing to blame “ideologies, theologies, radical Islam, Islamic Extremists, Fundamentalists, Sharia Law 

followers…searching for any and every alternate label or name except the obvious for America’s War with 

Muslims…when only humans kill, and the only humans fighting Americans are Muslims. 

Defendants in denial of this obvious fact to search for “reasons” is “Paralysis by Analysis” while 

America’s war enemy is destroying our nation.   Just as “Guns don’t kill, people do”, so America is at War with 

Muslims, whoever follows their beliefs, and our leaders must come to grips with the truth that “Muslims” are at 

war with America, and take all defensive actions any common sense Government would take while at war.  

Christians are Christians by choice, and have the right not to be a Christian without fear of reprisal. 

Muslims choose to be Muslims, which means “adhering to Islam” which by Muslim documents means 

becoming an enemy of the “great satan” United States of America, Israel, Christians, Jews, and all non-Muslims 

on planet earth.   Muslims do not have the choice not to be a Muslim, under penalty of death if they leave it, so 

being a Muslim is in itself an act of Slavery, in a Government where either the Muslim Male or an Imam is 

Judge, Jury, and Executioner, with more power than the U.S. Constitution will ever have over a Muslim. 

The wasted time and energy of “Analysis” of an individual’s choice of citizenship between American 

and Muslim and between Freedom and Tyranny never produces answers, only “Paralysis”!  Even if one were to 

find the answer behind one Muslim’s decision to jihad or not to jihad, that Muslim could “get religion” anytime 
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the local Imam commands him to strap on a bomb vest or “Donate to the cause through mosque money 

laundering donations,” a very effective choice to give a Muslim during a fundraising project.  

Analyzing whether or not that Muslim “might”, “could”, “should”, “probably is” or is not, be a 

“Moderate” or something other than a “radical” or “fundamentalist” or “jihadist” is a waste of time and 

potentially lethal.  A Muslim is a Muslim under Muslim law (Islam) documented since 650 AD, with no choice 

but to obey ALL  instructions of Islam, including the hundreds of contradictions, by choosing the last one 

issued, which supersedes all earlier instructions by the Muslim use of “Abrogation”, which is simply to cancel 

out any and all earlier instructions by those issued at a later date…last one posted replaces all earlier posts. 
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No Muslim ‘radicals’ 

Ynetnews 5 August 2011 
By Dan Calic 
 
“For years we’ve heard Muslims commonly defined by a couple of different terms, "radical” or "moderate.” 
Yet what exactly do these terms mean?  
 
Dr. Wafa Sultan, born and raised in the Muslim culture of Syria, who now resides in the US, and is a strong 
advocate of women’s rights, recently provided some interesting insight on this topic during an interview. What 
immediately caught my attention was her comment that the term "radical” doesn’t exist in the Muslim 
world. 
 
No "radicals?” What is she talking about? 
 
"This is a term invented by the West,” according to Dr. Sultan. She also indicated those who suggest 
Islam has been "hijacked by radicals” were off base. Those whom the West calls "radicals” are quite 
simply the ones who are adherents to the faith. 
 
Dr. Sultan explained that while there no "radicals” in the Muslim world, there are "moderates.” However, one 
needs to take note this has nothing to do with Islam itself. 
 
"Islam is Islam,” she explained. A "moderate” Muslim is an individual who has made a personal choice 
not to be an adherent to the tenets of Islam. A typical way to describe such a person in the west is "secular.” 
However, in the Muslim world a "secular” or "moderate” is considered a non-believer or infidel. Such 
people are routinely subjected to torture and according to Islamic law should be put to death. Islam is also 
the only religion that mandates the death of someone who decides to leave the faith. 
 
While Dr. Sultan is saying individual Muslims who dilute their personal commitment to Islam, may be called 
"moderates,” we should not take that to mean Islam itself is moderate. That would be a critical mistake 
according to Dr. Sultan. And those typically referred to as "radicals” are not considered radical in the Muslim 
world itself. 
 
A more accurate way to understand the terms from a Western point of view and Muslim point of view is as 
follows: "Moderate” translates to "infidel”; while "Radical” translates to adherent or believer. One 
cannot change the Koran for the sake of their individual convenience. It stands alone and obedience is required. 
In fact Islam means "submission.” 
 
The views expressed by Dr. Sultan would present a challenge to Dr. Zhudi Jasser, President and Founder of the 
American Islamic Forum for Democracy. Dr. Jasser considers himself to be "devout Muslim.” His 
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organization is attempting to portray Muslims and Islam in a more palatable light. He offers a view of Muslims 
and Islam that starkly contrasts Dr. Sultan. 
For example while speaking with him he told me "we all pray to the same God.” This statement would appear 
to fly in the face of what Islam itself says. For example the Muslim declaration of belief known as the 
Shahada says "There is no god but Allah, and Mohammed is his messenger.” 
 
If as Dr. Jasser suggests we all pray to the same God, why doesn’t the Shahada say "there is no god but God?” 
The Shahada clearly suggests Allah is both distinctive and superior. Yet Dr. Jasser would have Jews, Christians 
and Muslims praying to the same God. However it doesn’t appear as though Jews and Christians are welcome 
in Islam according to the Koran, as these quotes indicate: 
 
“Allah stamped wretchedness upon the Jews because they killed the prophets and disbelieved Allah's 
revelations.” 2:61 
 
“Allah turned the Sabbath-breaking Jews into apes.” 2:65-66 
 
“Don't take Jews or Christians for friends. If you do, then Allah will consider you to be one of them.” 5:51 

 

AMERICAN MADE HEROES TURN AGAINST AMERICA 

For a prime example of young American men raised to honor America and our ways, yet suddenly turn 

against America, after initially refusing to stand for the national anthem, Professional Basketball Star Mahmoud 

Abdul-Rauf worked out a deal with the NBA in which he would not stand during the National Anthem in 

respect for the American flag like all NBA players were required to do, but instead he agreed to stand only in 

showing his respect to his Muslim “adherence to Islam” agreeing he would look down, praying to himself, 

usually looking down praying into both hands held out as if he were holding the Muslim Koran. 

Mahmoud Abdul-Rauf  is the American born Chris Jackson, whose American dream came true, 

becoming a LSU basketball star as Chris Jackson, one of the best in America after a decade of receiving the 

benefit of the world’s superior coaching, training, and competition with the world’s best players, educated and 

made wealthy by living the American dream only possible in America, the world’s centerpiece for Freedom. 



17 
 

Chris Jackson changed his name after converting to Islam, which led him to protest the US flag and 

National Anthem as a symbol of tyranny and oppression, as his Muslim mosque training required. 

UCLA’s Lew Alcindor became Kareem Abdul Jabar.  Cassius Clay became Muhammad Ali.  Both these 

men converted to become Muslims, and transferred their allegiance from being Americans to Muslim.  Ali 

openly refused to fight in the U.S. Military, citing his Muslim allegiance was greater than being an American. 

Paralysis by Analysis occurs when humans focus on “Why” rather than “What” they have chosen, and 

“What” they are now, rather than what they were or used to be.  Plaintiff begs this Court to act on behalf of 

American citizens to declare Muslims as the war enemies of America, if for no other reason than just to agree 

with the Muslims, who openly declared war on America long before 911, yet America remains in Paralysis. 

Americans were outraged at the movie “Not without my Daughter”, a true story of just one of hundreds 

of thousands of women living in free countries who were deliberately deceived by Muslim men who coaxed 

them to visit their home country only to enslave them, never allowed to leave…a life sentence in a Muslim 

country with no escape other than death.  Paralysis by Analysis has stonewalled corrective government action. 

Muslims are enemies of America by choice, specifically by their Adult choice to “adhere to Islam”.  

Islam has no such thing as Moderates or Liberals, for such Moderates or Liberals as opposed to Radicals or 

Fundamentalists would mean Muslims have Personal Freedom to Choose what parts of Islam they choose to 

believe and follow and what parts of Islam they choose to reject.   Muslims have no such choice.  Muslims 

accept Islam in totality, for rejection of any part or portion is decreed in Islam to be the death penalty.  

The fact that “most Muslims are peaceful in America” means nothing, since their skilled, commanded 

practice is Taqiyya and Kitman.  Peaceful today does not mean they will not “get Religion” at any time and turn 

into a militant jihadist instantly when the Imam demands it of them under penalty of death, all of such orders, 

Military planning, assignments and organizing is done in mosques, under the guise and cover of Religion. 
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Islam is based upon the Koran and Hadith, both created by Mohammad, with the Koran having 100+ 

verses pertaining to “jihad” instructing Muslims to eliminate all non-Muslims wherever they find them, 

including these two verses from the Koran… 

"Mohammed is God's apostle.  Those who follow him are ruthless to the unbelievers but merciful to one 

another"  Quran 48:29 

"O ye who believe! Fight those of the disbelievers who are near to you, and let them find harshness in you, 

and know that Allah is with those who keep their duty"   Qur'an, Sura 9:123 

 

MUSLIM QURAN PROVES ISLAM’S “ALLAH” ARE ENEMIES 

OF OUR FOUNDING FATHER’S RELIGION, GOD JEHOVAH, AND THE HOLY BIBLE 

QURAN 009.030  

YUSUFALI:  “The Jews call 'Uzair a son of Allah, and the Christians call Christ the son of Allah. That is a 

saying from their mouth; (in this) they but imitate what the unbelievers of old used to say. Allah's curse be 

on them: how they are deluded away from the Truth!”  

PICKTHAL:  “And the Jews say: Ezra is the son of Allah, and the Christians say: The Messiah is the son of 

Allah. That is their saying with their mouths. They imitate the saying of those who disbelieved of old. Allah 

(Himself) fighteth against them. How perverse are they!”  

SHAKIR:  “And the Jews say: Uzair is the son of Allah; and the Christians say: The Messiah is the son of 

Allah; these are the words of their mouths; they imitate the saying of those who disbelieved before; may 

Allah destroy them; how they are turned away!”  

QURAN 009.031  

YUSUFALI:  “They take their priests and their anchorites to be their lords in derogation of Allah, and (they 

take as their Lord) Christ the son of Mary; yet they were commanded to worship but One Allah: there is no 

god but He. Praise and glory to Him: (Far is He) from having the partners they associate (with Him)”.  
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PICKTHAL:  “They have taken as lords beside Allah their rabbis and their monks and the Messiah son of 

Mary, when they were bidden to worship only One Allah. There is no Allah save Him. Be He Glorified from all 

that they ascribe as partner (unto Him)!”  

SHAKIR:  “They have taken their doctors of law and their monks for lords besides Allah, and (also) the 

Messiah son of Marium and they were enjoined that they should serve one Allah only, there is no god but He; 

far from His glory be what they set up (with Him).”  

 
 

MUSLIMS LIE AND DECEIVE AT WILL, AS THEIR ISLAM FAITH COMMANDS 
 

Plaintiff is a Christian Minister with decades of service through Homeless Street Ministries, 

unconditionally caring for all Homeless and Hopeless in America, including Muslims, Muslim converts from 

Christianity, former Muslims now Christians, family and friends of Muslim converts who shun their Christian 

family and country, with decades of personal spiritual counseling experience with hundreds of Muslim affected 

lives, and as such gaining a unique grassroots education into Muslim and Christian conduct and beliefs. 

Plaintiff admits a personal Christian burden for Muslims and prays for Muslims, for God’s mercy, and 

for God to open the eyes of their hearts through His word The Holy Bible in comparison to Islam.  Plaintiff 

submits only Truth will set us free, in any land.  Once Truth is determined, to fail to act upon it is then a choice 

to abdicate one’s duty to mankind, God and Country. 

Truth, however, is defined Biblically as “Divine Revelation”, an absolute, so this Court has a clear 

choice between defending settled law from Supreme Court rulings submitted herein, confirming Truth that is 

the very fabric of America, from The Holy Bible of a loving God Jehovah where Founding Fathers and current 

Americans learned to pray for our enemies and forgive them, even restore them after we defeat them in defense 

of our American values, or we deny our true Christian Religion to accept the complete opposite from the Quran 

of the Pedophile prophet Muhammad which demands all Muslims despise, reject, and cut off the heads of their 

enemies, and eliminate free societies like America that hold Life, Liberty, and the Pursuit of Happiness, dear.   
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Should the Court fail to defend our Christian Heritage now, in this instant case, the result would be 

catastrophic in that failure to defend is an offense to America’s Christian Heritage, our God Jehovah, and a 

determination that Muslim culture is granted superiority status over the laws of this land.   

Such a determination by this Court not to defend our Christian Heritage cannot long prevail this day, or 

any day, but if must be, let it be now so this generation can organize to lead our children and grandchildren in 

the process of Reformation of our Government that we will surely achieve,  rather than submit to Tyranny.  

 

 

PROOF OF MUSLIM MISSION AND TACTICS TO LIE AND DECEIVE 

Muslims are trained by spiritual texts to lie and deceive.  The two forms are: 

Taqiyya - Saying something that isn't true. 

 Kitman - Lying by omission.   

Partial truth, suppression of truth, out of context statements, are examples. 

An example would be when Muslim apologists quote only a fragment of verse 5:32 (that if anyone kills "it shall 

be as if he had killed all mankind") while neglecting to mention that the rest of the verse (and the next) mandate 

murder in undefined cases of "corruption" and "mischief."   

  

The Qur'an:  

Qur'an (16:106) - Establishes that there are circumstances that can "compel" a Muslim to tell a lie. It also 

condemns any Muslim who leaves Islam or even considers options to Islam. 

“Whoever disbelieves in Allah after his belief... except for one who is forced [to renounce his religion] 

while his heart is secure in faith. But those who [willingly] open their breasts to disbelief, upon them 

is wrath from Allah , and for them is a great punishment;” 
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Qur'an (3:28) - This verse tells Muslims not to take those outside the faith as friends, unless it is to "guard 
themselves."  

  “Let not believers take disbelievers as allies rather than believers. And whoever [of you] does that 

has nothing with Allah , except when taking precaution against them in prudence. And Allah warns 

you of Himself, and to Allah is the [final] destination.” 

Qur'an (9:3) - "...Allah and His Messenger are free from liability to the idolaters..."  Not accountable to the 

non-Muslims, able to say or do whatever they please in order to deceive non-Muslims…this amazing quote 

literally says the Muslim god and Muhammad himself cannot be trusted or held accountable to do right. 

“And [it is] an announcement from Allah and His Messenger to the people on the day of the greater 

pilgrimage that Allah is disassociated from the disbelievers, and [so is] His Messenger. So if you 

repent, that is best for you; but if you turn away - then know that you will not cause failure to Allah 

. And give tidings to those who disbelieve of a painful punishment.” 

Qur'an (40:28) - A man is introduced as a believer, but one who must "hide his faith" among those who are not 

believers.  

“And a believing man from the family of Pharaoh who concealed his faith said, "Do you kill a man 

[merely] because he says, 'My Lord is Allah ' while he has brought you clear proofs from your Lord? 

And if he should be lying, then upon him is [the consequence of] his lie; but if he should be truthful, 

there will strike you some of what he promises you. Indeed, Allah does not guide one who is a 

transgressor and a liar.” 

Qur'an (2:225) - "Allah will not call you to account for thoughtlessness in your oaths, but for the intention in 

your hearts"  The context of this remark is marriage, which explains why Sharia allows spouses to lie to each 

other for the greater good.  
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“Allah does not impose blame upon you for what is unintentional in your oaths, but He imposes 

blame upon you for what your hearts have earned. And Allah is Forgiving and Forbearing.” 

 

Qur'an (66:2) - "Allah has already ordained for you, (O men), the dissolution of your oaths"  

“Allah has already ordained for you [Muslims] the dissolution of your oaths. And Allah is your 

protector, and He is the Knowing, the Wise.” 

 

Qur'an (3:54) - "And they (the disbelievers) schemed, and Allah schemed (against them): and Allah is the best of 

schemers."  The Arabic word used here for scheme (or plot) is makara, which literally means deceit.  If Allah is 

deceitful toward unbelievers, then there is little basis for denying that Muslims are allowed to do the same. (See 

also 8:30 and 10:21)  

Taken collectively these verses are interpreted to mean that there are circumstances when a Muslim may be 

"compelled" to deceive others for a greater purpose. 

  

3:54 “And the disbelievers planned, but Allah planned. And Allah is the best of planners.” 

 

8:30 “And [remember, O Muhammad], when those who disbelieved plotted against you to restrain 

you or kill you or evict you [from Makkah]. But they plan, and Allah plans. And Allah is the best of 

planners.” 
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10:21 “And when We give the people a taste of mercy after adversity has touched them, at once they 

conspire against Our verses. Say, "Allah is swifter in strategy." Indeed, Our messengers record that 

which you conspire.” 

 

From the Hadith: 

  

Bukhari (52:269) - "The Prophet said, 'War is deceit.'"  The context of this is thought to be the murder of 

Usayr ibn Zarim and his thirty unarmed men by Muhammad's men after he "guaranteed" them safe passage. 

  

Bukhari (49:857) - "He who makes peace between the people by inventing good information or saying good 

things, is not a liar."  Lying is permitted when the end justifies the means to Muslims. 

  

Bukhari (84:64-65) - Speaking from a position of power at the time, Ali confirms that lying is permissible in 

order to deceive an "enemy." 

 Volume 9, Book 84, Number 64:  

Narrated 'Ali:  

“Whenever I tell you a narration from Allah's Apostle, by Allah, I would rather fall down from the sky than 

ascribe a false statement to him, but if I tell you something between me and you (not a Hadith) then it was 

indeed a trick (i.e., I may say things just to cheat my enemy). No doubt I heard Allah's Apostle saying, "During 

the last days there will appear some young foolish people who will say the best words but their faith will not go 

beyond their throats (i.e. they will have no faith) and will go out from (leave) their religion as an arrow goes 

out of the game. So, where-ever you find them, kill them, for who-ever kills them shall have reward on the 

Day of Resurrection."  
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Volume 9, Book 84, Number 65:  

Narrated 'Abdullah bin 'Amr bin Yasar:  

“That they visited Abu Sa'id Al-Khudri and asked him about Al-Harauriyya, a special unorthodox religious sect, 

"Did you hear the Prophet saying anything about them?" Abu Sa'id said, "I do not know what Al-Harauriyya is, 

but I heard the Prophet saying, "There will appear in this nation---- he did not say: From this nation ---- a group 

of people so pious apparently that you will consider your prayers inferior to their prayers, but they will recite 

the Quran, the teachings of which will not go beyond their throats and will go out of their religion as an arrow 

darts through the game, whereupon the archer may look at his arrow, its Nasl at its Risaf and its Fuqa to see 

whether it is blood-stained or not (i.e. they will have not even a trace of Islam in them)."  

 

Muslim (32:6303) - "...he did not hear that exemption was granted in anything what the people speak as lie 

but in three cases: in battle, for bringing reconciliation amongst persons and the narration of the words of 

the husband to his wife, and the narration of the words of a wife to her husband (in a twisted form in order 

to bring reconciliation between them)." 

  

Bukhari (50:369) - Recounts the murder of a poet, Ka'b bin al-Ashraf, at Muhammad's insistence.  The men 

who volunteered for the assassination used dishonesty to gain Ka'b's trust, pretending that they had turned 

against Muhammad.  This drew the victim out of his fortress, whereupon he was brutally slaughtered despite 

putting up a ferocious struggle for his life. 

Volume 5, Book 59, Number 369:  

Narrated Jabir bin 'Abdullah:  

Allah's Apostle said, "Who is willing to kill Ka'b bin Al-Ashraf who has hurt Allah and His Apostle?" 

Thereupon Muhammad bin Maslama got up saying, "O Allah's Apostle! Would you like that I kill him?" 

The Prophet said, "Yes," Muhammad bin Maslama said, "Then allow me to say a (false) thing (i.e. to 
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deceive Kab). "The Prophet said, "You may say it." Then Muhammad bin Maslama went to Kab and said, 

"That man (i.e. Muhammad demands Sadaqa (i.e. Zakat) from us, and he has troubled us, and I have come to 

borrow something from you." On that, Kab said, "By Allah, you will get tired of him!" Muhammad bin 

Maslama said, "Now as we have followed him, we do not want to leave him unless and until we see how his 

end is going to be. Now we want you to lend us a camel load or two of food." (Some difference between 

narrators about a camel load or two.) Kab said, "Yes, (I will lend you), but you should mortgage something to 

me." Muhammad bin Mas-lama and his companion said, "What do you want?" Ka'b replied, "Mortgage your 

women to me." They said, "How can we mortgage our women to you and you are the most handsome of the 

'Arabs?" Ka'b said, "Then mortgage your sons to me." They said, "How can we mortgage our sons to you? Later 

they would be abused by the people's saying that so-and-so has been mortgaged for a camel load of food. That 

would cause us great disgrace, but we will mortgage our arms to you." Muhammad bin Maslama and his 

companion promised Kab that Muhammad would return to him. He came to Kab at night along with Kab's 

foster brother, Abu Na'ila. Kab invited them to come into his fort, and then he went down to them. His wife 

asked him, "Where are you going at this time?" Kab replied, "None but Muhammad bin Maslama and my 

(foster) brother Abu Na'ila have come." His wife said, "I hear a voice as if dropping blood is from him, Ka'b 

said. "They are none but my brother Muhammad bin Maslama and my foster brother Abu Naila. A generous 

man should respond to a call at night even if invited to be killed." Muhammad bin Maslama went with two men. 

(Some narrators mention the men as 'Abu bin Jabr. Al Harith bin Aus and Abbad bin Bishr). So Muhammad bin 

Maslama went in together with two men, and sail to them, "When Ka'b comes, I will touch his hair and smell it, 

and when you see that I have got hold of his head, strip him. I will let you smell his head." Kab bin Al-Ashraf 

came down to them wrapped in his clothes, and diffusing perfume. Muhammad bin Maslama said. " have never 

smelt a better scent than this. Ka'b replied. "I have got the best 'Arab women who know how to use the high 

class of perfume." Muhammad bin Maslama requested Ka'b "Will you allow me to smell your head?" Ka'b said, 

"Yes." Muhammad smelt it and made his companions smell it as well. Then he requested Ka'b again, "Will you 

let me (smell your head)?" Ka'b said, "Yes." When Muhammad got a strong hold of him, he said (to his 
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companions), "Get at him!" So they killed him and went to the Prophet and informed him. (Abu Rafi) was 

killed after Ka'b bin Al-Ashraf."  

 

From Islamic Law: 

  

Reliance of the Traveler (p. 746 - 8.2) -  "Speaking is a means to achieve objectives. If a praiseworthy aim is 

attainable through both telling the truth and lying, it is unlawful to accomplish through lying because there 

is no need for it.  When it is possible to achieve such an aim by lying but not by telling the truth, it is 

permissible to lie if attaining the goal is permissible (N: i.e. when the purpose of lying is to circumvent 

someone who is preventing one from doing something permissible), and obligatory to lie if the goal is 

obligatory... it is religiously precautionary in all cases to employ words that give a misleading impression...  

  

"One should compare the bad consequences entailed by lying to those entailed by telling the truth, and if the 

consequences of telling the truth are more damaging, one is entitled to lie.” 

  

Though not called Taqiyya by name, Muhammad clearly used deception when he signed a 10-year treaty with 

the Meccans that allowed him access to their city while he secretly prepared his own forces for a takeover.  The 

unsuspecting residents were conquered in easy fashion after he broke the treaty two years later, and some of the 

people in the city who had trusted him at his word were executed.  Muslims are trained from birth to deceive. 

  

Another example of lying is when Muhammad used deception to trick his personal enemies into letting down 

their guard and exposing themselves to slaughter by pretending to seek peace.  This happened in the case of 

Ka'b bin al-Ashraf (as previously noted) and again later against Usayr ibn Zarim, a surviving leader of the Banu 
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Nadir tribe, which had been evicted from their home in Medina by the Muslims.  Muslims may not choose to 

accept or reject Muhammad or any act of Muhammad, except on penalty of death for even questioning him. 

  

At the time, Usayr ibn Zarim was attempting to gather an armed force against the Muslims from among a tribe 

allied with the Quraish (against which Muhammad had already declared war).  Muhammad's "emissaries" 

went to ibn Zarim and persuaded him to leave his safe haven on the pretext of meeting with the prophet of 

Islam in Medina to discuss peace.  Once vulnerable, the leader and his thirty companions were massacred by 

the Muslims with ease, belying the probability that they were mostly unarmed, having been given a guarantee 

of safe passage (Ibn Ishaq 981). 

  Such was the reputation of Muslims for lying and then killing that even those who "accepted Islam" did 

not feel entirely safe.  The fate of the Jadhima is tragic evidence for this and a clear message to all non-

Muslims, particularly Americans, Christians and Jews.   

When Muslim "missionaries" approached their tribe one of the members insisted that they would be 

slaughtered even though they had already "converted" to Islam to avoid just such a demise.  However, the 

others were convinced that they could trust the Muslim leader's promise that they would not be harmed if they 

simply offered no resistance.  (After convincing the skeptic to lay down his arms, the unarmed men of the 

tribe were quickly tied up and beheaded - Ibn Ishaq 834 & 837). 

  

Today's Muslims often try to justify Muhammad's murder of poets and others who criticized him at 

Medina by saying that they broke a treaty by their actions.  Yet, these same apologists place little value on 

treaties broken by Muslims.   

From Muhammad to Saddam Hussein, promises made to non-Muslims are distinctly non-binding 

in the Muslim mindset.  This includes oaths to “Defend the U.S. Constitution” and “obey U.S. laws.” 
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  Leaders in the Arab world routinely say one thing to English-speaking audiences and then something 

entirely different to their own people in Arabic.  Yassir Arafat was famous for telling Western newspapers 

about his desire for peace with Israel, then whipping Palestinians into a hateful and violent frenzy against Jews. 

   

The 9/11 hijackers practiced deception by going into bars and drinking alcohol, thus throwing off potential 

suspicion that they were Muslim fundamentalists plotting jihad.  This effort worked so well, in fact, that even 

weeks after 9/11, John Walsh, the popular host of “America’s Most Wanted” national television show, said that 

their bar trips were evidence of 'hypocrisy', since Muslims are forbidden to drink alcohol.  It was planned 

deception, not hypocrisy. 

  

The transmission from 911 Flight 93 records the hijackers telling their doomed passengers that there is 

"a bomb on board" but that everyone will "be safe" as long as "their demands are met."  Obviously none of 

these things were true, but these men, who were so intensely devoted to Islam that they were willing to "slay 

and be slain for the cause of Allah" (as the Qur'an puts it) saw nothing wrong with employing Taqiyya in order 

to facilitate their mission of mass murder. 

  The near absence of Qur'anic verse and reliable Hadith that even encourage truthfulness, much 

less demand it, is somewhat surprising and greatly disappointing in any civilized society where honesty is 

a virtue required for trust and compliance with laws and rules governing the affairs of men, a grave 

disappointment given that many Muslims are convinced that their religion teaches honesty.  In fact, it is because 

of this ingrained belief that many Muslims are quite honest.  When lying is addressed in the Qur'an, it is nearly 

always in reference to the "lies against Allah" - referring to the Jews and Christians who rejected Muhammad's 

claim to being a prophet…THE ONLY Prophet of Allah, the Moon god of Arabia that Muhammad 

conveniently convinced his peers to elevate above 300 “gods” including the co- equal Sun God, who faded. 

 

DEFENDANTS DESTROYING USA NATIONAL SECURITY 
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 APPEASING MUSLIM WAR ENEMIES 

Defendants ignore their own Muslim originated evidence of a national network of mosques used in 

concert against this nation and against all our non-Muslim citizens, that was sufficient to condemn many 

Muslims to prison and shut down many Muslim organizations found guilty of anti – American war activities.  

Defendants ignored all common sense, the U.S. Constitution, and numerous obvious warnings, including 

Exhibits H, I, J, to advocate for Muslims to key positions in Homeland Security, undermining or obliterating all 

efforts of the prior decade to establish security against the very Muslim enemies America is at war against. 

Defendants initiated this instant case by submitting outrageous, dishonest, and highly publicized by the 

local and national Media, their Amicus Curiae Brief intervening in Tennessee Courts unconstitutionally, 

dictatorially forcing upon a Chancery Court completely false points and  false law regarding Muslims and 

Religion they advocated that grants America’s Muslim enemies at war special rights to the detriment and 

destruction of American citizens and the Judeo Christian Religion majority of 80% of all Americans that claim 

as their own personal Religion. 

ADVOCATING FOR MUSLIMS SWORN TO DECEIVE TO ELIMINATE AMERICA  

 

Defendants, armed with this knowledge, proactively, unilaterally, and dishonestly filed a fraudulent 

Amicus Curiae Brief in the Chancery Court for Rutherford County (Exhibit A), to advocate for Muslims 

wanting to build a Mega mosque where area Christians with knowledge of the Holy Land Foundation Trial, and 

overwhelming evidence of Muslim war with America, naturally oppose it, the origins of this instant case. 

Defendants, U.S. Attorney for the Middle District of Tennessee, Jerry Martin,  BPR #20193,  Assistant 

Attorney General Thomas Perez, Civil Rights Division, for the U.S. Department of Justice, and U.S. Attorneys 

Steven H. Rosenbaum, Eric W. Treene, Sean R. Keveney, (under the direction of Attorney General Eric Holder 

who is under the direction of President of the United States Barack Hussein Obama), also for the U.S. 
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Department of Justice, outrageously abusing Federal Government resources and power, created and filed an 

Americus Curiae Brief (Exhibit B) in Chancery Court of Rutherford County Tennessee in October, 2010, 

unilaterally intervening as a “Friend of the Court” during an active trial in process under a presiding Judge in 

the State of Tennessee, specifically a Rutherford County Chancery Court Trial. 

Defendants unilaterally, prematurely, without cause, deliberately  imposed themselves as “expert 

witnesses” and “Muslim Advocates” against a group of U.S. citizens who joined together to follow proper legal 

due process in seeking relief from their grievances from their local Rutherford County Chancery Court. 

Defendants further deliberately, unilaterally, fraudulently representing its position as Experts in Muslim 

and Christian Religion, complete with outrageous threats of certain future expensive lawsuits at taxpayer 

expense  upon all citizens in Middle Tennessee should they fail to heed their Pro Muslim, Anti Christian 

positions advocated, thrusting themselves into the ongoing litigation as incontrovertible “Expert Witnesses” 

persuading and inciting Middle Tennessee citizens and the entire nation to their stated positions through bias 

selected, factually ignorant, mass media reporters, with well known, proven political liberal bias in their favor, 

with obvious intent to publicly degrade and portray as dangerously ignorant the Rutherford County group of 

citizens and their attorneys and supporters, who were simply pursuing proper due process of law. 

Plaintiff carefully studied the U.S. Attorney Brief, finding it “Inimicus Curiae”, a deliberately 

deceptive fraud at best an outrageous distortion of the truth, causing Plaintiff to immediately research, create 

and file an accurate Amicus Curiae Brief with the Rutherford County Chancery Court, (Exhibit C) to expose 

and refute Defendant’s filings and positions advocated by those filings and media publicity campaign. 

Defendant’s unilateral intervention arrogantly and outrageously trampled numerous Civil Rights of 

Plaintiff , every citizen in Middle Tennessee, and of every citizen of every State of the United States of 

America, such Civil Rights guaranteed through Federal and State Constitutional due process granted every U.S. 

citizen, including, but not limited to, our rights to Life, Liberty, the Pursuit of Happiness, by the basic 

expectation and reliance upon our Federal Government to “provide for our common defense”, specifically 

protection from all enemies “foreign and domestic”, including our current, known, publicly declared enemies in 
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a mutually declared war two Presidents have prosecuted by the U.S. Military to kill our enemies, all Muslims, in 

106 countries to date at the cost of precious American lives, yet Muslims, our enemies of war by their choice as 

American Adults, who should never be in positions of Homeland Security, yet are given aid and comfort, while 

Christian Patriots are forced to “sit in the back of the bus” and be driven wherever Muslims choose to drive us.  

Plaintiff asserts immediate need for relief and protection from our known enemies in a global war.  

Defendant Obama stated in his book that should war break out, he would side with Muslims.  He has. 

Plaintiff asserts it is common knowledge in countless information repositories, including Federal Court 

rulings that are included in this instant case, that America is at war with Muslims, a specific group of well 

defined individuals whose birth to Muslim parents gives them no personal freedom of choice, enslaves for life, 

forces “adherence to Islam” or suffer severe beatings or be killed should they choose not to adhere to Islam at 

any time or age in their lives, abuses females outrageously, so a Muslim is denied basic human and Civil Rights 

as Americans and denied the right to be loyal to and have allegiance for our God and Country, or to our citizens.   

These cruel facts are incontrovertible, and deny Muslims basic American Freedom and force them into 

slavery to embrace their Muslim destiny of jihad, exclusive allegiance to the Muslim/Islam government system, 

with published instructions in the Koran that demands performing every Muslim’s personal responsibility to 

murder all Christians, Jews, Americans, employing the Muslim/Islam brutal, seditious, enslaving governmental 

system as its laws openly require it’s people submit to Slavery, submit or be killed. 

Plaintiff asserts the Defendants individually, personally, and collectively, know or should have known 

that the Muslim/Islam inseparable connection is a totalitarian government system known as “Islam”, which is 

not only Unconstitutional Conduct in the United States of America, but literally declared by our nation’s 

Presidents and Congress since 9/11/01 to be declared enemies at war with the United States of America, being 

the only humans killed as enemies in America’s “War against Terror” executed against only Muslim/Islam 

followers in 106 countries.   

Voluntarily imposing itself without being a party to the Chancery Court case, without cause, 

justification, subpoena, or invitation, into a pending State Chancery Court trial in process, thereby makes clear 
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the U.S Attorney and Department of Justice had a sole and exclusive agenda to bully and intimidate the 

Rutherford County Chancellor to find on behalf of the Defendants, against the citizen Plaintiffs, presenting as 

“finding of fact and conclusions of law”, arrogantly unilaterally posing as a Judge in non jury trials, who 

normally issue “findings of fact and conclusions of law”,  that the Muslim/Islam system of government is 

qualified as a Religion in the United States, entitled to preferential treatment over the Christian Religion this 

country was founded upon,  and that denying the building of their mosque in the instant case would certainly 

violate numerous rights of the Muslim/Islamists, such that they would surely prevail in recovering substantial 

damages the County would have to pay if they failed to grant them permission to build their mosque. 

The fact that the Amicus Brief filed by U.S. Attorneys is crafted as a bullying weapon based on 

deliberate, misleading, dishonest information based on outright lies, suppression of truth, deceptive 

manipulation of half truths, and innuendoes, exacerbate the numerous outrageous Constitutional violations of 

Plaintiff, including the trampling of 10th Amendment rights of the people of Tennessee to determine for 

ourselves in our Courts matters not specifically granted the Federal Government, who has limited and 

enumerated powers over issues granted sovereignty to the Federal Government by and through the U.S. 

Constitution, and begs the questions for the Court…”why”? 

Why did the Federal Government impose itself, abusing its power?  Why did it go out of its way to file 

an Inimicus Curiae Brief of Deception under the label of an Amicus Curiae Brief?  More Taqiyya/Kitman? 

Why did it threaten the State Court with notice in their “Amicus Brief” threatening it would not provide 

Federal Defense of a RLUIPA  lawsuit against the County by the Muslim/Islam mosque builder interests?   

Why does our Federal Government advocate on behalf of the Muslim/Islam government system desiring 

to build their Pentagons of Military and Political systems that enslave their followers, deny their family 

members the very basic human rights of Life, Liberty, and the Pursuit of happiness, to the great threat and 

detriment of the 80% of all Americans who claim to believe in God of The Holy Bible, whose rights to identify 

and defeat our nation’s enemies, in our common defense, supercede any rights of the Muslim/Islam system? 
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The incontrovertible evidence submitted herein confirm Defendants proclivity of  “giving aid and 

comfort to the publicly, mutually declared war enemies of the USA” , and therefore also Citizen Pro Se  

Plaintiff Louie E. Johnston Jr., his family, and those in his care.   

  

 

 

 

NEW HISTORICAL PROOF CONFIRMS AMERICA IS THE CHRISTIAN NATION 

Daniel Webster’s first edition of the American Dictionary in 1828 is the sole authority on the language 

meanings or perceptions of the Founding Fathers, and exclusivity of defining their words reside only therein, 

such that all Historical documents from our nation’s founding are mutually confirming in meaning and context 

when viewed only through the correct lens of the language defined by the Dictionary of their time period.   

Plaintiff submits the 1828 Webster Dictionary is supported by both the 1755 English Dictionary of 

Samuel Johnson, and the 1913 Webster Dictionary, and requests a Declaratory Judgment that confirms the 

language of the Founding Father’s time period captured in the 1828 Dictionary is the only qualified source of 

defining their intent in Historical documents using these terms defined by Webster in 1828.   

As an example of the new focus brought by Plaintiff upon the vast difference in the actual meanings of 

words in different time periods over the past 300 years, for all definitions, the word “Covenant” is submitted 

from 1828, 1913, and 2011 to demonstrate the erosion of original meaning lost, changed, or omitted in part in 

order to achieve the purposes of distorting history, perhaps “Academics” with anti-Christian agendas that this 

Court can now correct for our posterity.  

1828 Definition 

COVENANT, n. [L, to come; a coming together; a meeting or agreement of minds.]  

1. A mutual consent or agreement of two or more persons, to do or to forbear some act or thing; a 
contract; stipulation. A covenant is created by deed in writing, sealed and executed; or it may be 
implied in the contract.  
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2. A writing containing the terms of agreement or contract between parties; or the clause of agreement 
in a deed containing the covenant.  
3. In theology, the covenant of works, is that implied in the commands, prohibitions, and promises of 
God; the promise of God to man, that mans perfect obedience should entitle him to happiness. This do, 
and live; that do, and die.  
The covenant of redemption, is the mutual agreement between the Father and Son, respecting the 
redemption of sinners by Christ.  
The covenant of grace, is that by which God engages to bestow salvation on man, upon the condition 
that man shall believe in Christ and yield obedience to the terms of the gospel.  
4. In church affairs, a solemn agreement between the members of a church, that they will walk together 
according to the precepts of the gospel, in brotherly affection.  

COVENANT, v.i. To enter into a formal agreement; to stipulate; to bind ones self by contract. A 
covenants with B to convey to him a certain estate. When the terms are expressed ti has for before the 
thing or price.  

They covenanted with him for thirty pieces of silver. Matthew 26.  

COVENANT, v.t. To grant or promise by covenant. 

1913 Definition 

Covenant (covenant) 
n. (k?v"?-nant) 

Cov"e*nant 
[OF. covenant, fr. F. *** OF. convenir to agree, L. convenire. See Convene.]  

1. A mutual agreement of two or more persons or parties, or one of the stipulations 
in such an agreement.  

Then Jonathan and David made a covenant. 
1 Sam. xviiii. 3.  

Let there be covenants drawn between us. 
Shak. 

If we conclude a peace, 
It shall be with such strict and severe covenants 
As little shall the Frenchmen gain thereby. 
Shak. 

2. An agreement made by the Scottish Parliament in 1638, and by the English 
Parliament in 1643, to preserve the reformed religion in Scotland, and to extirpate 
popery and prelacy] -- usually called the "Solemn League and Covenant."  

He [Wharton] was born in the days of the Covenant, and was the heir of a 
covenanted house. 
Macaulay. 
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3. The promises of God as revealed in the Scriptures, conditioned on certain terms 
on the part of man, as obedience, repentance, faith, etc.  

I will establish my covenant between me and thee and thy seed after thee in their 
generations for an everlasting covenant, to be a God unto thee, and to thy seed 
after thee. 
Gen. xvii. 7. 

4. A solemn compact between members of a church to maintain its faith, discipline, 
etc.  

5. An undertaking, on sufficient consideration, in writing and under seal, to do or to 
refrain from some act or thing; a contract; a stipulation; also, the document or 
writing containing the terms of agreement.  

(b)</< DIV> 

6. To agree (with)] to enter into a formal agreement; to bind one's self by contract; 
to make a stipulation.  

Jupiter covenanted with him, that it should be hot or cold, wet or dry, . . . as the 
tenant should direct. 
L'Estrange.  

And they covenanted with him for thyrty pieces of silver. 
Matt. xxvi. 15. 

Syn. -- To agree; contract; bargain; stipulate. 

7. To grant or promise by covenant.  

My covenant of peace that I covenanted with you. 
Wyclif. 

 
From Websters 2011 Online Dictionary… 

1cov·e·nant 
noun \ˈkəәv-nəәnt, ˈkəә-vəә-\ 
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Definition of COVENANT 
1: a usually formal, solemn, and BINDING agreement : COMPACT  
 
2a : a written agreement or promise usually under seal between two or more parties especially for the PERFORMANCE of 
some action b : the common-law action to recover damages for breach of such a contract  
 
— cov·e·nan·tal \ˌkəә-vəә-ˈnan-təәl\ adjective  

See covenant defined for English-language learners » 
See covenant defined for kids » 

Examples of COVENANT 
1. an international covenant on human rights 
2. The restrictive covenants of the building development prohibit the construction of 

buildings over 30 feet tall. 

Origin of COVENANT 
Middle English, from Anglo-French, from present participle of covenir to be fitting, from Latin convenire  
First Known Use: 14th century 

 

NOTE the difference in this 1913 Dictionary in the word “Religion”, and the definition of 1828 

which completely omits the primary meanings of 1828, absolute proof that the 1828 version alone 

captured the “meaning, intent, minds” of the Founding Fathers as they wrote the Foundation documents 

of our Nation.  Further, this 1913 definition adds significantly new “meanings” never even thought about 

in 1828, while deliberately omitting the original definitions and with it, the original meanings. 

1913 Webster’s Dictionary 

Re`li´gion   Pronunciation: rė`lĭj´ŭn  
n. 1. The outward act or form by which men indicate their recognition of the existence of a god or of gods having power 

over their destiny, to whom obedience, service, and honor are due; the feeling or expression of human love, fear, or 
awe of some superhuman and overruling power, whether by profession of belief, by observance of rites and 
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ceremonies, or by the conduct of life; a system of faith and worship; a manifestation of piety; as, ethical religions; 
monotheistic religions; natural religion; revealed religion; the religion of the Jews; the religion of idol worshipers.  
An orderly life so far as others are able to observe us is now and then produced by prudential motives or by dint of 
habit; but without seriousness there can be no religious principle at the bottom, no course of conduct from religious 
motives; in a word, there can be no religion.  

- Paley. 
Religion [was] not, as too often now, used as equivalent for godliness; but . . . it expressed the outer form and 
embodiment which the inward spirit of a true or a false devotion assumed.  

- Trench. 
Religions, by which are meant the modes of divine worship proper to different tribes, nations, or communities, and 
based on the belief held in common by the members of them severally. . . . There is no living religion without 
something like a doctrine. On the other hand, a doctrine, however elaborate, does not constitute a religion.  

- C. P. Tiele (Encyc. Brit.). 
Religion . . . means the conscious relation between man and God, and the expression of that relation in human 
conduct.  

- J. Köstlin (Schaff-Herzog Encyc. 
After the most straitest sect of our religion I lived a Pharisee.  

- Acts xxvi. 5. 
The image of a brute, adorned 
With gay religions full of pomp and gold.  

- Milton. 
 2. Specifically, conformity in faith and life to the precepts inculcated in the Bible, respecting the conduct of life and duty 

toward God and man; the Christian faith and practice.  
Let us with caution indulge the supposition that morality can be maintained without religion.  

- Washington. 
Religion will attend you . . . as a pleasant and useful companion in every proper place, and every temperate 
occupation of life.  

- Buckminster. 
 3. (R. C. Ch.) A monastic or religious order subject to a regulated mode of life; the religious state; as, to enter religion.  

A good man was there of religion.  
- Chaucer. 

 4. Strictness of fidelity in conforming to any practice, as if it were an enjoined rule of conduct.  
Those parts of pleading which in ancient times might perhaps be material, but at this time are become only mere 
styles and forms, are still continued with much religion.  

- Sir M. Hale. 
Natural religion 
a religion based upon the evidences of a God and his qualities, which is supplied by natural phenomena. See 
Natural theology, under Natural.  

Religion of humanity 
a name sometimes given to a religion founded upon positivism as a philosophical basis.  
Revealed religion 
that which is based upon direct communication of God's will to mankind; especially, the Christian religion, based 
on the revelations recorded in the Old and New Testaments.  
 

Related Words 
“Babi, Babism, Bahaism, Brahmanism, Brahmoism, Buddhism, Buddhology, Chen Yen Buddhism, Christianity, Mariolatry, 

Mariology, Mercersburg theology, Weltanschauung, adoration, anthroposophy, apologetics, articles of religion, canonics, 

catechism, church, churchgoing, communion, conformity, connection, credenda, credo, crisis theology, cult, cultism, 

denomination, devotedness, devotion, devoutness, dialogical theology, divinity, doctrinal statement, doctrinalism, doctrine, 

doctrinism, dogmatics, dutifulness, eschatology, existential theology, faithfulness, formulated belief, gospel, hagiography, 

hagiology, hierology, ideology, ism, logos Christology, logos theology, love of God, natural theology, neoorthodox 
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theology, neoorthodoxy, observance, patristic theology, persuasion, phenomenological theology, physicotheology, 

pietism, piety, piousness, political faith, political philosophy, rationalism, religionism, religiousness, reverence, scholastic 

theology, school, sect, secularism, soteriology, system of belief, systematics, theism, theology, veneration, world view, 

worship, worshipfulness” 

NOTE THAT IN 1913, Related Words to Religion included everything except Islam, Muslim, Muhammadism, 

Mohammetism…nothing remotely related to Islam was a term used that was RELATED TO RELIGION, a new 

discovery that confirms, supports, and proves Plaintiff’s position that the Muslim/Islam belief system was not 

considered RELIGION by our Founding Fathers, or even as late as 1913, but was instead considered a False 

Religion with a False god, created solely by a human, Muhammad, the self- proclaimed prophet of the moon 

god of Arabia, completely contrary to, and a declared enemy of, the Christian Religion of America, with their 

primary spiritual text, the Quran, commanding the murder of all Christians and Jews. 

NOTE THAT IN 1913…God was still defined as THE Supreme Being, God Jehovah, and no other! 

Definition of God  (Websters 1913) 
Pronunciation: gǒd  
a. & 
n. 

1. Good. 

n. 1. A being conceived of as possessing supernatural power, and to be propitiated by sacrifice, worship, etc.; a 
divinity; a deity; an object of worship; an idol.  
He maketh a god, and worshipeth it.  

- Is. xliv. 15. 
The race of Israel . . . bowing lowly down 
To bestial gods.  

- Milton. 
 2. The Supreme Being; the eternal and infinite Spirit, the Creator, and the Sovereign of the universe; Jehovah.  

God is a Spirit; and they that worship him must worship him in spirit and in truth.  
- John iv. 24. 

 3. A person or thing deified and honored as the chief good; an object of supreme regard.  
Whose god is their belly.  

- Phil. iii. 19. 
 4. Figuratively applied to one who wields great or despotic power.  

Act of God 
(Law) See under Act.  
Gallery gods 
the occupants of the highest and cheapest gallery of a theater.  
God's acre 
a burial place; a churchyard. See under Acre.  
God's house 
a -  An almshouse. 
b -  A church. 
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God's penny 
earnest penny.  
God's Sunday 
Easter.  

- Beau. & Fl.   
v. t. 1. To treat as a god; to idolize. 

Related Words 
Aides, Aidoneus, Amen-Ra, Amor, Aphrodite, Apollo, Apollo Musagetes, Ares, Artemis, Ashtoreth, Astarte, Astraea, 

Athena, Atropos, Baal, Bellona, Bragi, Cailleac, Calliope, Castilian Spring, Cerberus, Ceres, Charon, Clio, Clotho, Cora, 

Cupid, Cynthia, Dame Fortune, Davy, Davy Jones, Decuma, Demeter, Despoina, Diana, Dike, Dionysus, Dis, Dis pater, 

Discordia, Donar, Dylan, Earth, Enyo, Erato, Erebus, Eris, Eros, Euterpe, Fata, Fates, Faunus, Fortuna, Frey, Freya, 

Frigg, Gaea, Ge, Hades, Heaven, Hecate, Hekate, Hel, Helicon, Helios, Hera, Hestia, Hippocrene, Hymen, Hyperion, 

Indra, Isis, Juno, Jupiter Fidius, Jupiter Fulgur, Jupiter Pluvius, Jupiter Tonans, Justice, Justitia, Kama, Kore, Lachesis, 

Loki, Love, Luna, Mars, Melpomene, Minerva, Minos, Moirai, Morta, Muse, Nemesis, Neptune, Nereid, Nereus, Nona, 

Norns, Oceanid, Oceanus, Odin, Orcus, Osiris, Pan, Parcae, Parnassus, Persephassa, Persephone, Phoebe, Phoebus, 

Phoebus Apollo, Pierian Spring, Pierides, Pluto, Polyhymnia, Poseidon, Priapus, Pronuba, Proserpina, Proserpine, 

Providence, Ra, Rhadamanthus, Satan, Savitar, Selene, Set, Shamash, Skuld, Sol, Surya, Teleia, Tellus, Terpsichore, 

Terra, Thalia, Themis, Thetis, Thor, Titan, Tiu, Triton, Tyche, Typhon, Tyr, Urdur, Varuna, Vayu, Venus, Verthandi, Vesta, 

Vidar, Vitharr, Weird Sisters, Weirds, Woden, Wotan, Zephyr, Zephyrus, Zeus, afflatus, artistic imagination, ball lightning, 

biosphere, blindfolded Justice, bolt, bolt of lightning, chain lightning, clash, clashing, conception, conflict, contention, corn 

spirit, creative imagination, creative power, creative thought, dark lightning, deep, deity, demigod, demigoddess, 

disaccord, disaffinity, discord, discordance, discordancy, disharmony, divinity, dread rattling thunder, enmity, esemplastic 

imagination, esemplastic power, faun, fertility god, field spirit, fire of genius, fireball, firebolt, flying flame, forest god, 

forked lightning, fresh-water nymph, friction, fulguration, fulmination, genius, geography, geosphere, globe, goddess, hero, 

heroine, idol, immortal, incompatibility, incompatibleness, inharmoniousness, inharmony, inspiration, jangle, jar, kelpie, 

lares and penates, levin bolt, lightning, limniad, man fish, mermaid, merman, mischief, mother earth, muse, mythicization, 

mythification, mythopoeia, naiad, nix, nixie, noncooperation, numen, oak-cleaving thunderbolts, ocean nymph, open 

conflict, panisc, panisca, paniscus, peal of thunder, phoenix, poesy, poetic genius, poetic imagination, power, rub, satyr, 

sea devil, sea god, sea nymph, sea-maid, sea-maiden, seaman, shaping imagination, sheet lightning, silenus, siren, 

spirit, strained relations, stroke of lightning, sylvan deity, tension, terra, terrestrial globe, the Muses, the blue planet, the 

goat god, this pendent world, thunder, thunderball, thunderbolt, thunderclap, thundercrack, thundering, thunderpeal, 
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thunderstorm, thunderstroke, tutelary, undine, unharmoniousness, unpleasantness, vale, vale of tears, vegetation spirit, 

water god, water spirit, water sprite, whole wide world, world 

NOTE IN 1913  neither Allah nor moon god was even considered RELATED to the word God. 

Definition of Apostate (Websters 1913) 
A`pos´tate 
n. 1. One who has forsaken the faith, principles, or party, to which he before adhered; esp., one who has forsaken his 

religion for another; a pervert; a renegade. 
 2. (R. C. Ch.) One who, after having received sacred orders, renounces his clerical profession. 
a. 1. Pertaining to, or characterized by, apostasy; faithless to moral allegiance; renegade.  

So spake the apostate angel.  
- Milton. 

A wretched and apostate state.  
- Steele. 

v. 
i. 

1. To apostatize.  
We are not of them which apostate from Christ.  

- Bp. Hall. 

Related Words 
Sabbath-breaker, atheist, atheistic, backslider, backsliding, blasphemer, blasphemous, bolter, collaborationist, 

collaborative, collaborator, convert, defector, degenerate, demurrer, deserter, disloyal, dissentient, dissident, faithless, 

fallen, fallen from grace, fifth columnist, impious, irreligious, irreverent, lapsed, mugwump, objector, opinionist, opposition 

voice, profanatory, profane, proselyte, protestant, protester, quisling, rat, recidivist, recidivistic, recreant, recusant, 

renegade, renegado, renegate, reversionist, runagate, sacrilegious, sacrilegist, schismatic, seceder, secessionist, 

sectarian, sectary, separatist, strikebreaker, tergiversant, tergiversating, tergiversator, traitor, traitorous, treasonable, 

treasonous, turnabout, turncoat, turntail, undutiful 

Plaintiff respectfully submits and requests new Judicial attention to the following new historical facts 

from Plaintiff’s research of historical documents in the Library of Congress, documented in his book “THE 

Christian Nation Revolution, Regeneration” submitted as Exhibit D, that confirm the terms defined herein alone 

reveal the collective minds of our Founding Fathers who created our U.S. Constitution using these terms, 

therefore to understand what our Founding Fathers intended in the creation of our Constitution and laws, these 

terms must be understood and given all due protection from future language erosion and change that would 

oppose the true intent and meaning of these and all other Historical documents. 

Plaintiff submits Court rulings wrongly based on the definition of terms based upon contemporary 

dictionaries of the past few decades in direct conflict with these Historical terms defined herein, must be 



41 
 

viewed as not having the best information presented to the Court, and allow this new proof to prevail in 

Declaratory Judgments sought. 

Defining “Allah” as “God” in 2011 Webster Dictionaries does not change the Truth that the only 

definition for “God” in the 1828 and prior dictionaries of our Founding Fathers, was  “God Jehovah”, 

and the fact that the words Allah, Muslim, or Islam were not even words used in America in 1828. 

Plaintiff further submits that the Freedom of Religion as defined by our Founding Fathers, extends by 

common sense through their language of their day alone, which are now known as their historical terms as 

defined in 1828, only to “true Religion” and not to “false Religion”, by virtue of the fact they can never co-

exist, as one will always offend the other and the definitions of this 1828 Webster Dictionary make crystal clear 

that Religion in this  “Christian Country” was that of Christians and Jews, literally “Christian” was all inclusive 

to form the unity vital to survival, so it was defined as “all those who believe in God Jehovah and The Holy 

Bible”…in fact ONLY passages of The Holy Bible and no other “scripture” were even considered. 

The Holy Bible scriptures are literally imbedded in these 1828 definitions so as to link them forever to 

the terms therein to leave no doubt that our God in this nation is “God Jehovah of The Holy Bible” only. 

 

1. Webster’s Dictionary 2011 Definitions (for comparison to the Webster 1828 edition) 

Mus·lim 
noun \ˈməәz-ləәm, ˈmu̇s-, ˈmu̇z-\ 
Definition of MUSLIM 
1: an adherent of Islam 
  
Origin of MUSLIM 
 
Arabic muslim, literally, one who submits (to God)  First Known Use: circa 1615 
 
Is·lam 
noun  \is-ˈläm, iz-, -ˈlam, ˈis-ˌ, ˈiz-ˌ\ 
Definition of ISLAM 
1:  the religious faith of Muslims including belief in Allah as the sole deity and in Muhammad as his prophet  
 
2a : the civilization erected upon Islamic faith 
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 b : the group of modern nations in which Islam is the dominant religion  
 
— Is·lam·ic \is-ˈlä-mik, iz-, -ˈla-\ ADJECTIVE   
 
— Is·lam·ics \-miks\ noun plural but singular or plural in construction  
  
Origin of ISLAM 
Arabic islām submission (to the will of God)  
 
First Known Use: 1817 
 
Ko·ran or Quran 
noun \kəә-ˈran, -ˈrän; ˈkȯr-ˌan\ 
Definition of KORAN 
: the book composed of sacred writings accepted by Muslims as revelations made to Muhammad by  
Allah through the angel Gabriel  
 
— Ko·ran·ic also Qu·ran·ic or Qur·'an·ic \kəә-ˈra-nik\ adjective  
  
Variants of KORAN 
Ko·ran also Qur·an or Qur·'an \kəә-ˈran, -ˈrän; ku̇-\ 
Origin of KORAN 
Arabic qur'ān  
First Known Use: circa 1615 
 
 
sha·ria 
noun, often capitalized \shəә-ˈrē-əә\ 
Definition of SHARIA 
: Islamic law based on the Koran  

See sharia defined for English-language learners » 
Variants of SHARIA 
sha·ria also sha·ri'a or sha·ri·ah or sha·ri·'ah \shəә-ˈrē-əә\ 
Origin of SHARIA 
Arabic sharīʽa  
First Known Use: 1855 
 
Bi·ble 
noun \ˈbī-bəәl\ 
Definition of BIBLE 
1capitalized  
a : the sacred scriptures of Christians comprising the Old Testament and the New Testament  
b : the sacred scriptures of some other religion (as Judaism)  
2 obsolete : BOOK  
3 capitalized : a copy or an edition of the Bible  
4: a publication that is preeminent especially in authoritativeness or wide readership <the fisherman's bible> 
<the bible of the entertainment industry>  
 Examples of BIBLE 
She gave each of her grandchildren a Bible. 
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The book is famous among foodies—it's the gourmet's bible. 
The magazine is now considered the bible of the plastics industry. 
Origin of BIBLE 
Middle English, from Old French, from Medieval Latin biblia, from Greek, plural of biblion book, diminutive 
of byblos papyrus, book, from Byblos, ancient Phoenician city from which papyrus was exported  
First Known Use: 14th century 
 
Mu·ham·mad·an 
adj \mō-ˈha-məә-dəәn, -ˈhä- also mü-\ 
Definition of MUHAMMADAN 
: of or relating to Muhammad or Islam  
— Muhammadan noun  
— Mu·ham·mad·an·ism \-dəә-ˌni-zəәm\ noun  
First Known Use of MUHAMMADAN  1681 
 
Je·sus 
noun  
\ˈjē-zəәs, -zəәz also -ˌzəәs and -ˌzəәz\ 
Definition of JESUS 
1: the Jewish religious teacher whose life, death, and resurrection as reported by the Evangelists are the basis of 
the Christian message of salvation —called also Jesus Christ  
2Christian Science : the highest human corporeal concept of the divine idea rebuking and destroying error and 
bringing to light man's immortality  
Origin of JESUS 
Late Latin, from Greek Iēsous, from Hebrew Yēshūaʽ  
First Known Use: before 12th century 
 
god 
noun \ˈgäd also ˈgȯd\ 
Definition of GOD 
1 capitalized : the supreme or ultimate reality: as  
a : the Being perfect in power, wisdom, and goodness who is worshipped as creator and ruler of the universe 
b Christian Science : the incorporeal divine Principle ruling over all as eternal Spirit : infinite Mind  
 
2 : a being or object believed to have more than natural attributes and powers and to require human worship; 
specifically : one controlling a particular aspect or part of reality  
 
3 : a person or thing of supreme value  
 
4 : a powerful ruler  
Examples of GOD 
Does she believe in God? 
I pray to God that no one was seriously injured in the accident. 
the gods and goddesses of ancient Egypt 
a myth about the god of war 
an offering for the gods 
a professor who was regarded as a kind of god 
a guitar god like Jimi Hendrix 
Origin of GOD 
Middle English, from Old English; akin to Old High German got god  
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First Known Use: before 12th century 
 
Al·lah 
noun  
\ˈä-ləә, ˈa-ləә, ˈä-ˌlä, ä-ˈlä\ 
Definition of ALLAH 
: GOD 1a —used in Islam 
Origin of ALLAH 
Arabic allāh  
 
First Known Use: 1584 
 
Muhammad, in full Abū al-Qāsim Muḥammad ibn ʿAbd Allāh ibn ʿAbd al-Muṭṭalib ibn Hāshim  (born 
570, Mecca, Arabia [now in Saudi Arabia]—died June 8, 632, Medina), Arab prophet who established the 
religion of Islam. 
 
The son of a merchant of the ruling tribe, he was orphaned at age six. He married a rich widow, Khadījah, with 
whom he had six children, including Fāṭimah, a daughter. According to tradition, in 610 he was visited by the 
“angel of light” in a cave, who alone informed Muhammad that he was the messenger of God.   His revelations 
and teachings, recorded in the Qurʾān. 	  
	  
PLAINTIFF NOTES:  	  
2 Corinthians 11:14-15 states…”satan himself masquerades as an angel of light. It is not surprising then, if his 
servants masquerade as servants of righteousness.”	  

	  

 

 

 

2. DANIEL WEBSTER’S FIRST AMERICAN DICTIONARY OF 1828 
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1828 Dictionary, Webster’s First Edition 

 
 

 

Webster considered "education useless without 
the Bible" and while he cautioned against too 
extensive use of the Bible in the schools as 
"tending to irreverence" he reiterated... 

"In my view, the Christian religion is the most 
important and one of the first things in which 
all children, under a free government ought to 
be instructed... No truth is more evident to my 
mind than that the Christian religion must be 

the basis of any government intended to secure 
the rights and privileges of a free people." 

 
  Preface to Webster's 1828 Dictionary 
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OMISSIONS FROM 1828 DICTIONARY CONFIRM RELIGION V FALSE RELIGIONS 

“Muslim, Islam, Allah” are not even words with enough impact to even be included in this 1828 Webster 
Dictionary, the first American Edition!   Christianity is embedded throughout while no other “gods” or 
“religion” are even considered or known by Founding Fathers!  The extent of their knowledge of Muslims was 
the Barbary Coast Pirates off the Tripoli coast capturing Christian Americans to sell as slaves and pirating our 
freighter ships at will.  

ENTRIES DIRECTLY FROM THE 1828 WEBSTER DICTIONARY 

Mohammedanism	  
n.	  The	  religion	  or	  doctrines	  and	  precepts	  of	  Mohammed,	  contained	  in	  a	  book	  called	  the	  Koran	  or	  Alkoran.	  	  	  
Mohammedanize	  
v.t.	  To	  render	  conformable	  to	  the	  modes	  or	  principles	  of	  the	  Mohammedans.	  	  
Islamism	  
n.	  The	  true	  faith,	  according	  to	  the	  Mohammedans;	  Mohammedanism.	  	  
	  
God	  
n.	  	  
1.	  The	  Supreme	  Being;	  Jehovah;	  the	  eternal	  and	  infinite	  spirit,	  the	  creator,	  and	  the	  sovereign	  of	  the	  universe.	  
	  
God	  is	  a	  spirit;	  and	  they	  that	  worship	  him,	  must	  worship	  him	  in	  spirit	  and	  in	  truth.	  	  
John	  4.	  
	  
2.	  A	  false	  god;	  a	  heathen	  deity;	  an	  idol.	  
	  
Fear	  not	  the	  gods	  of	  the	  Amorites.	  Judges	  6.	  
	  
3.	  A	  prince;	  a	  ruler;	  a	  magistrate	  or	  judge;	  an	  angel.	  Thou	  shalt	  not	  revile	  the	  gods,	  nor	  curse	  the	  ruler	  of	  thy	  
people.	  Ex.	  22.	  Ps.97.	  
	  
[Gods	  here	  is	  a	  bad	  translation.]	  
	  
4.	  Any	  person	  or	  thing	  exalted	  too	  much	  in	  estimation,	  or	  deified	  and	  honored	  as	  the	  chief	  good.	  
	  
Whose	  god	  is	  their	  belly.	  Phil.3.	  
	  
God,	  v.t.	  To	  deify.	  [Not	  used.]	  	  
	  
Godhead	  
n.	  god'hed.	  
	  
1.	  Godship;	  deity;	  divinity;	  divine	  nature	  or	  essence;	  applied	  to	  the	  true	  God,	  and	  to	  heathen	  deities.	  
	  
2.	  A	  deity	  in	  person;	  a	  god	  or	  goddess.	  	  
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Christian	  
n.	  
1.	  A	  believer	  in	  the	  religion	  of	  Christ.	  
2.	  A	  professor	  of	  his	  belief	  in	  the	  religion	  of	  Christ.	  
3.	  A	  real	  disciple	  of	  Christ;	  one	  who	  believes	  in	  the	  truth	  of	  the	  Christian	  religion,	  and	  studies	  to	  follow	  the	  
example,	  and	  obey	  the	  precepts,	  of	  Christ;	  a	  believer	  in	  Christ	  who	  is	  characterized	  by	  real	  piety.	  
	  
4.	  In	  a	  general	  sense,	  the	  word	  Christians	  includes	  all	  who	  are	  born	  in	  a	  	  
Christian	  country	  or	  of	  Christian	  parents.	  
	  
Christian,	  a.	  [See	  the	  Noun.]	  
	  
1.	  Pertaining	  to	  Christ,	  taught	  by	  him,	  or	  received	  from	  him;	  as	  the	  Christian	  religion;	  Christian	  doctrines.	  
	  
2.	  Professing	  the	  religion	  of	  Christ;	  as	  a	  Christian	  friend.	  
	  
3.	  Belonging	  to	  the	  religion	  of	  Christ;	  relating	  to	  Christ,	  or	  to	  his	  doctrines,	  precepts	  and	  example;	  as	  Christian	  
profession	  and	  practice.	  
	  
4.	  Pertaining	  to	  the	  church;	  ecclesiastical;	  as	  courts	  Christian.	  
	  
Christian,	  v.t.	  To	  baptize.	  	  
	  
Religion	  
n.	  relij'on.	  [L.	  religio,	  from	  religo,	  to	  bind	  anew;	  re	  and	  ligo,	  to	  bind.	  This	  word	  seems	  originally	  to	  have	  
signified	  an	  oath	  or	  vow	  to	  the	  gods,	  or	  the	  obligation	  of	  such	  an	  oath	  or	  vow,	  which	  was	  held	  very	  sacred	  by	  
the	  Romans.]	  
	  
1.	  Religion,	  in	  its	  most	  comprehensive	  sense,	  includes	  a	  belief	  in	  the	  being	  and	  perfections	  of	  God,	  in	  the	  
revelation	  of	  his	  will	  to	  man,	  in	  man's	  obligation	  to	  obey	  his	  commands,	  in	  a	  state	  of	  reward	  and	  punishment,	  
and	  in	  man's	  accountableness	  to	  God;	  and	  also	  true	  godliness	  or	  piety	  of	  life,	  with	  the	  practice	  of	  all	  moral	  
duties.	  It	  therefore	  comprehends	  theology,	  as	  a	  system	  of	  doctrines	  or	  principles,	  as	  well	  as	  practical	  piety;	  for	  
the	  practice	  of	  moral	  duties	  without	  a	  belief	  in	  a	  divine	  lawgiver,	  and	  without	  reference	  to	  his	  will	  or	  
commands,	  is	  not	  religion.	  
	  
2.	  Religion,	  as	  distinct	  from	  theology,	  is	  godliness	  or	  real	  piety	  in	  practice,	  consisting	  in	  the	  performance	  of	  all	  
known	  duties	  to	  God	  and	  our	  fellow	  men,	  in	  obedience	  to	  divine	  command,	  or	  from	  love	  to	  God	  and	  his	  law.	  
James	  1.	  
	  
3.	  Religion,	  as	  distinct	  from	  virtue,	  or	  morality,	  consists	  in	  the	  performance	  of	  the	  duties	  we	  owe	  directly	  to	  
God,	  from	  a	  principle	  of	  obedience	  to	  his	  will.	  Hence	  we	  often	  speak	  of	  religion	  and	  virtue,	  as	  different	  
branches	  of	  one	  system,	  or	  the	  duties	  of	  the	  first	  and	  second	  tables	  of	  the	  law.	  
	  
Let	  us	  with	  caution	  indulge	  the	  supposition,	  that	  morality	  can	  be	  maintained	  without	  religion.	  
	  
4.	  “Any	  system	  of	  faith	  and	  worship.	  In	  this	  sense,	  religion	  comprehends	  the	  belief	  and	  worship	  of	  pagans	  and	  
Mohammedans,	  as	  well	  as	  of	  Christians;	  any	  religion	  consisting	  in	  the	  belief	  of	  a	  superior	  power	  or	  powers	  
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governing	  the	  world,	  and	  in	  the	  worship	  of	  such	  power	  or	  powers.	  Thus	  we	  speak	  of	  the	  religion	  of	  the	  Turks,	  of	  
the	  Hindoos,	  of	  the	  Indians,	  &	  c.	  as	  well	  as	  of	  the	  Christian	  religion.	  We	  speak	  of	  false	  religion,	  as	  well	  as	  of	  true	  
religion.”	  
	  
5.	  The	  rites	  of	  religion;	  in	  the	  plural.	  	  
	  
Comprehend	  
v.t.	  Literally,	  to	  take	  in;	  to	  take	  with,	  or	  together.	  
	  
1.	  To	  contain;	  to	  include;	  to	  comprise.	  
	  
The	  empire	  of	  Great	  Britain	  comprehends	  England,	  Scotland	  and	  Ireland,	  with	  their	  dependencies.	  
	  
2.	  To	  imply;	  to	  contain	  or	  include	  by	  implication	  or	  construction.	  
	  
“If	  there	  be	  any	  other	  commandment,	  it	  is	  briefly	  comprehended	  in	  this	  saying,	  thou	  shalt	  love	  thy	  neighbor	  as	  
thyself”.	  Rom.	  13.	  
	  
3.	  To	  understand;	  to	  conceive;	  that	  is,	  to	  take,	  hold	  or	  contain	  in	  the	  mind;	  to	  possess	  or	  to	  have	  in	  idea;	  
according	  to	  the	  popular	  phrase,	  I	  take	  your	  meaning.	  
	  
God	  doeth	  great	  things,	  which	  we	  cannot	  comprehend.	  Job	  37.	  
	  
It	  is	  not	  always	  safe	  to	  disbelieve	  a	  proposition	  or	  statement,	  because	  we	  do	  not	  comprehend	  it.	  	  
	  
Falsely	  
adv.	  fols'ly.	  
	  
1.	  In	  a	  manner	  contrary	  to	  truth	  and	  fact;	  not	  truly;	  as,	  to	  speak	  or	  swear	  falsely;	  to	  testify	  falsely.	  
	  
2.	  Treacherously;	  perfidiously.	  
	  
Swear	  to	  me	  -‐	  that	  thou	  wilt	  not	  deal	  falsely	  with	  me.	  Gen.	  21.	  
	  
3.	  Erroneously;	  by	  mistake.	  	  
	  
Perfidiously	  
adv.	  Treacherously;	  traitorously;	  by	  breach	  of	  faith	  or	  allegiance.	  	  
Treacherously	  
adv.	  trech'erously.	  By	  violating	  allegiance	  or	  faith	  pledged;	  by	  betraying	  a	  trust;	  faithlessly;	  perfidiously;	  as,	  to	  
surrender	  a	  fort	  to	  an	  enemy	  treacherously;	  to	  disclose	  a	  secret	  treacherously.	  
	  
You	  treacherously	  practic'd	  to	  undo	  me.	  
Traitorously	  
adv.	  In	  violation	  of	  allegiance	  and	  trust;	  treacherously;	  perfidiously.	  
	  
They	  had	  traitorously	  endeavored	  to	  subvert	  the	  fundamental	  laws.	  	  
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Falseness	  
n.	  fols'ness.	  
	  
1.	  Want	  of	  integrity	  and	  veracity,	  either	  in	  principle	  or	  in	  act;	  as	  the	  falseness	  of	  a	  man's	  heart,	  or	  his	  falseness	  
to	  his	  word.	  
	  
2.	  Duplicity;	  deceit;	  double-‐dealing.	  
	  
3.	  Unfaithfulness;	  treachery;	  perfidy;	  traitorousness.	  
	  
The	  prince	  is	  in	  no	  danger	  of	  being	  betrayed	  by	  the	  falseness,	  or	  cheated	  by	  the	  avarice	  of	  such	  a	  servant.	  	  
	  
Integrity	  
n.	  [L.	  integritas,	  from	  integer.]	  
	  
1.	  Wholeness;	  entireness;	  unbroken	  state.	  The	  constitution	  of	  the	  U.States	  guaranties	  to	  each	  state	  the	  
integrity	  of	  its	  territories.	  The	  contracting	  parties	  guarantied	  the	  integrity	  of	  the	  empire.	  
	  
2.	  The	  entire,	  unimpaired	  state	  of	  any	  thing,	  particularly	  of	  the	  mind;	  moral	  soundness	  or	  purity;	  
incorruptness;	  uprightness;	  honesty.	  Integrity	  comprehends	  the	  whole	  moral	  character,	  but	  has	  a	  special	  
reference	  to	  uprightness	  in	  mutual	  dealings,	  transfers	  of	  property,and	  agencies	  for	  others.	  
	  
The	  moral	  grandeur	  of	  independent	  integrity	  is	  the	  sublimest	  thing	  in	  nature,	  before	  which	  the	  pomp	  of	  
eastern	  magnificence	  and	  the	  splendor	  of	  conquest	  are	  odious	  as	  well	  as	  perishable.	  
	  
3.	  Purity;	  genuine,	  unadulterated,	  unimpaired	  state;	  as	  the	  integrity	  of	  language.	  	  
	  
Odious	  
a.	  [L.	  odiosus,	  from	  odi,	  I	  hated,	  Eng.	  hate.]	  
	  
1.	  Hateful;	  deserving	  hatred.	  It	  expresses	  something	  less	  than	  detestable	  and	  abominable;	  as	  an	  odious	  name;	  
odious	  vice.	  
	  
All	  wickedness	  is	  odious.	  
	  
2.	  Offensive	  to	  the	  senses;	  disgusting;	  as	  an	  odious	  sight;	  an	  odious	  smell.	  
	  
3.	  Causing	  hate;	  invidious;	  as,	  to	  utter	  odious	  truth.	  
	  
4.	  Exposed	  to	  hatred.	  
	  
He	  rendered	  himself	  odious	  to	  the	  parliament.	  	  
	  
Eastern	  
a.	  Oriental;	  being	  or	  dwelling	  in	  the	  east;	  as	  eastern	  kings;	  eastern	  countries;	  eastern	  nations.	  
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1.	  Situated	  towards	  the	  east;	  on	  the	  east	  part;	  as	  the	  eastern	  side	  of	  a	  town	  or	  church;	  the	  eastern	  gate.	  
	  
2.	  Going	  towards	  the	  east,or	  in	  the	  direction	  of	  east;	  as	  an	  eastern	  voyage.	  
	  
	  
Veracity	  
n.	  [L.	  verax,	  from	  verus,	  true.]	  
	  
1.	  Habitual	  observance	  of	  truth,	  or	  habitual	  truth;	  as	  a	  man	  of	  veracity.	  His	  veracity	  is	  not	  called	  in	  question.	  
The	  question	  of	  the	  court	  is,	  whether	  you	  know	  the	  witness	  to	  be	  a	  man	  of	  veracity.	  We	  rely	  on	  history,	  when	  
we	  have	  confidence	  in	  the	  veracity	  and	  industry	  of	  the	  historian.	  
	  
"The	  veracity	  of	  facts."	  is	  not	  correct	  language.	  Truth	  is	  applicable	  to	  men	  and	  to	  facts;	  veracity	  to	  men	  only,	  or	  
to	  sentient	  beings.	  
	  
2.	  Invariable	  expression	  of	  truth;	  as	  the	  veracity	  of	  our	  senses.	  	  
	  
Pagan	  
n.	  [L.	  paganus,	  a	  peasant	  or	  countryman,	  from	  pagus,	  a	  village.]	  A	  heathen;	  a	  Gentile;	  an	  idolater;	  one	  who	  
worships	  false	  gods.	  This	  word	  was	  originally	  applied	  to	  the	  inhabitants	  of	  the	  country,	  who	  on	  the	  first	  
propagation	  of	  the	  christian	  religion	  adhered	  to	  the	  worship	  of	  false	  gods,	  or	  refused	  to	  receive	  christianity,	  
after	  it	  had	  been	  received	  by	  the	  inhabitants	  of	  the	  cities.	  In	  like	  manner,	  heathen	  signifies	  an	  inhabitant	  of	  the	  
heath	  or	  woods,	  and	  caffer,	  in	  Arabic,	  signifies	  the	  inhabitant	  of	  a	  hut	  or	  cottage,	  and	  one	  that	  does	  not	  
receive	  the	  religion	  of	  Mohammed.	  Pagan	  is	  used	  to	  distinguish	  one	  from	  a	  Christian	  and	  a	  Mohammedan.	  
	  
Pagan,	  a.	  Heathen;	  heathenish;	  Gentile;	  noting	  a	  person	  who	  worships	  false	  gods.	  
	  
1.	  Pertaining	  to	  the	  worship	  of	  false	  gods.	  	  
	  
System	  
n.	  [L.	  systema;	  Gr.	  to	  set.]	  
	  
1.	  An	  assemblage	  of	  things	  adjusted	  into	  a	  regular	  whole;	  or	  a	  whole	  plan	  or	  scheme	  consisting	  of	  many	  parts	  
connected	  in	  such	  a	  manner	  as	  to	  create	  a	  chain	  of	  mutual	  dependencies;	  or	  a	  regular	  union	  of	  principles	  or	  
parts	  forming	  one	  entire	  thing.	  Thus	  we	  say,	  a	  system	  of	  logic,	  a	  system	  of	  philosophy,	  a	  system	  of	  
government,	  a	  system	  of	  principles,	  the	  solar	  system,	  the	  Copernican	  system,	  a	  system	  of	  divinity,	  a	  system	  of	  
law,	  a	  system	  of	  morality,	  a	  system	  of	  husbandry,	  a	  system	  of	  botany	  or	  of	  chimistry.	  
	  
2.	  Regular	  method	  or	  order.	  
	  
	  
Faith	  
n.	  [L.	  fides,	  fido,	  to	  trust;	  Gr.	  to	  persuade,	  to	  draw	  towards	  any	  thing,	  to	  conciliate;	  to	  believe,	  to	  obey.	  In	  the	  
Greek	  Lexicon	  of	  Hederic	  it	  is	  said,	  the	  primitive	  signification	  of	  the	  verb	  is	  to	  bind	  and	  draw	  or	  lead,	  as	  
signifies	  a	  rope	  or	  cable.	  But	  this	  remark	  is	  a	  little	  incorrect.	  The	  sense	  of	  the	  verb,	  from	  which	  that	  of	  rope	  and	  
binding	  is	  derived,	  is	  to	  strain,	  to	  draw,	  and	  thus	  to	  bind	  or	  make	  fast.	  A	  rope	  or	  cable	  is	  that	  which	  makes	  fast.	  
Heb.]	  
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1.	  Belief;	  the	  assent	  of	  the	  mind	  to	  the	  truth	  of	  what	  is	  declared	  by	  another,	  resting	  on	  his	  authority	  and	  
veracity,	  without	  other	  evidence;	  the	  judgment	  that	  what	  another	  states	  or	  testifies	  is	  the	  truth.	  I	  have	  strong	  
faith	  or	  no	  faith	  in	  the	  testimony	  of	  a	  witness,	  or	  in	  what	  a	  historian	  narrates.	  
	  
2.	  The	  assent	  of	  the	  mind	  to	  the	  truth	  of	  a	  proposition	  advanced	  by	  another;	  belief,	  or	  probable	  evidence	  of	  
any	  kind.	  
	  
3.	  In	  theology,	  the	  assent	  of	  the	  mind	  or	  understanding	  to	  the	  truth	  of	  what	  God	  has	  revealed.	  Simple	  belief	  of	  
the	  scriptures,	  of	  the	  being	  and	  perfections	  of	  God,	  and	  of	  the	  existence,	  character	  and	  doctrines	  of	  Christ,	  
founded	  on	  the	  testimony	  of	  the	  sacred	  writers,	  is	  called	  historical	  or	  speculative	  faith;	  a	  faith	  little	  
distinguished	  from	  the	  belief	  of	  the	  existence	  and	  achievements	  of	  Alexander	  or	  of	  Cesar.	  
	  
4.	  Evangelical,	  justifying,	  or	  saving	  faith,	  is	  the	  assent	  of	  the	  mind	  to	  the	  truth	  of	  divine	  revelation,	  on	  the	  
authority	  of	  God's	  testimony,	  accompanied	  with	  a	  cordial	  assent	  of	  the	  will	  or	  approbation	  of	  the	  heart;	  an	  
entire	  confidence	  or	  trust	  in	  God's	  character	  and	  declarations,	  and	  in	  the	  character	  and	  doctrines	  of	  Christ,	  
with	  an	  unreserved	  surrender	  of	  the	  will	  to	  his	  guidance,	  and	  dependence	  on	  his	  merits	  for	  salvation.	  In	  other	  
words,	  that	  firm	  belief	  of	  God's	  testimony,	  and	  of	  the	  truth	  of	  the	  gospel,	  which	  influences	  the	  will,	  and	  leads	  
to	  an	  entire	  reliance	  on	  Christ	  for	  salvation.	  
	  
“Being	  justified	  by	  faith”.	  Rom.	  5.	  
	  
“Without	  faith	  it	  is	  impossible	  to	  please	  God”.	  Heb.	  11.	  
	  
“For	  we	  walk	  by	  faith,	  and	  not	  by	  sight”.	  2Cor.	  5.	  
	  
“With	  the	  heart	  man	  believeth	  to	  righteousness”.	  Rom.	  10.	  
	  
“The	  faith	  of	  the	  gospel	  is	  that	  emotion	  of	  the	  mind,	  which	  is	  called	  trust	  or	  confidence,	  exercised	  towards	  the	  
moral	  character	  of	  God,	  and	  particularly	  of	  the	  Savior”.	  
Faith	  is	  an	  affectionate	  practical	  confidence	  in	  the	  testimony	  of	  God.	  	  Faith	  is	  a	  firm,	  cordial	  belief	  in	  the	  
veracity	  of	  God,	  in	  all	  the	  declarations	  of	  his	  word;	  or	  a	  full	  and	  affectionate	  confidence	  in	  the	  certainty	  of	  
those	  things	  which	  God	  has	  declared,	  and	  because	  he	  has	  declared	  them.	  
	  
5.	  The	  object	  of	  belief;	  a	  doctrine	  or	  system	  of	  doctrines	  believed;	  a	  system	  of	  revealed	  truths	  received	  by	  
Christians.	  
	  
“They	  heard	  only,	  that	  he	  who	  persecuted	  us	  in	  times	  past,	  now	  preacheth	  the	  faith	  which	  once	  he	  destroyed”.	  
Gal.	  1.	  
	  
6.	  The	  promises	  of	  God,	  or	  his	  truth	  and	  faithfulness.	  
	  
“shall	  their	  unbelief	  make	  the	  faith	  of	  God	  without	  effect?”	  Rom.	  3.	  
	  
7.	  An	  open	  profession	  of	  gospel	  truth.	  
	  
“Your	  faith	  is	  spoken	  of	  throughout	  the	  whole	  world”.	  Rom.	  1.	  
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8.	  A	  persuasion	  or	  belief	  of	  the	  lawfulness	  of	  things	  indifferent.	  
	  
“Hast	  thou	  faith?	  Have	  it	  to	  thyself	  before	  God”.	  Rom	  14.	  
	  
9.	  Faithfulness;	  fidelity;	  a	  strict	  adherence	  to	  duty	  and	  fulfillment	  of	  promises.	  
	  
Her	  failing,	  while	  her	  faith	  to	  me	  remains,	  I	  would	  conceal.	  
	  
“Children	  in	  whom	  is	  no	  faith”.	  Deut.	  32.	  
	  
10.	  Word	  or	  honor	  pledged;	  promise	  given;	  fidelity.	  He	  violated	  his	  plighted	  faith.	  
	  
For	  you	  alone	  I	  broke	  my	  faith	  with	  injured	  Palamon.	  
	  
11.	  Sincerity;	  honesty;	  veracity;	  faithfulness.	  We	  ought	  in	  good	  faith,	  to	  fulfill	  all	  our	  engagements.	  
	  
12.	  Credibility	  or	  truth.	  Unusual.]	  
	  
The	  faith	  of	  the	  foregoing	  narrative.	  	  
	  
Worship	  
n.	  [See	  Worth.]	  
	  
1.	  Excellence	  of	  character;	  dignity;	  worth;	  worthiness.	  
	  
-‐-‐Elfin	  born	  of	  noble	  state,	  and	  muckle	  worship	  in	  his	  native	  land.	  
	  
In	  this	  sense,	  the	  word	  is	  nearly	  or	  quite	  obsolete;	  but	  hence,	  
	  
2.	  A	  title	  of	  honor,	  used	  in	  addresses	  to	  certain	  magistrates	  and	  other	  of	  respectable	  character.	  
	  
My	  father	  desires	  your	  worships	  company.	  
	  
3.	  A	  term	  of	  ironical	  respect.	  
	  
4.	  Chiefly	  and	  eminently,	  the	  act	  of	  paying	  divine	  honors	  to	  the	  Supreme	  Being;	  or	  the	  reverence	  and	  homage	  
paid	  to	  him	  in	  religious	  exercises,	  consisting	  in	  adoration,	  confession,	  prayer,	  thanksgiving	  and	  the	  like.	  
	  
The	  worship	  of	  God	  is	  an	  eminent	  part	  of	  religion.	  
	  
Prayer	  is	  a	  chief	  part	  of	  religious	  worship.	  
	  
5.	  The	  homage	  paid	  to	  idols	  or	  false	  gods	  by	  pagans;	  as	  the	  worship	  of	  Isis.	  
	  
6.	  Honor;	  respect;	  civil	  deference.	  
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“Then	  shalt	  thou	  have	  worship	  in	  the	  presence	  of	  them	  that	  sit	  at	  meat	  with	  thee”.	  Luke	  14.	  
	  
7.	  Idolatry	  of	  lovers;	  obsequious	  or	  submissive	  respect.	  
	  
Worship,	  v.t.	  
	  
1.	  To	  adore;	  to	  pay	  divine	  honors	  to;	  to	  reverence	  with	  supreme	  respect	  and	  veneration.	  
	  
“Thou	  shalt	  worship	  no	  other	  God”.	  Exodus	  34.	  
	  
2.	  To	  respect;	  to	  honor;	  to	  treat	  with	  civil	  reverence.	  
	  
Nor	  worshipd	  with	  a	  waxen	  epitaph.	  
	  
3.	  To	  honor	  with	  extravagant	  love	  and	  extreme	  submission;	  as	  a	  lover.	  
	  
With	  bended	  knees	  I	  daily	  worship	  her.	  
	  
Worship,	  v.i.	  
	  
1.	  To	  perform	  acts	  of	  adoration.	  
	  
2.	  To	  perform	  religious	  service.	  
	  
Our	  fathers	  worshiped	  in	  this	  mountain.	  John	  4.	  	  
 
Life	  
n.	  plu	  lives.	  [See	  Live.]	  
	  
1.	  In	  a	  general	  sense,	  that	  state	  of	  animals	  and	  plants,	  or	  of	  an	  organized	  being,	  in	  which	  its	  natural	  functions	  
and	  motions	  are	  performed,	  or	  in	  which	  its	  organs	  are	  capable	  of	  performing	  their	  functions.	  A	  tree	  is	  not	  
destitute	  of	  life	  in	  winter,	  when	  the	  functions	  of	  its	  organs	  are	  suspended;	  nor	  man	  during	  a	  swoon	  or	  
syncope;	  nor	  strictly	  birds,	  quadrupeds	  or	  serpents	  during	  their	  torpitude	  in	  winter.	  They	  are	  not	  strictly	  dead,	  
till	  the	  functions	  of	  their	  organs	  are	  incapable	  of	  being	  renewed.	  
	  
2.	  In	  animals,	  animation;	  vitality;	  and	  in	  man,	  that	  state	  of	  being	  in	  which	  the	  soul	  and	  body	  are	  united.	  
	  
He	  entreated	  me	  not	  to	  take	  his	  life.	  
	  
3.	  In	  plants,	  the	  state	  in	  which	  they	  grow	  or	  are	  capable	  of	  growth,	  by	  means	  of	  the	  circulation	  of	  the	  sap.	  The	  
life	  of	  an	  oak	  may	  be	  two,	  three,	  or	  four	  hundred	  years.	  
	  
4.	  The	  present	  state	  of	  existence;	  the	  time	  from	  birth	  to	  death.	  The	  life	  of	  man	  seldom	  exceeds	  seventy	  years.	  
	  
If	  in	  this	  life	  only	  we	  have	  hope	  in	  Christ,	  we	  are	  of	  all	  men	  most	  miserable.	  1Cor.	  15.	  
	  
5.	  Manner	  of	  living;	  conduct;	  deportment,	  in	  regard	  to	  morals.	  
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I	  will	  teach	  my	  family	  to	  lead	  good	  lives.	  
	  
6.	  Condition;	  course	  of	  living,	  in	  regard	  to	  happiness	  and	  misery.	  We	  say,	  a	  man's	  life	  has	  been	  a	  series	  of	  
prosperity,	  or	  misfortune.	  
	  
7.	  Blood,	  the	  supposed	  vehicle	  of	  animation.	  
	  
And	  the	  warm	  life	  came	  issuing	  through	  the	  wound.	  
	  
8.	  Animals	  in	  general;	  animal	  being.	  
	  
Full	  nature	  swarms	  with	  life.	  
	  
9.	  System	  of	  animal	  nature.	  
	  
Lives	  through	  all	  life.	  
	  
10.	  Spirit;	  animation;	  briskness;	  vivacity;	  resolution.	  
	  
They	  have	  no	  notion	  of	  life	  and	  fire	  in	  fancy	  and	  words.	  
	  
11.	  The	  living	  form;	  real	  person	  or	  state;	  in	  opposition	  to	  a	  copy;	  as,	  a	  picture	  is	  taken	  from	  the	  life;	  a	  
description	  from	  the	  life.	  
	  
12.	  Exact	  resemblance;	  with	  to,	  before	  life.	  
	  
His	  portrait	  is	  draw	  to	  the	  life.	  
	  
13.	  General	  state	  of	  man,	  or	  of	  social	  manners;	  as	  the	  studies	  and	  arts	  that	  polish	  life.	  
	  
14.	  Condition;	  rank	  in	  society;	  as	  high	  life	  and	  low	  life.	  
	  
15.Common	  occurrences;	  course	  of	  things;	  human	  affairs.	  
	  
But	  to	  know	  that	  which	  before	  us	  lies	  in	  daily	  life,	  is	  the	  prime	  wisdom.	  
	  
16.	  A	  person;	  a	  living	  being;	  usually	  or	  always,	  a	  human	  being.	  How	  many	  lives	  were	  sacrificed	  during	  the	  
revolution?	  
	  
17.	  Narrative	  of	  a	  past	  life;	  history	  of	  the	  events	  of	  life;	  biographical	  narration.	  Johnson	  wrote	  the	  life	  of	  
Milton,	  and	  the	  lives	  of	  other	  poets.	  
	  
18.	  In	  Scripture,	  nourishment;	  support	  of	  life.	  
	  
For	  the	  tree	  of	  the	  field	  is	  man's	  life.	  Deut.	  20.	  
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19.	  The	  stomach	  or	  appetite.	  
	  
His	  life	  abhorreth	  bread.	  Job.	  33.	  
	  
20.	  The	  enjoyments	  or	  blessings	  of	  the	  present	  life.	  
	  
Having	  the	  promise	  of	  the	  life	  that	  now	  is,	  and	  of	  that	  which	  is	  to	  come.	  1Tim.	  4.	  
	  
21.	  Supreme	  felicity.	  
	  
To	  be	  spiritually	  minded	  is	  life	  and	  peace.	  Romans	  8.	  
	  
22.	  Eternal	  happiness	  in	  heaven.	  Romans	  5.	  
	  
23.	  Restoration	  to	  life.	  Romans	  5.	  
	  
24.	  The	  author	  and	  giver	  of	  supreme	  felicity.	  
	  
I	  am	  the	  way,	  the	  truth,	  and	  the	  life.	  John	  14.	  
	  
25.	  A	  quickening,	  animating	  and	  strengthening	  principle,	  in	  a	  moral	  sense.	  John	  6.	  
	  
26.	  The	  state	  of	  being	  in	  force,	  or	  the	  term	  for	  which	  an	  instrument	  has	  legal	  operation;	  as	  the	  life	  of	  an	  
execution.	  	  
	  

	  
	  
	  
	  
	  
Freedom	  
n.	  
	  
1.	  A	  state	  of	  exemption	  from	  the	  power	  or	  control	  of	  another;	  liberty;	  exemption	  from	  slavery,	  servitude	  or	  
confinement.	  Freedom	  is	  personal,	  civil,	  political,	  and	  religious.	  [See	  Liberty.]	  
	  
2.	  Particular	  privileges;	  franchise;	  immunity;	  as	  the	  freedom	  of	  a	  city.	  
	  
3.	  Power	  of	  enjoying	  franchises.	  
	  
4.	  Exemption	  from	  fate,	  necessity,	  or	  any	  constraint	  in	  consequence	  of	  predetermination	  or	  otherwise;	  as	  the	  
freedom	  of	  the	  will.	  
	  
5.	  Any	  exemption	  from	  constraint	  or	  control.	  
	  
6.	  Ease	  or	  facility	  of	  doing	  any	  thing.	  He	  speaks	  or	  acts	  with	  freedom.	  
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7.	  Frankness;	  boldness.	  He	  addressed	  his	  audience	  with	  freedom.	  
	  
8.	  License;	  improper	  familiarity;	  violation	  of	  the	  rules	  of	  decorum;	  with	  a	  plural.	  Beware	  of	  what	  are	  called	  
innocent	  freedoms.	  	  
	  
Liberty	  
n.	  [L.	  libertas,	  from	  liber,	  free.]	  
	  
1.	  Freedom	  from	  restraint,	  in	  a	  general	  sense,	  and	  applicable	  to	  the	  body,	  or	  to	  the	  will	  or	  mind.	  The	  body	  is	  at	  
liberty,	  when	  not	  confined;	  the	  will	  or	  mind	  is	  at	  liberty,	  when	  not	  checked	  or	  controlled.	  A	  man	  enjoys	  liberty,	  
when	  no	  physical	  force	  operates	  to	  restrain	  his	  actions	  or	  volitions.	  
	  
2.	  Natural	  liberty,	  consists	  in	  the	  power	  of	  acting	  as	  one	  thinks	  fit,	  without	  any	  restraint	  or	  control,	  except	  
from	  the	  laws	  of	  nature.	  It	  is	  a	  state	  of	  exemption	  from	  the	  control	  of	  others,	  and	  from	  positive	  laws	  and	  the	  
institutions	  of	  social	  life.	  This	  liberty	  is	  abridged	  by	  the	  establishment	  of	  government.	  
	  
3.	  Civil	  liberty,	  is	  the	  liberty	  of	  men	  in	  a	  state	  of	  society,	  or	  natural	  liberty,	  so	  far	  only	  abridged	  and	  restrained,	  
as	  is	  necessary	  and	  expedient	  for	  the	  safety	  and	  interest	  of	  the	  society,	  state	  or	  nation.	  A	  restraint	  of	  natural	  
liberty,	  not	  necessary	  or	  expedient	  for	  the	  public,	  is	  tyranny	  or	  oppression.	  civil	  liberty	  is	  an	  exemption	  from	  
the	  arbitrary	  will	  of	  others,	  which	  exemption	  is	  secured	  by	  established	  laws,	  which	  restrain	  every	  man	  from	  
injuring	  or	  controlling	  another.	  Hence	  the	  restraints	  of	  law	  are	  essential	  to	  civil	  liberty.	  
	  
The	  liberty	  of	  one	  depends	  not	  so	  much	  on	  the	  removal	  of	  all	  restraint	  from	  him,	  as	  on	  the	  due	  restraint	  upon	  
the	  liberty	  of	  others.	  
	  
In	  this	  sentence,	  the	  latter	  word	  liberty	  denotes	  natural	  liberty.	  
	  
4.	  Political	  liberty,	  is	  sometimes	  used	  as	  synonymous	  with	  civil	  liberty.	  But	  it	  more	  properly	  designates	  the	  
liberty	  of	  a	  nation,	  the	  freedom	  of	  a	  nation	  or	  state	  from	  all	  unjust	  abridgment	  of	  its	  rights	  and	  independence	  
by	  another	  nation.	  Hence	  we	  often	  speak	  of	  the	  political	  liberties	  of	  Europe,	  or	  the	  nations	  of	  Europe.	  
	  
5.	  Religious	  liberty,	  is	  the	  free	  right	  of	  adopting	  and	  enjoying	  opinions	  on	  religious	  subjects,	  and	  of	  worshiping	  
the	  Supreme	  Being	  according	  to	  the	  dictates	  of	  conscience,	  without	  external	  control.	  
	  
6.	  Liberty,	  in	  metaphysics,	  as	  opposed	  to	  necessity,	  is	  the	  power	  of	  an	  agent	  to	  do	  or	  forbear	  any	  particular	  
action,	  according	  to	  the	  determination	  or	  thought	  of	  the	  mind,	  by	  which	  either	  is	  preferred	  to	  the	  other.	  
	  
Freedom	  of	  the	  will;	  exemption	  from	  compulsion	  or	  restraint	  in	  willing	  or	  volition.	  
	  
7.	  Privilege;	  exemption;	  immunity	  enjoyed	  by	  prescription	  or	  by	  grant;	  with	  a	  plural.	  Thus	  we	  speak	  of	  the	  
liberties	  of	  the	  commercial	  cities	  of	  Europe.	  
	  
8.	  Leave;	  permission	  granted.	  The	  witness	  obtained	  liberty	  to	  leave	  the	  court.	  
	  
9.	  A	  space	  in	  which	  one	  is	  permitted	  to	  pass	  without	  restraint,	  and	  beyond	  which	  he	  may	  not	  lawfully	  pass;	  
with	  a	  plural;	  as	  the	  liberties	  of	  a	  prison.	  
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10.	  Freedom	  of	  action	  or	  speech	  beyond	  the	  ordinary	  bounds	  of	  civility	  or	  decorum.	  Females	  should	  repel	  all	  
improper	  liberties.	  
	  
To	  take	  the	  liberty	  to	  do	  or	  say	  any	  thing,	  to	  use	  freedom	  not	  specially	  granted.	  
	  
To	  set	  at	  liberty,	  to	  deliver	  from	  confinement;	  to	  release	  from	  restraint.	  
	  
To	  be	  at	  liberty,	  to	  be	  free	  from	  restraint.	  
	  
Liberty	  of	  the	  press,	  is	  freedom	  from	  any	  restriction	  on	  the	  power	  to	  publish	  books;	  the	  free	  power	  of	  
publishing	  what	  one	  pleases,	  subject	  only	  to	  punishment	  for	  abusing	  the	  privilege,	  or	  publishing	  what	  is	  
mischievous	  to	  the	  public	  or	  injurious	  to	  individuals.	  	  
	  
Happiness	  
n.	  [from	  happy.]	  The	  agreeable	  sensations	  which	  spring	  from	  the	  enjoyment	  of	  good;	  that	  state	  of	  a	  being	  in	  
which	  his	  desires	  are	  gratified,	  by	  the	  enjoyment	  of	  pleasure	  without	  pain;	  felicity;	  but	  happiness	  usually	  
expresses	  less	  than	  felicity,	  and	  felicity	  less	  than	  bliss.	  Happiness	  is	  comparative.	  To	  a	  person	  distressed	  with	  
pain,	  relief	  from	  that	  pain	  affords	  happiness;	  in	  other	  cases	  we	  give	  the	  name	  happiness	  to	  positive	  pleasure	  
or	  an	  excitement	  of	  agreeable	  sensations.	  Happiness	  therefore	  admits	  of	  indefinite	  degrees	  of	  increase	  in	  
enjoyment,	  or	  gratification	  of	  desires.	  Perfect	  happiness,	  or	  pleasure	  unalloyed	  with	  pain,	  is	  not	  attainable	  in	  
this	  life.	  
	  
2.	  Good	  luck;	  good	  fortune.	  
	  
3.	  Fortuitous	  elegance;	  unstudied	  grace.	  
	  
For	  there's	  a	  happiness	  as	  well	  as	  care.	  	  
	  
Slave	  
n.	  
	  
1.	  A	  person	  who	  is	  wholly	  subject	  to	  the	  will	  of	  another;	  one	  who	  has	  no	  will	  of	  his	  own,	  but	  whose	  person	  and	  
services	  are	  wholly	  under	  the	  control	  of	  another.	  In	  the	  early	  state	  of	  the	  world,	  and	  to	  this	  day	  among	  some	  
barbarous	  nations,	  prisoners	  of	  war	  are	  considered	  and	  treated	  as	  slaves.	  The	  slaves	  of	  modern	  times	  are	  
more	  generally	  purchased,	  like	  horses	  and	  oxen.	  
	  
2.	  One	  who	  has	  lost	  the	  power	  of	  resistance;	  or	  one	  who	  surrenders	  himself	  to	  any	  power	  whatever;	  as	  a	  slave	  
to	  passion,	  to	  lust,	  to	  ambition.	  
	  
3.	  A	  mean	  person;	  one	  in	  the	  lowest	  state	  of	  life.	  
	  
4.	  A	  drudge;	  one	  who	  labors	  like	  a	  slave.	  
	  
Slave,	  v.i.	  To	  drudge;	  to	  toil;	  to	  labor	  as	  a	  slave.	  	  
	  
Slavery	  
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n.	  [See	  Slave.]	  
	  
1.	  Bondage;	  the	  state	  of	  entire	  subjection	  of	  one	  person	  to	  the	  will	  of	  another.	  Slavery	  is	  the	  obligation	  to	  
labor	  for	  the	  benefit	  of	  the	  master,	  without	  the	  contract	  of	  consent	  of	  the	  servant.	  Slavery	  may	  proceed	  from	  
crimes,	  from	  captivity	  or	  from	  debt.	  Slavery	  is	  also	  voluntary	  or	  involuntary;	  voluntary,	  when	  a	  person	  sells	  or	  
yields	  his	  own	  person	  to	  the	  absolute	  command	  of	  another;	  involuntary,	  when	  he	  is	  placed	  under	  the	  absolute	  
power	  of	  another	  without	  his	  own	  consent.	  Slavery	  no	  longer	  exists	  in	  Great	  Britain,	  not	  in	  the	  northern	  states	  
of	  America.	  
	  
2.	  The	  offices	  of	  a	  slave;	  drudgery.	  	  
	  
	  
Unalienable	  
a.	  Not	  alienable;	  that	  cannot	  be	  alienated;	  that	  may	  not	  be	  transferred;	  as	  unalienable	  rights.	  	  
	  
	  	  
Heathen	  
n.	  [Gr.	  from	  heath,	  that	  is,	  one	  who	  lives	  in	  the	  country	  or	  woods,	  as	  pagan	  from	  pagus,	  a	  village.]	  
	  
1.	  A	  pagan;	  a	  Gentile;	  one	  who	  worships	  idols,	  or	  is	  unacquainted	  with	  the	  true	  God.	  In	  the	  Scriptures,	  the	  
word	  seems	  to	  comprehend	  all	  nations	  except	  the	  Jews	  or	  Israelites,	  as	  they	  were	  all	  strangers	  to	  the	  true	  
religion,	  and	  all	  addicted	  to	  idolatry.	  The	  word	  may	  now	  be	  applied	  perhaps	  to	  all	  nations,	  except	  to	  Christians	  
and	  Mohammedans.	  (Note	  that	  Christians	  did	  have	  nations,	  while	  Mohammedans	  did	  not	  have	  a	  nation	  at	  all.)	  	  
	  
Heathen,	  without	  the	  plural	  termination,	  is	  used	  plurally	  or	  collectively,	  for	  Gentiles	  or	  heathen	  nations.	  
	  
Ask	  of	  me,	  and	  I	  will	  give	  thee	  the	  heathen	  for	  thine	  inheritance.	  Ps.2.	  
	  
Heathen,	  however,	  has	  a	  plural,	  expressing	  two	  or	  more	  individuals.	  
	  
If	  men	  have	  reason	  to	  be	  heathens	  in	  Japan-‐-‐	  
	  
The	  precepts	  and	  examples	  of	  the	  ancient	  heathens.	  
	  
2.	  A	  rude,	  illiterate,	  barbarous	  person.	  
	  
Heathen,	  a.	  Gentile,	  pagan;	  as	  a	  heathen	  author.	  	  
	  
Enemy	  
n.	  [L.	  inimicus.]	  
	  
1.	  A	  foe;	  an	  adversary.	  A	  private	  enemy	  is	  one	  who	  hates	  another	  and	  wishes	  him	  injury,	  or	  attempts	  to	  do	  him	  
injury	  to	  gratify	  his	  own	  malice	  or	  ill	  will.	  A	  public	  enemy	  or	  foe,	  is	  one	  who	  belongs	  to	  a	  nation	  or	  party,	  at	  war	  
with	  another.	  
	  
I	  say	  to	  you,	  love	  your	  enemies.	  Matt.5.	  
	  



61 
 

Enemies	  in	  war;	  in	  peace	  friends.	  
	  
2.	  One	  who	  hates	  or	  dislikes;	  as	  an	  enemy	  to	  truth	  or	  falsehood.	  
	  
3.	  In	  theology,	  and	  by	  way	  of	  eminence,	  the	  enemy	  is	  the	  Devil;	  the	  archfiend.	  
	  
4.	  In	  military	  affairs,	  the	  opposing	  army	  or	  naval	  force	  in	  war,	  is	  called	  the	  enemy.	  	  
	  
	  
War	  
n.	  [G.,	  to	  perplex,	  embroil,	  disturb.	  The	  primary	  sense	  of	  the	  root	  is	  to	  strive,	  struggle,	  urge,	  drive,	  or	  to	  turn,	  
to	  twist.]	  
	  
1.	  A	  contest	  between	  nations	  or	  states,	  carried	  on	  by	  force,	  either	  for	  defense,	  or	  for	  revenging	  insults	  and	  
redressing	  wrongs,	  for	  the	  extension	  of	  commerce	  or	  acquisition	  of	  territory,	  or	  for	  obtaining	  and	  establishing	  
the	  superiority	  and	  dominion	  of	  one	  over	  the	  other.	  These	  objects	  are	  accomplished	  by	  the	  slaughter	  or	  
capture	  of	  troops,	  and	  the	  capture	  and	  destruction	  of	  ships,	  towns	  and	  property.	  Among	  rude	  nations,	  war	  is	  
often	  waged	  and	  carried	  on	  for	  plunder.	  As	  war	  is	  the	  contest	  of	  nations	  or	  states,	  it	  always	  implies	  that	  such	  
contest	  is	  authorized	  by	  the	  monarch	  or	  the	  sovereign	  power	  of	  the	  nation.	  When	  war	  is	  commenced	  by	  
attacking	  a	  nation	  in	  peace,	  it	  is	  called	  an	  offensive	  war,	  and	  such	  attack	  is	  aggressive.	  When	  war	  is	  undertaken	  
to	  repel	  invasion	  or	  the	  attacks	  of	  an	  enemy,	  it	  is	  called	  defensive,	  and	  a	  defensive	  war	  is	  considered	  as	  
justifiable.	  Very	  few	  of	  the	  wars	  that	  have	  desolated	  nations	  and	  deluged	  the	  earth	  with	  blood,	  have	  been	  
justifiable.	  Happy	  would	  it	  be	  for	  mankind,	  if	  the	  prevalence	  of	  Christian	  principles	  might	  ultimately	  extinguish	  
the	  spirit	  of	  war,	  and	  if	  the	  ambition	  to	  be	  great,	  might	  yield	  to	  the	  ambition	  of	  being	  good.	  
	  
Preparation	  for	  war	  is	  sometimes	  the	  best	  security	  for	  peace.	  
	  
2.	  In	  poetical	  language,	  instruments	  of	  war.	  
	  
His	  complement	  of	  stores,	  and	  total	  war.	  
	  
3.	  Poetically,	  forces;	  army.	  
	  
Oer	  the	  embattled	  ranks	  the	  waves	  return,	  and	  overwhelm	  their	  war.	  
	  
4.	  The	  profession	  of	  arms;	  art	  of	  war;	  as	  a	  fierce	  man	  of	  war.	  Isaiah	  2.	  
	  
5.	  Hostility;	  state	  of	  opposition	  or	  contest;	  act	  of	  opposition.	  
	  
6.	  Enmity;	  disposition	  to	  contention.	  
	  
The	  words	  of	  his	  mouth	  were	  smoother	  than	  butter,	  but	  war	  was	  in	  his	  heart.	  Psalm	  55.	  
	  
Man	  of	  war,	  in	  naval	  affairs,	  a	  ship	  of	  large	  size,	  armed	  and	  equipped	  for	  attack	  or	  defense.	  
	  
Holy	  war,	  a	  crusade;	  a	  war	  undertaken	  to	  deliver	  the	  Holy	  Land,	  or	  Judea,	  from	  infidels.	  These	  holy	  wars	  were	  
carried	  on	  by	  most	  unholy	  means.	  
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War,	  v.i.	  
	  
1.	  To	  make	  war;	  to	  invade	  or	  attack	  a	  nation	  or	  state	  with	  force	  of	  arms;	  to	  carry	  on	  hostilities;	  or	  to	  be	  in	  a	  
state	  of	  contest	  by	  violence.	  
	  
He	  teacheth	  my	  hands	  to	  war.	  2	  Samuel	  22.	  
	  
And	  they	  warred	  against	  eh	  Midianites.	  Numbers	  31.	  
	  
Why	  should	  I	  war	  without	  the	  walls	  of	  Troy?	  
	  
2.	  To	  contend;	  to	  strive	  violently;	  to	  be	  in	  a	  state	  of	  opposition.	  
	  
Lusts	  which	  war	  against	  the	  soul.	  1	  Peter	  2.	  
	  
War,	  v.t.	  
	  
1.	  To	  make	  war	  upon;	  as,	  to	  war	  the	  Scot.	  [Not	  used.]	  
	  
2.	  To	  carry	  on	  a	  contest.	  
	  
That	  thou	  mightest	  war	  a	  good	  warfare.	  1	  Timothy	  1.	  	  

 

END OF 1828 WEBSTER DICTIONARY ENTRIES 

Plaintiff further notes that the most important of “The Ten Commandments” to God is found in Exodus 

20:3 which states “You shall have no other gods before me” with the term “before” me a vital term to define. 

Exodus 20:3 “Thou shalt have no other gods before me.” (translation “In My Sight!) 

The NAS Old Testament Hebrew Lexicon    

Strong's Concordance  Number:   5921 
   

Original	  Word	  	  	  	   	  

l[	   	  

Transliterated	  Word	   	  

`al	   	  

Phonetic	  Spelling	   	  

al	  	  	  	   	  	  
	  Definition	  
prep  

1. upon, on the ground of, according to, on account of, on behalf of, concerning, beside, in addition to, 
together with, beyond, above, over, by, on to, towards, to, against  

a. upon, on the ground of, on the basis of, on account of, because of, therefore, on behalf of, for the 
sake of, for, with, in spite of, notwithstanding, concerning, in the matter of, as regards  
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1. upon, on the ground of, according to, on account of, on behalf of, concerning, beside, in addition to, 
together with, beyond, above, over, by, on to, towards, to, against  

a. upon, on the ground of, on the basis of, on account of, because of, therefore, on behalf of, for the 
sake of, for, with, in spite of, notwithstanding, concerning, in the matter of, as regards  

b. above, beyond, over (of excess)  
c. above, over (of elevation or pre-eminence)  
d. upon, to, over to, unto, in addition to, together with, with (of addition)  
e. over (of suspension or extension)  
f. by, adjoining, next, at, over, around (of contiguity or proximity)  

The meaning of “before” literally means “IN MY SIGHT” but the message is clear that to God Jehovah 

there shall be no other “gods” considered or included or around our God Jehovah of The Holy Bible. 

Note the Definition of God in the First Dictionary of the United States some 50 years after being formed: 

1. THE Supreme Being; Jehovah; THE Eternal and Infinite Spirit; THE Creator; THE Sovereign of 

the universe. “God is spirit, and they that worship Him must worship in Spirit and in Truth” John 

IV (John 4:24) 

2. false gods, or idols  (note that EVERYTHING not God Jehovah are labeled “false gods or idols”)  

Therefore the Christian Religion is denied Freedom of Religion and Religious exercise in the United States of 

America by Tyranny of FORCE by the Defendants that FORCE submission of THE CREATOR, God Jehovah, 

to share with and tolerate  other “false gods or idols”, whether they are from Muslim’ creation with their 

mission to dominate the world by forced submission, or to respectfully illustrate a hypothetical analogy…from 

aliens from another planet, who could land in America any day now with a Super Computer Robot they call 

“god”.   Any action promoting Muslims or alien Robot gods offends God of The Holy Bible, the same God who 

Thomas Jefferson said “God who gives us life gives us Liberty”, so other “gods” offend every Christian and 

Jewish believer! No Christian or Jew in America can be forced to exist where Muslims decide to settle and 

build war mosques that offends our Religion, particularly when those mosques teach murder, pedophilia, 
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slavery, lying, deceiving, stealing, unlimited 1 hour wives, 4 permanent wives, beatings, female abuse, etc.  

Should this alien Super Computer Robot god example occur for the sake of vital relevant illustration, would the 

Court hold that the First Amendment Freedom of Religion applies equally to this Robot of alien origin just as 

much as it does to our God Jehovah of The Holy Bible that America was founded upon? 

Further, if the Robot “god” rolled along the streets guided by their alien caretakers, asking citizens if they 

accept him alone as God, then cut off the heads of those on the spot who rejected the Robot “god”, would that 

be protected by the Freedom of Religion clause and be considered acceptable Religious conduct? 

What if the Robot god demanded human sacrifice or 9 year old girls to have sex with it as Muhammad did, 

would that conduct be protected because it was considered their “religion”, and “religious rights”? 

No, barbaric conduct, which Plaintiff just described directly from conduct and beliefs of Muslims, cannot 

be hidden and covered by “Freedom of Religion”. Religious conduct cannot exist in America that offends 

or conflicts with Christianity, which is the “fabric of our society” as the Supreme Court has held in: 

1890, The United States v. the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints v. United 

States, 136 U.S.  (All Cases quoted from the book THE Christian Nation Revolution, 

Regeneration, submitted as Exhibit D) 

The U.S. Supreme Court ruled that the Mormon (and Muslim) Religious practice of 

polygamy could not be practiced in the United States, stating that:  

“It is contrary to the spirit of Christianity and the civilization which Christianity has produced 

in the Western world.”  

 This Supreme Court ruling is one of many that established “Christianity” (God Jehovah of 

The Holy Bible) as the SUPERIOR religion in this nation for all time, and there has never 
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been a ruling stating otherwise by any Superior Court in this land, thus the Muslim claim 

to equal rights as Christianity has enjoyed in America, are nothing but a test of and a 

challenge to, America’s resolve to uphold our own laws, culture and legal system.   

Plaintiff and his extended Christian family that comprise 80% of citizens in this nation have 

suffered irreparable harm from failure from our Government and Religious Leaders to 

defend our Christian Heritage against such attacks, and pray this Court stop the 

Government from piling on to illegally help Muslims proliferate and prevail against 

Christians and fulfill their mission to “eliminate America”.   

Exhibit G alone exposes the recent US Government burning of 20,000 Bibles, 

considered trash because they offended Muslims, while US Military ORDERS dictate 

“handling the Holy Quran only with clean gloves as if it were a delicate piece of 

art”, both actions Plaintiff prays this Court renounce in Declaratory Judgment and 

Injunction to prevent Defendants from this overt, outrageous, discrimination against The 

Holy Bible, and to reserve the term “Holy” for the Bible alone, and not for any other 

Spiritual Text. 

 

The Supreme Court in 1892 has ruled clearly that The United States of America “assumes 

we are a Christian people and the Morality of this country is deeply engrafted in 

Christianity, NOT upon the doctrines or worship of those imposters”, specifically 

referring to “the religion of Mahomet or of the Grand Lama”, even in 1892 , some 90 years 

after our Treaty of Tripoli resolved our first war, against Muslims of the Barbary Coast, and 

64 years after the 1828 American Dictionary First Edition…decades after Muslim war 

against America, Americans, and all who refused to submit to their “Moon god of Arabia”.  
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1892, Church of the Holy Trinity v. United States.  

This powerful ruling by the U.S. Supreme Court chronicles Christianity's central role 

in shaping America's political institutions and traditions, and the obvious status of 

Mahomet or the Grand Lama…imposters, not considered Religion as protected by the U.S. 

Constitution:  
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(All Cases quoted below are from the book “THE Christian Nation Revolution, 

Regeneration”, submitted as Exhibit D) 

“Our laws and our institutions must necessarily be based upon and embody the 

teachings of the Redeemer of mankind. It is impossible that it should be otherwise; and in this 

sense and to this extent our civilization and our institutions are emphatically Christian.  
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No purpose of action against religion can be imputed to any legislation, state or national, 

because this is a religious people. This is historically true. From the discovery of this continent 

to the present hour, there is a single voice making this affirmation.” 

The commission to Christopher Columbus...[recited] that 'it is hoped that by God's 

assistance some of the continents and islands in the ocean will be discovered...'  

The first colonial grant made to Sir Walter Raleigh in 1584...and the grant authorizing 

him to enact statutes for the government of the proposed colony provided that they 'be not 

against the true Christian faith...'  

The first charter of Virginia, granted by King James I in 1606...commenced the grant in 

these words: '...in propagating of Christian religion to such people as yet live in darkness...'  

Language of similar import may be found in the subsequent charters of that colony...in 

1609 and 1611; and the same is true of the various charters granted to the other colonies. In 

language more or less emphatic is the establishment of the Christian religion declared to be 

one of the purposes of the grant. The celebrated compact made by the Pilgrims in the 

Mayflower, 1620, recites: 'Having undertaken for the Glory of God, and advancement of the 

Christian faith...a voyage to plant the first colony in the northern parts of Virginia...'  

The Fundamental Orders of Connecticut, under which a provisional government was 

instituted in 1638-1639, commence with this declaration: 'And well knowing where a people 

are gathered together, the Word of God requires that to maintain the peace and union...there 

should be an orderly and decent government established according to God...to maintain and 

preserve the liberty and purity of the Gospel of our Lord Jesus which we now profess...of the 

said Gospel [which] is now practiced amongst us.'  

In the Charter of Privileges granted by William Penn to the province of Pennsylvania, in 
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1701, it is recited: '...No people can be truly happy, though under the greatest enjoyment of 

civil liberties, if abridged of...their religious profession and worship...'  

Coming nearer to the present time, the Declaration of Independence recognizes the 

presence of the Divine in human affairs in these words:  

'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...appealing to the Supreme Judge of 

the world for the rectitude of our intentions...And for the support of this Declaration, with firm 

reliance on the Protection of Divine Providence, we mutually pledge to each other our lives, our 

fortunes, and our sacred honor.'  

We find everywhere a clear recognition of the same truth...because of a 

general recognition of this truth [that we are a Christian nation], the question has 

seldom been presented to the courts...  

There is no dissonance in these declarations. There is a universal language pervading 

them all, having one meaning; they affirm and reaffirm that this is a religious nation. 

These are not individual opinions, but declarations of private persons molding the voice 

of the entire people of an entire nation.  

While because of a general recognition of this truth the question has seldom been 

presented to the courts, yet we find that in Updegraph v. the Commonwealth, it was 

decided that, Christianity, general Christianity, is, and always has been, a part of the common 

law...not Christianity with an established church...but Christianity as “believers of God of 

the Holy Bible” with liberty of conscience to all men.  

And in “The People v. Ruggles”, Chancellor Kent, the great commentator on American 

law, speaking as Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of New York, said: 'The people of this 
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State, in common with the people of this country, profess the general doctrines of 

Christianity, as the rule of their faith and practice...We are a Christian people, and 

the morality of the country is deeply engrafted upon Christianity, and not upon the 

doctrines or worship of those impostors [other religions].'  

And in the famous case of Vidal v. Girard's Executors, this court observed: 'It is also 

said, and truly, that the Christian religion is a part of the common law...'  

If we pass beyond these matters to a view of American life as expressed by its laws, its 

business, its customs and its society, we find everywhere a clear recognition of the same 

truth. Among other matters note the following: The form of oath universally prevailing, 

concluding with an appeal to the Almighty; the custom of opening sessions of all deliberative 

bodies and most conventions with prayer; the prefatory words of all will, 'In the name of God, 

amen', the laws respecting the observance of the Sabbath, with the general cessation of all 

secular business, and the closing of courts, legislatures, and other similar public assemblies 

on that day; the churches and church organizations which abound in every city, town and 

hamlet; the multitude of charitable organizations existing everywhere under Christian 

auspices; the gigantic missionary associations, with general support, and aiming to establish 

Christian missions in every quarter of the globe.  

These, and many other matters which might be noticed, add a volume of unofficial 

declarations to the mass of organic utterances that this is a Christian nation...we 

find everywhere a clear recognition of the same truth.  

The happiness of a people and the good order and preservation of civil government 

essentially depend upon piety, religion and morality.  

Religion, morality, and knowledge [are] necessary to good government, the preservation 
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of liberty, and the happiness of mankind. 

 

 

 

Plaintiff respectfully submits and requests new Judicial review of the following new historical facts from 

Plaintiff’s research of historical documents in the Library of Congress, documented in his book “THE Christian 

Nation Revolution, Regeneration” submitted as Exhibit D, that confirm the terms defined in Webster’s 1st 

Edition American Dictionary and Historical Documents of that time period alone reveal the collective minds of 

our Founding Fathers who created our U.S. Constitution using their own language terms, therefore to 

understand what our Founding Fathers intended in the creation of our Constitution and laws, these terms must 

be understood and given all due protection from future language erosion and change that would oppose the true 

intent and meaning of these and all other Historical documents. 

Plaintiff submits prior recent Court rulings may have been wrongly based on the definition of terms of 

the past few decades in direct conflict with these Historical terms defined herein, thus Judicial confusion. 

Defining “Allah” as “God” in 2011 Webster Dictionaries does not change the Truth that the only 

definition for “God” in the 1828 and prior dictionaries of our Founding Fathers, was  “God Jehovah”, 

and the fact that the words Allah, Muslim, or Islam were not even words used in America in 1828. 

Plaintiff further submits that the Freedom of Religion as defined by our Founding Fathers, extends by 

common sense through their language of their day alone, which are now known as their historical terms as 

defined in 1828, only to “true Religion” and not to “false Religion”, by virtue of the fact they can never co-

exist, as one will always offend the other and the definitions of this 1828 Webster Dictionary make crystal clear 

that Religion in this  “Christian Country” was that of Christians and Jews, literally “Christian” was all inclusive 

to form the unity vital to survival, so it was defined as “all those who believe in God Jehovah and The Holy 
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Bible”…in fact ONLY passages of The Holy Bible and no other “scripture/spiritual text” were ever considered. 

The Holy Bible scriptures are literally imbedded in these 1828 definitions so as to link them forever to 

the terms, therein to leave no doubt that our God in this nation is “God Jehovah of The Holy Bible” only. 

 

1948, McCollum v. Board of Education  

In this powerful ruling, the Supreme Court defined the crucial and central role of 

Christianity in the history of American education:  

Traditionally, organized education in the Western world was Church education. It could 

hardly be otherwise when the education of children was primarily study of the Word and the 

ways of God. Even in the Protestant countries, where there was a less close identification of 

Church and State, the basis of education was largely the Bible, and its chief purpose 

inculcation of piety. 

  

	  1844, Vidal v. Girard's Executors, 43 U.S. 126,132.  

Lawyers speaking for the City of Philadelphia, which opposed the establishment of a 

Deist school by a Frenchman named Stephen Girard, argued:  

“The plan of education proposed is anti-Christian, and therefore repugnant to the 

law....The purest principles of morality are to be taught. Where are they found? Whoever 

searches for them must go to the source from which a Christian man derives his faith -- the 

Bible...There is an obligation to teach what the Bible alone can teach, viz. a pure system of 

morality...  

Both in the Old and New Testaments [religious instruction's] importance is recognized. In 
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the Old it is said, 'Thou shalt diligently teach them to thy children,' and the New, 'Suffer the 

little children to come unto me and forbid them not...' No fault can be found with Girard for 

wishing a marble college to bear his name forever, but it is not valuable unless it has a 

fragrance of Christianity about it.” 

The United States Supreme Court agreed, and in a unanimous opinion read by 

Justice Joseph Story ruled as follows:  

“Christianity...is not to be maliciously and openly reviled and blasphemed 

against, to the annoyance of believers or the injury of the public...It is unnecessary 

for us, however, to consider the establishment of a school or college, for the 

propagation of...Deism, or any other form of infidelity.   (i.e.mosques) 

Such a case is not to be presumed to exist in a Christian country...Why may not laymen 

instruct in the general principles of Christianity as well as ecclesiastics...  

And we cannot overlook the blessings, which such [lay] men by their conduct, as well as 

their instructions, may, nay must, impart to their youthful pupils. Why may not the Bible, and 

especially the New Testament, without note or comment, be read and taught as a divine 

revelation in the [school] -- its general precepts expounded, its evidences explained and its 

glorious principles of morality inculcated?...  

Where can the purest principles of morality be learned so clearly or so 

perfectly as from the New Testament?  

It is also said, and truly, that the Christian religion is a part of the common 

law of Pennsylvania...” 

(All Cases quoted from the book THE Christian Nation Revolution, Regeneration, submitted 
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as Exhibit D) 

 

Joseph Story 

A Congressman and Professor of Law at Harvard, Joseph Story was appointed to the 

Supreme Court in 1811 by James Madison, the Father of the U.S. Constitution. He served 

on the Court for 34 years. Story's great work, Commentaries on the Constitution of the United 

States, is considered a classic of American jurisprudence. He was instrumental in 

establishing the illegality of the slave trade. He also convincingly argued that the United 

States of America was built on the principles of Christianity. In a speech at Harvard, Story 

stated bluntly:  

There never has been a period of history, in which the Common Law did not 

recognize Christianity as lying at its foundation. 

In his work, A Familiar Exposition of the Constitution of the United States, Justice 

Story, had this to say about the purpose the First Amendment:  

“We are not to attribute this prohibition of a national religious establishment [in the First 

Amendment] to an indifference to religion in general, and especially to Christianity (which 

none could hold in more reverence than the framers of the Constitution)....  

Probably, at the time of the adoption of the Constitution, and of the Amendment to it now 

under consideration, the general, if not the universal, sentiment in America was, that 

Christianity ought to receive encouragement from the State so far as was not incompatible with 

the private rights of conscience and the freedom of religious worship.  

Any attempt to level all religions, and to make it a matter of state policy to hold all in 
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utter indifference, would have created universal disapprobation, if not universal indignation.” 

In other words, the purpose of the First Amendment was to protect a religious people 

from the government -- not to protect the government from a religious people. It is 

perfectly all right, under the First Amendment, for the Government of the United 

States to favor Christianity over other faiths -- so long as other faiths are not 

persecuted by the government, and so long as the national government does not attempt to 

set up a national church, such as the Anglican Church in England. In his Commentaries on 

the Constitution, Justice Story stated:  

It yet remains a problem to be solved in human affairs, whether any free government 

can be permanent where the public worship of God, and the support of religion, constitutes no 

part of the policy or duty of the state in any assignable shape. 

In fact, in his commentary on the purpose of First Amendment, Justice Story 

stated:  

The real object of the First Amendment was not to countenance much less to 

advance Mohammedanism, or Judaism, or infidelity, by prostrating Christianity, 

but to exclude all rivalry among Christian sects [denominations] and to prevent any 

national ecclesiastical patronage of the national government. 

“The People v. Ruggles”…”The people of this State, in common with the people of this Country, profess the 

general doctrines of Christianity, as the rule of their faith and the practice…We are a Christian people, and 

the morality of the country is deeply engrafted upon Christianity, and not upon the doctrines or worship of 

those imposters [other religions].” Chief Justice Kent of the Supreme Court of New York. 
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"We have no government armed with power capable of contending with human passions unbridled by morality 
and religion. Avarice, ambition, revenge, or gallantry, would break the strongest cords of our Constitution as a 
whale goes through a net. Our Constitution was made only for a moral and religious people. It is wholly 
inadequate to the government of any other." --John Adams, Address to the Military , 1798 

 

FREEDOM OF RELIGION RIGHTS CAN ONLY NOW BE SEEN CLEARLY THROUGH THE 

EYES OF OUR FOUNDING FATHERS, THROUGH THEIR WORDS AND TERMS CAPTURED IN 

THEIR 1828 WEBSTER DICTIONARY COMPARED TO CURRENT YEAR DICTIONARIES 

1.  Daniel Webster embodied and documented the Founding Father’s beliefs and intentions by 

documenting the language of their day, words, terms, phrases, that give us insight today after 

centuries of change have distorted, eroded, eradicated and perverted the language and terms of the 

Founding Fathers, such that only their documents and their Dictionary of that day can be used to 

determine their Truth from their eyes and ears.  Webster’s 1828 Edition coupled with the Historic 

documents available to us now confirm each other to expose Truth we must accept completely 

without even one apostrophe omitted, added or changed, by new law, new rulings, new Courts, new 

generations, new Dictionaries or new circumstances.  

Qanna' (Hebrew name for “God” Jehovah in Exodus 34:14 defines and describes God’s nature. 
NOTE; Webster chose this verse of many available to illustrate God Jehovah is a Jealous spirit that 
demands recognition and acknowledgment that He alone is God, and He will tolerate no imposters.) 
The KJV Old Testament Hebrew Lexicon  
 Strong's Number:   07067    
Original Word Word Origin 
annq from (07065) 
Transliterated Word TDNT Entry 
Qanna' TWOT - 2038b 
Phonetic Spelling Parts of Speech 
kan-naw'     Adjective   
 
 Definition 
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 Definition 
1. jealous (only of God)  

 
Plaintiff submits that our Christian God Jehovah is a jealous God that has already been established by 

the United States Supreme Court as the standard by which all other claimants as His peer, His equal, His 

Superior or Inferior are indeed measured, and found wanting even before the measurement, for all of time.   

Reynolds vs. The United States in 1879 held that Religious conduct of any so called religion could not 

violate the civil standard of The Christian Religion of God Jehovah of The Holy Bible, in that some religion 

requiring human sacrifice could not be allowed in The United States if all “Religions” were to receive equal 

treatment.  Polygamy was the conduct in this 1879 case that was declared illegal based on the fact it offended 

the Christian Religion.   

Surely Muslim conduct of systematic war with planned execution murder of all Christians, Jews, 

Americans, and all non-Muslims, their sworn public stated goal to “Eliminate America”, slavery, pedophilia, 

and polygamy must not stand.  Muslims cannot be allowed to “violate the civil standard” or to enjoy the 

blessings of liberty extended by our Constitution and laws, as long as they are declared war enemies.  

May the Court please confirm this courageous Reynolds ruling with a Declaratory Judgment to confirm 

that “God Jehovah of The Holy Bible is God alone in The United States of America, and will not be made to 

submit to or tolerate any other claimants of superior or equal deity, nor allow any conduct of any other 

claimants of religion to be allowed on US soil that offends the Civil Standard of the Christian Religion, God 

Jehovah, or The Holy Bible.”   
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The Virginia Act For Establishing Religious Freedom  
 

Thomas Jefferson, 1786  
 
 
Well aware that Almighty God hath created the mind free; that all attempts to influence it by 
temporal punishments or burdens, or by civil incapacitations, tend only to beget habits of 
hypocrisy and meanness, and are a departure from the plan of the Holy Author of our religion, 
who being Lord both of body and mind, yet chose not to propagate it by coercions on either, as 
was in his Almighty power to do; that the impious presumption of legislators and rulers, civil 
as well as ecclesiastical, who, being themselves but fallible and uninspired men, have assumed 
dominion over the faith of others, setting up their own opinions and modes of thinking as the 
only true and infallible, and as such endeavoring to impose them on others, hath established 
and maintained false religions over the greatest part of the world, and through all time; that to 
compel a man to furnish contributions of money for the propagation of opinions which he 
disbelieves, is sinful and tyrannical; that even the forcing him to support this or that teacher of 
his own religious persuasion, is depriving him of the comfortable liberty of giving his 
contributions to the particular pastor whose morals he would make his pattern, and whose 
powers he feels most persuasive to righteousness, and is withdrawing from the ministry those 
temporal rewards, which proceeding from an approbation of their personal conduct, are an 
additional incitement to earnest and unremitting labors for the instruction of mankind; that 
our civil rights have no dependence on our religious opinions, more than our opinions in 
physics or geometry; that, therefore, the proscribing any citizen as unworthy the public 
confidence by laying upon him an incapacity of being called to the offices of trust and 
emolument, unless he profess or renounce this or that religious opinion, is depriving him 
injuriously of those privileges and advantages to which in common with his fellow citizens he 
has a natural right; that it tends also to corrupt the principles of that very religion it is meant 
to encourage, by bribing, with a monopoly of worldly honors and emoluments, those who will 
externally profess and conform to it; that though indeed these are criminal who do not 
withstand such temptation, yet neither are those innocent who lay the bait in their way; that to 
suffer the civil magistrate to intrude his powers into the field of opinion and to restrain the 
profession or propagation of principles, on the supposition of their ill tendency, is a dangerous 
fallacy, which at once destroys all religious liberty, because he being of course judge of that 
tendency, will make his opinions the rule of judgment, and approve or condemn the sentiments 
of others only as they shall square with or differ from his own; that it is time enough for the 
rightful purposes of civil government, for its officers to interfere when principles break out into 
overt acts against peace and good order; and finally, that truth is great and will prevail if left 
to herself, that she is the proper and sufficient antagonist to error, and has nothing to fear 
from the conflict, unless by human interposition disarmed of her natural weapons, free 
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argument and debate, errors ceasing to be dangerous when it is permitted freely to contradict 
them.  

Be it therefore enacted by the General Assembly, That no man shall be compelled to frequent 
or support any religious worship, place, or ministry whatsoever, nor shall be enforced, 
restrained, molested, or burdened in his body or goods, nor shall otherwise suffer on account 
of his religious opinions or belief; but that all men shall be free to profess, and by argument to 
maintain, their opinions in matters of religion, and that the same shall in nowise diminish, 
enlarge, or affect their civil capacities.  

And though we well know this Assembly, elected by the people for the ordinary purposes of 
legislation only, have no powers equal to our own and that therefore to declare this act 
irrevocable would be of no effect in law, yet we are free to declare, and do declare, that the 
rights hereby asserted are of the natural rights of mankind, and that if any act shall be 
hereafter passed to repeal the present or to narrow its operation, such act will be an 
infringement of natural right.  

 
 
Plaintiff Comment:  

 
Thomas Jefferson drafted The Virginia Act for Establishing Religious Freedom in 1779 three 
years after he wrote the Declaration of   Independence. The act was not passed by the General 
Assembly of the Commonwealth of Virginia until 1786. Jefferson was by then in Paris as the 
U.S. Ambassador to France, but he clearly documented the case for Establishing Religious 
Freedom applied only to Religion and not to false religion. The Act was resisted by a group 
headed by Patrick Henry who sought to pass a bill that would have assessed all the citizens of 
Virginia to support a plural establishment. James Madison's Memorial and Remonstrance 
Against Religious Assessments was, and remains, a powerful argument against state 
supported (FUNDED) religion that dictates doctrine of one Christian type against all 
others. It was written in 1785, just a few months before the General Assembly passed 
Jefferson's religious freedom bill codified Madison’s position against State Funded Religion, 
as it would be impossible to tax all citizens to support only one Christian Doctrine over all 
others, not fair to any man to pay a Church he did not favor personally. Jefferson stated that 
would be Tyranny, not Liberty.  This was the dilemma dealt with by this Act, and overshadows 
Plaintiffs common sense observation and submission for consideration to this Court in this 
instant case, that Jefferson clearly drew the distinction between God Jehovah of the Holy Bible 
“Religion” which alone was known and practiced in that day, and “false gods and false 
religions” which also were known and NOT practiced in that day in America, Jefferson even 
describes in detail “Mohammedism” as his Case in Point to be false religion in this Act!  The 
Founding Fathers intentions are made clear in these Historical documents, particularly when 
viewed through the eyes of Thomas Jefferson in this Act, and the eyes of Daniel Webster, the 
expert witness of the true meaning of words used prior to his 1828 American Dictionary First 
Edition publication.   
 
Jefferson’s “thoughts” on this issue have been documented from misguided mind readers with 
an agenda who claim Jefferson’s intent in this document was to include Muslims as a protected 
Religion, given equal status with God Jehovah of The Holy Bible.  No stretch of imagination 
can find that position in this document or any other historical document by Jefferson. 
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 NEW ANALYSIS OF THE VIRGINIA ACT FOR ESTABLISHING RELIOUS FREEDOM 

NEW ANALYSIS INFORMATION FROM HISTORICAL DOCUMENTS… 

“Well aware that Almighty God hath created the mind free;” 

Webster declares God Jehovah is the Creator.  He created human minds to think freely. This in itself 

condemns the Muslim Mission to convert or murder all human non-Muslims on earth and to eliminate America. 

It confirms The Holy Bible Genesis creation through the mind of Jefferson, one of the brilliant minds on 

planet earth, who refused to cave in to personal petty pressures to choose one Christian Religion denomination 

over all others, whose actions and words documented herein and in Exhibit D prove his allegiance to God of 

The Holy Bible, known is his days as the Christian Religion, and defended it as the Religion protected by the 

Constitution of the United States, which was widely confirmed by Supreme Court decisions 100 years later.  

“ all attempts to influence it by temporal punishments or burdens, or by civil incapacitations, tend 

only to beget habits of hypocrisy and meanness, and are a departure from the plan of the Holy Author of our 

religion, who being Lord both of body and mind, yet chose not to propagate it by coercions on either, as was 

in his Almighty power to do;” 

“OUR RELIGION”   is the concrete proof that collectively our Founding Fathers considered only OUR 

RELIGION, not “religion(s), plural, for OUR Nation, OUR Religious Rights, OUR Constitution, OUR Virginia 

State Government, OUR defining “RELIGION” as the collective title for all their dozens of different Christian 

Denominations, all “Believers in God of The Holy Bible.” THE Creator could force our thoughts and beliefs to 

be identical to His, yet chooses not to force our submission, guaranteeing us Free Will, so our obedience to Him 

is never forced, but is rather our gift of love to God, who has set the standard for love far above human 

understanding or capability to achieve, yet we are drawn by God to that pursuit by His love for us. 

This also in itself rejects the Muslim publicly documented Mission Statement to convert or murder all 

humans on earth who refuse to worship the man Muhammad, (an obvious false god) and to eliminate America, 

certainly exposing such uncivilized, anti- Christian, anti -American barbaric beliefs can never be aided or 
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protected by our Constitution in any way, for the Muslim has always been at war with Christians and Jews, and 

their nations.  History is clear.  “Domination by Force vs. Freedom and Liberty” is Muslim War on America. 

Much misinformation has been spewed by special interests secular agenda “academics” who are not 

Historians, about Jefferson’s comments in his autobiography about the attempted insertion of “Jesus Christ” 

into this section that was voted down in favor of this final wording, the “academics” claiming that Jefferson’s 

peers did not want Jesus Christ inserted as proof that they intended to include Muhammad, Hindus, Confucious, 

and all other false religions with “false gods or idols” as Webster defined them collectively, world-wide.   

Plaintiff’s research here and in Exhibits C and D prove Jefferson nor his peers advocated for “false 

religions” but rather advocated unanimously for OUR RELIGION, which had everything to do with the sense 

of Unity our Founding Fathers found as their secret to success in forming this nation, and their dedication and 

commitment to preserve that newly formed unity over OUR RELIGION that forged together 55 Founding 

Fathers of widely differing Religious beliefs and doctrines, all suspicious of each other, all wary that one could 

be chosen as the “official” Religion and the rest relegated to be doomed, as in England. 

Jefferson and the Founding Fathers found the secret to Unity in spirit and in the legal framework of this 

nation, was to not focus on the things that divided them spiritually, but to focus on the things that United them, 

thus they eventually came to realize and agree upon the official Religion of the United States was “all inclusive 

of  believers in God of The Holy Bible”, and that such a United term was all inclusive of Jews, Catholics, 

Protestants of all types, Baptist, Methodist, Lutheran, Anglican, Quakers, Shakers, Mennonites…all could 

indeed agree on that one thing alone, their Trust and Worship in God Jehovah of The Holy Bible. OUR GOD. 

It is plain this Act rebuked religious coercion, forced worship, tyranny, “man- made religions”, false 

gods claiming equality with God Jehovah, false religions that required people to worship a man like 

Muhammad who could not exist in America under our Constitution without being imprisoned and facing the 

death penalty for being a pedophile, mass murderer, rapist, fraud, and all of the other uncivilized character 

components of Muslim’s inventor and creator, Muhammad, who Jefferson clearly and in great detail described 

in this Virginia Act for Religious Freedom in these following words… 
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  “that the impious presumption of legislators and rulers, civil as well as ecclesiastical, who, being 

themselves but fallible and uninspired men, have assumed dominion over the faith of others, setting up their 

own opinions and modes of thinking as the only true and infallible, and as such endeavoring to impose them 

on others, hath established and maintained false religions over the greatest part of the world, and through all 

time;” 

Here Thomas Jefferson clearly defines there is a difference in “Religion” and “false religions”, and 

specifically condemns the Mohammedism (Muslim) mission established by Muhammad, certainly the “fallible 

and uninspired man who assumed dominion over the faith of others, setting up his own opinions and modes 

of thinking as the only true and infallible, and as such endeavoring to impose them on others, hath 

established and maintained false religions over the greatest part of the world, and through all time;”   

Nobody could have better described Muslim origins in this great specificity and depth as did Thomas 

Jefferson in this section, due to Jefferson’s vast experience and knowledge as prior Presidents were forced to 

fight the Muslim Barbary Coast pirates attacking Christians on land and sea to capture and sell Christians as 

slaves.  Much has been made of Thomas Jefferson owning a Quran, but to any Historian understanding the 

intiative based education in that day was all self study or ignorance.  Here it becomes clear he had self- studied 

Muslims as this section clearly and concisely describes and defines Muhammad and his false religion, which 

OUR RELIGION rejects if only because it requires “Man Worship”, which we are commanded to reject. 

Further confirmation of this position is that Jefferson as Congressman made the empty Capitol Rotunda 

a Church on Sundays that hosted various Christian Church Worship services.  Just a few months later when 

Jefferson became President, he ordered the U.S. Marine Corps band play in those Sunday Christian Church 

services that he himself attended weekly without fail, and with great devotion, being Christian to the core. 

Had Jefferson wanted to give equal standing as a Religion to all those other false religions he described, 

he certainly had the power to allow those false religions to have their turn in the Capitol building on Sundays, 

and the fact that Jefferson did not allow those false religions to Worship in our Capitol building while 

promoting actively those Christian Worship services, speaks historical facts that no “agenda driven academic” 
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can twist to suit their pro Muslim or anti-Christian agenda.    There was no Muslim mosque built in America 

until 1915 in Maine, and only a handful built in America until the 1950’s when America began to passively 

allow the erosion and ultimate removal of our Christian Heritage and Liberties in this nation.  Once the dam 

began to leak, Muslim interests rushed to the attack to bust open the dam to where they now have 2,000+ 

mosques in America in 2011, now proven by 108 guilty verdicts to be War Pentagons for our war enemy. 

This also proves the “Separation of Church and State” term is ludicrous and non-existent in American 

history, because Thomas Jefferson ordered Federal Facilities and the U.S. Military Band to support his desire to 

Worship God of The Holy Bible.  Jefferson’s actions speak his intentions, thoughts, and beliefs, very clearly. 

The bottom line here is that this historical document proves the Founding Fathers considered no 

Religion other than the Christian Religion for “all who believed in God of The Holy Bible”, and therefore they 

protected no other “religion” which would be in their eyes a “false religion” unworthy of the protections of the 

U.S. Constitution, particularly the First Amendment, and certainly not while a declared enemy of war. 

“that to compel a man to furnish contributions of money for the propagation of opinions which he 

disbelieves, is sinful and tyrannical; that even the forcing him to support this or that teacher of his own 

religious persuasion, is depriving him of the comfortable liberty of giving his contributions to the particular 

pastor whose morals he would make his pattern, and whose powers he feels most persuasive to righteousness,  

Pastor, a term only used in OUR Christian Religion (defined as that of “God of The Holy Bible”) not a 

Muslim “Imam” “Ayatollah”, “Caliph”, or “Mullah”, not a Hindu Priest, not a Confucious Master, only a Pastor 

is termed here, because, and now it becomes more obvious to the objective Historian, only the Christian 

Religion is considered Religion at all to Jefferson and his peers, including Webster.  It is OUR RELIGION. 

“and is withdrawing from the ministry those temporal rewards”, another term only in the Christian 

Religion, describing every person’s freedom of choice to withdraw our funding, volunteer service, and other 

means of resources and support for any ministry we do not freely choose to engage and invest in, even 

withdrawing the pats on the back that come from the Clergy as incentives to continue and encourage others to 

engage, even for the reason of receiving that Clergy approval. 
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which proceeding from an approbation of their personal conduct, are an additional incitement to 

earnest and unremitting labors for the instruction of mankind; that our civil rights have no dependence on our 

religious opinions, more than our opinions in physics… or geometry; that, therefore, the proscribing any 

citizen as unworthy the public confidence by laying upon him an incapacity of being called to the offices of trust 

and emolument, unless he profess or renounce this or that religious opinion, is depriving him injuriously of 

those privileges and advantages to which in common with his fellow citizens he has a natural right; that it tends 

also to corrupt the principles of that very religion it is meant to encourage, by bribing, with a monopoly of 

worldly honors and emoluments, those who will externally profess and conform to it;  

While approbation is defined today as “official or formal approval, commendation”, in 1828 the 

memories of European Religious persecution were still fresh, so the term “Approbation” was a Catholic Church 

canon where approval of a Religious Superior like a Bishop was required for any person “called of God to be an 

ecclesiastic, pastor, priest, clergy member, etc.” to actually be allowed to practice Christian Ministry, much like 

all the mainstream contemporary Church denominations in America refuse to allow newcomers to perform 

ministry without their approval of some level of “Religious Superior” examining newcomers to insure their 

beliefs matched the Religious Superior, or approval would not be granted, a practice Jefferson personally found 

deplorable and one of many reasons he did not allow himself to be “typed” into one Christian group or another. 

Jefferson’s stubborn refusal to be “typed” into one doctrine or another is the sole claim he is not a Christian, but 

a Deist, which Plaintiff has exposed as totally false, but also which misled many contemporary legal scholars 

into misguided and confusing rulings requiring the need for Declaratory Judgments to correct and confirm. 

“that though indeed these are criminal who do not withstand such temptation, yet neither are those 

innocent who lay the bait in their way; that to suffer the civil magistrate to intrude his powers into the field of 

opinion and to restrain the profession or propagation of principles, on the supposition of their ill tendency, is a 

dangerous fallacy, which at once destroys all religious liberty, because he being of course judge of that 

tendency, will make his opinions the rule of judgment, and approve or condemn the sentiments of others only as 

they shall square with or differ from his own; that it is time enough for the rightful purposes of civil 
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government, for its officers to interfere when principles break out into overt acts against peace and good 

order;” 

 

 

 

AMERICA’S WAR WITH MUSLIMS… capture Christian slaves and dishonor God Jehovah. 

Plaintiff confirms these Supreme Court precedent cases with historical facts from two 

widely accepted Historical sources…Peter Earle's book, Corsairs of Malta and Barbary 

[6-15], and Michael L. S. Kitzen's Tripoli and the United States at War [1-36]). 

Pirate ships and crews from the North African states of Tripoli, Tunis, Morocco, and 

Algiers (the Barbary Coast) were the scourge of the Mediterranean. Capturing merchant 

ships and holding their crews for ransom provided the rulers of these nations with 

wealth and naval power. In fact, the Roman Catholic Religious Order of Mathurins had 

operated from France for centuries with the special mission of collecting and disbursing 

funds for the relief and ransom of prisoners of Mediterranean pirates.  

Since the sixteenth century, corsairs from the Muslim states of North Africa had 

controlled the Mediterranean sea lanes by force. At the time the United States won 

its independence, the states of the Barbary Coast--Tripoli, Algiers, Morocco, and 

Tunis--had been preying on the world's merchant ships for three hundred years. The 

Barbary pirates' methods were fairly simple: cruising the Mediterranean in small, fast 

ships, they boarded merchant ships, overwhelmed the crew, and took them captive. The 

crews were held in captivity until their home countries agreed to pay ransoms for their 

release. If no ransom was forthcoming, the crews were sold into slavery. Over time, 
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most countries found it expedient simply to pay a yearly tribute to the sultans, thereby 

buying their ships free passage through the Mediterranean.  

Earle adds that the defining factor for the Moslem corsairs in attacking a ship was 

"that they worshipped a different God." They were specifically after Christian 

shipping. To them, this was a "holy war" as much as the Crusades. 

 

The Barbary Corsairs, sometimes called Ottoman Corsairs or Barbary Pirates, were pirates and privateers 

who operated from North Africa, based primarily in the ports of Tunis, Tripoli and Algiers. This area was 

known in Europe as the Barbary Coast. In addition to seizing ships, they engaged in Razzias, raids on European 

coastal towns and villages, mainly in Italy, France, Spain, and Portugal, but also in Britain, the Netherlands, 

Ireland, and as far away as Iceland. The main purpose of their attacks was to capture Christian slaves for 

the Islamic market in North Africa and the Middle East.  

While such raids had occurred since soon after the Muslim conquest of the region, the terms Barbary Pirates 

and Barbary Corsairs are normally applied to the raiders active from the 16th century onwards, when the 

frequency and range of the slavers' attacks increased and Algiers, Tunis and Tripoli came under the sovereignty 

of the Ottoman Empire, either as directly administered provinces or as autonomous dependencies known as the 

Barbary States. 

Pirates captured thousands of ships, and long stretches of coast in Spain and Italy were almost completely 

abandoned by their inhabitants, discouraging settlement until the 19th century. From the 16th to 19th century, 

pirates captured an estimated 800,000 to 1.25 million Christians as slaves.  The European pirates brought state-

of-the-art sailing and shipbuilding techniques to the Barbary Coast around 1600, which enabled the corsairs to 

extend their activities into the Atlantic Ocean, and the impact of Barbary raids peaked in the early to mid-17th 

century. 
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The scope of corsair activity began to diminish in the latter part of the 17th century, as the more powerful 

European navies started to compel the Barbary States to make peace and cease attacking their shipping. 

However, the ships and coasts of Christian states without such effective protection continued to suffer 

until the early 19th century. Following the Napoleonic Wars and the Congress of Vienna in 1814 European 

powers agreed upon the need to suppress the Barbary corsairs entirely and the threat was largely subdued, 

although occasional incidents continued until finally terminated by the French conquest of Algiers in 1830. 

References: 
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2. Review of Pirates of Barbary by Ian W. Toll, New York Times, Dec. 12, 2010 
3. Chisholm, Hugh, ed (1911). "Barbary Pirates". Encyclopædia Britannica (Eleventh ed.). Cambridge 

University Press. 
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Plaintiff has now presented to this Court  

1. Historic, precedent setting Supreme Court cases clearly defining America is a Christian 

nation, with “God Jehovah of The Holy Bible” the only God whose Religion and Religious 

conduct is protected in America, such that all “Religious conduct” of other religions must not 

offend the Civil Standard of the Christian Religion”, among many statements granting 

Christians exclusive protections against conduct of all other “imposter gods or false religions.” 
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2. Websters 1828 Dictionary defining God as Jehovah, and all others as “false gods or idols” with 

1755 English Dictionaries and 1913 Dictionaries supporting and confirming the language of our 

Founding Fathers at the time they were creating our nationʼs Foundation documents. 

3. Historic accounts that Muslims worshipped a different god, engaged in their Holy War. 

4. Historic Virginia Act for Religious Freedom, that defined and described false religions/gods. 

5. EXHIBITS A1 – A19, B, C, D, E, F, G, H, I, J, K 

 

 

FURTHER PROOF OF EXCLUSIVE STATUS FOR THE CHRISTIAN RELIGION IN AMERICA 

Plaintiff submits specifically for this purpose Exhibit D, the book “THE Christian Nation Revolution,  

Regeneration”, with 488 pages of NEW PROOF from Historical Documents found in the Library of  

Congress, as in the following examples: 

1. Congressman Thomas Jefferson arranged for the Capitol building to be used to conduct 

generic, non- denominational, Christian Religion Church services on Sundays, then just a few 

months after taking office as President of the United States Thomas Jefferson ordered The 

Marine Corps Band to play every Sunday in those Christian Religion Church services that he 

himself attended “Religiously”, every week.  President Thomas Jefferson is responsible for the 

first Praise and Worship band in America and the first Church services in the marriage 

partnership between “Church and State” that America was founded upon, and remains the 

foundation of this nation today.   

Far from being the deist Jefferson is falsely accused of being, among other of his Christian favoring 

quotes documented in Exhibit D is this one that leaves no doubt he was no deist… 
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“God who gave us life gave us liberty.  And can the liberties of a nation be thought secure when we 

have removed from their only firm basis, a conviction in the minds of the people that these liberties 

are of the gift of God?  That they are not to be violated but with His wrath?  Indeed, I tremble for my 

country when I reflect that God is just; that His justice cannot sleep forever.” 

2. Congress bought 20,000 copies of The Holy Bible and paid the bill from collected taxes 

3. In 1782, Congress voted for a resolution recommending the Holy Bible “for use in all schools.”  

In many of the colonies, only a professed Christian could hold public office.  

4. The McGuffey Reader, used for over 100 years in our public schools, proclaims, “The Christian 
Religion is the religion of our country.” 
 

5. The first act of the first Continental Congress was the passage of a resolution to open 
Congress with a prayer, and the Congress knelt for a 4 hour session of Prayer to God Jehovah 
of The Holy Bible.   The first act of Congress every day since, is to open with Prayer. 
 

UNIQUE STANDING 

Plaintiff Louie E. Johnston Jr., is a U.S. Citizen by birth, age 61, born, raised, and domiciled in the 

Nashville, TN area known as “Middle Tennessee”, an MBA with a U.S. Patent for a U.S. Military 

Computer System implemented world- wide, a unique intimate knowledge of Muslims and Christians 

through personal Christian ministries and through the eyes of www.Christian Patriots.us friends and 

fellow Christian Ministers like: 

A  Brigitte Gabriel, Fox News expert, a Christian Arab victim of Muslim hatred at age 11 whose book 

“Because they Hate” tells her modern version of the old, old, story of Muslims hatred for Christians, bombing 

her Beirut, Lebanon home, destroying Beirut, and their mission to eliminate America, Christians, Jews, and all 

non-Muslims world-wide.  Brigitte’s life is dedicated to warning an apathetic America to America’s War with 

Muslims, sounding the alarm that our Muslim war enemies are destroying America while our leaders have 
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“Paralysis by Analysis” and will not act to defend us.  Brigitte founded “ACT for America!” Plaintiff actively 

supports and promotes through his online Recruiting station at www.ChristianPatriots.us.  

 

B. Kamal Saleem, former Al Qaeda Terrorist from age 7, groomed by Osama Bin Laden, Sadaam Hussein, and 

Mohammar Ghadafi, who called him son, sent to America to implement the Strategic War Plan of Muslims at 

war with America, to personally install the Termite Cell system to erode America’s values and defenses much 

as termites destroy the infrastructure invisibly until the damage is irreversible.  Kamal was seriously injured in a 

car wreck, taken in unwittingly by his Surgeon after being released from the hospital, and experienced God of 

the Holy Bible through the love of his Surgeon, his family, and his God Jehovah. 

Kamal risks his life daily to sound the alarm to Americans that Muslims are on a Mission to eliminate America 

and kill or enslave our citizens as their “plunder” for being good deceivers until they grow powerful. 

C.  “The Imam’s Daughter”  (unnamed for security) raised in a powerful Muslim Imam’s home, she 

experienced God by reading the Holy Bible in her early 20’s, she converted to Christianity, abandoning the 

Muslim faith, which makes her an “Apostate”, a target to be killed by Muslims if they can find her.  This is 

why she remains anonymous, but active in Christian ministries and an invaluable source of truth from 

Muslim/Imam insights.  Her conversion testimony and decades of life experience are very rare.  

D. Sam Solomon, former Muslim Scholar who actually Trained the Imams in Islam, who picked up a Bible and 

began to read it to learn about his enemies, but found The Holy Bible full of love and Truth, eventually 

abandoning Islam and embracing Christianity, one of unique scholarship and expertise in both. Sam is the 

Founder of Christian Legal Centre, Co-Founder of Christian Concern, and an International expert as an Islamic 

Affairs Advisor.  Sam is based in London, but travels the USA extensively to sound the alarm to Americans to 

warn us about Muslim deceit and intent to eliminate our nation while we pacify and tolerate our known enemies 

at war with America. 

E. In addition to these Christian friends and Ministers, knowledge from a lifetime of Ministries service to the 

gullible, “social reform” youth in our Colleges, the uneducated, imprisoned, disenfranchised, poor, Homeless, 
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Hopeless…discovered these are the targets of Muslim recruiters, who recruit in areas that Christians will not 

go, recruiting people that Christians will not help. 

Plaintiff is son to an 81 year old Father, Brother to a younger Sister teaching middle school students at a 

Magnet School for the Arts, brother to a younger brother deceased at age 40, whose 3 minor orphaned 

teens were placed under Plaintiff’s care and custody, the Father of 3 children, 1 deceased in 2010, with 8 

Grandchildren, and an extended Christian family of thousands of members and/or attenders of countless 

Christian Churches of all denominations, across America, including Plaintiff’s Homeless Ministries in 

Nashville, TN, all harmed and directly impacted by the instant case. 

Plaintiff is a published Christian Patriot, Historian, Educator, Author, Speaker and (unpaid) full time 

Minister to the Homeless of all Religious backgrounds, including Muslim/Islam followers, serving 

thousands as a Homeless Minister, to counsel, pray, teach, and guide, with active successful focus on 

transitioning Homeless to working, productive lives. 

 Plaintiff has not only served Homeless indigents daily for a decade, but resides with the Homeless men 

Training in his Christian Men’s Training Centers in undisclosed locations.  

Plaintiff’s Ministries in the Homeless War Zones provided unique, numerous opportunities to engage 

peoples of various religions, including false religions, including their various versions of “spiritual 

texts” as substitutes for “The Holy Bible”, including the Muslim Quran, and numerous various versions 

of America’s God Jehovah, with first-hand knowledge of these various beliefs and methods of 

advocating those beliefs.  

 

JURISDICTION  

Plaintiff’s prayers for Declaratory Judgments, Injunctive Relief, and all appropriate Legal Relief deemed 

proper in the U.S. Federal Court, Middle Tennessee District, as the proper Court of Authority in Constitutional 

issues from Davidson County, TN where Plaintiff resides, and in the Middle Tennessee District, where all 
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actions by Defendants and Plaintiff occurred in the initiating Chancery Court of Rutherford County case that 

precluded and was the origin of the research that developed into this instant case. 

 

PROOF EXHIBITS 

Plaintiff incorporates all of this Complaint for Relief with Proof documented herein, in concert with the 

following proof submitted as separate Attachments, all being Exhibits listed with Titles and 

Descriptions: 

Exhibits A – 1 to A – 19;  Documents from “USA vs. Holy Land Foundation”  Federal Court Trial 
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A1 -  
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EXHIBIT   
 A4   
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EXHIBIT A5  
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EXHIBIT A6   
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EXHIBIT 
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EXHIBIT A8  
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EXHIBIT A9   
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EXHIBIT A10   PHONE DIRECTORIES 
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EXHIBIT A11 
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EXHIBIT A12    
 
GOVERNMENT 
EXHIBIT 
003-001 5 
3:04-CR-2404 
U.S. v. HLF, et al. 

I 
ISE-SW 18641 0000377 
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EXHIBIT A13 
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EXHIBIT A14 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 



108 
 

EXHIBIT A15 

   

 

 

 

 

EXHIBIT A16    
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EXHIBIT 
A17 
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EXHIBIT 
A18 
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EXHIBIT A19 
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Exhibit B;  Defendants Amicus Curiae Brief filed in Rutherford County, TN Chancery Court 

Exhibit C;  Plaintiff Amicus Curiae Brief with Motion filed in Rutherford County, TN Chancery Court 

Exhibit D;  Book “THE Christian Nation Revolution, Regeneration” filed with Plaintiff Amicus brief in 

Chancery Court, Rutherford County, TN. as New Historical Evidence not commonly known previously. 

Exhibit E;  DVD  “Islam Rising” Proves Muslim mission is an out of control governing system that 

removes all personal freedom and liberty to achieve world domination through forced submission. 

Exhibit F;  Book  “Speak Truth in Love to Muslims” new historical evidence with 100 Quran 

examples confirm America’s Founding Fathers definitions, that Religion in America, while free for all 

individuals to determine for their personal choice, only Religion involving God Jehovah (by name) of 

The Holy Bible is protected by our Constitutions, Federal and State, so by reason and belief in one God 

Jehovah in America, Muslims were described to serve a false religion, false god, false prophet, 

described as such by our Founding Fathers in their Dictionaries, The Virginia Act for Establishing 

Religious Freedom, and others, are not protected as a true Religion under the U.S. Constitution, and 

never under any circumstances while openly declaring and waging war with America, Christians, Jews. 

Exhibit G DVD  “Muslim Mosques War Factories”  Insider Video Proof of Defendants Pro Muslim 

War on Christianity, Muslim War Enemies Infiltration of America, using Muslim mosques as War 

Factories and Terrorist Fund Raising Centers, recent US Government ordered burning of Christian 

Bibles as “trash” that might offend Muslims, yet issuing written Military orders to “handle the Holy 

Quran as a “delicate piece of art” and only with sterile gloves”.  Nashville, TN Mosque reveals Imam 

Training Muslims to war on America, pathological obsessions that are incontrovertible proof of war. 

Exhibit H;  Book “Muslim Murder Ministries”… This book is a detailed list of 17,496 Muslim 

Murder  Attacks  9/11 2001-2011, all commanded by their god Allah in the Muslim spiritual text, the 

Quran! It proves the pathological condition of the ONLY “claimed religion” that demands Murder of all 

who refuse to submit instantly to their god, in order to please their god.  Muslim Murder Ministries gives 
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the male head of Household and the local mosque Imam the role of Supreme Judge, Jury, and 

Executioner, both with power and authority exceeding all laws of civilization, and American law.  

Exhibit I;  Brief  “10 Failures of US Government on Islamic Threat” by Patrick Poole, Center for 

Security Policy, an incredible, credible outrage of Defendants deliberate sabotage of Homeland Security. 

Exhibit J: Brief “To Our Great Detriment” by Major Stephen Collins Coughlin, Military Intelligence 

Exposes Defendants willful refusal to act on behalf of the Security of our nation and its citizens. 

Exhibit K: Brief “Classified ISNA Extremism 2007”  Report exposes Defendants in detail. 

 

Exhibit L:  Muslim Leader Alamoudi Jailed after decades of White House influence and infiltration. 

Exhibit M: Florida Court orders Muslim law to resolve Muslim dispute 

Exhibit N: San Diego and Miami Imams indicted for Terrorist Fund Raising in Mosques 

Exhibit O: Attorney General Eric Holder on Department of Justice’s Outreach and Enforcement 
Efforts to Protect American Muslims 

~ Thursday, June 4, 2009 

Remarks as prepared for delivery. 

U.S. Attorney General Eric Holder released the following statement relating to President Obama’s historic speech today in 

Cairo, Egypt: 

"The President's pledge for a new beginning between the United States and the Muslim community takes root here in the 

Justice Department where we are committed to using criminal and civil rights laws to protect Muslim Americans. A top 

priority of this Justice Department is a return to robust civil rights enforcement and outreach in defending religious 

freedoms and other fundamental rights of all of our fellow citizens in the workplace, in the housing market, in our schools 

and in the voting booth. 
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"There are those who will continue to want to divide by fear - to pit our national security against our civil liberties - but 

that is a false choice. We have a solemn responsibility to protect our people while we also protect our principles." 

EXHIBIT P   39 Muslim Murder Attacks in America foiled since 911 are detailed by The Heritage 

Foundation…39 acts of war on America by Muslims who openly declared and continue to wage war on 

America, while Defendants publicly, blatantly “provide aid and comfort to America’s War Enemies”, 

advocating on behalf of our War Enemies against Christian Citizens in our SOVREIGN State Schools, 

Courts, Work Places, Zoning and Planning Commissions, choosing to elevate Muslims above Christians, 

Jews, and creating a new ethnic group for America, entitled collectively as all “Non- Muslims”. 

 

 

PRAYERS FOR RELIEF 

The Judeo Christian Religion ruled by the Supreme Court in numerous historical and contemporary 

rulings to be “the fabric of our society”,  has been the object of Defendants abuse of power, willfully violating 

numerous Constitutional Rights of this Plaintiff, Patriarch to his children and 8 Grandchildren, the Homeless 

and Hopeless relying on Plaintiff’s concern, American citizens current and future, such that irreparable harm 

has already victimized America, and irreversible harm is assured absent this Court’s intervention by issuing 

definitive Declaratory Judgment on each specific issue named herein, and by granting all possible Injunctive 

Relief and all other Legal remedies within the Court’s authority, for which Plaintiff humbly and respectfully 

prays, on behalf of all Americans, particularly Christian Patriots past, present, and future.  

I. Plaintiff prays this Court provide as many individual, detailed, Declaratory Judgments as are appropriate 

and/or  required by the issues presented, the overwhelming new evidence researched, assembled, and 

presented to this Court that will confirm original Supreme Court decisions, Federal and State Laws that 

protects and defends  Plaintiff’s beloved Judeo Christian Religion, Christian Patriots Culture every 

American past, present, and future have the unalienable (not just inalienable) right to pursue and enjoy 
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as we choose from hearts set free by God Jehovah, The Holy Bible, and the blood of Christian Patriots 

past, who bought our Liberty with bloody, prayerful, sacrificial shouts of “No Sovereign but God, and 

No King but Jesus!”  

 

II. Declare American citizens, Judeo Christian Religion, and all Christians and Jews are violated and 

irreparably harmed by our own US Government actions proven herein, including named Defendants,  

and from Muslims and/or any culture that denies, restricts, impedes, conflicts, or competes with any 

American’s personal Civil Liberties, Freedoms, and/or Rights to personally study, know and experience 

God of the Holy Bible.  Plaintiff prays for all proper Injunctive Relief and appropriate damages. 

 

III. Declare Americans in each Sovereign State able to defend ourselves and our culture should our Federal 

Government fail, as in this instant case, to protect and defend America’s Historical Christian Religion 

and  Heritage, to act in America’s defense against all our declared war enemies, to agree with those who 

declare themselves our enemies openly, to declare “Muslims”, by their name and by their admission as 

war enemies, their birth duty, for as long as they choose to remain Muslims, who alone embody and act 

upon the beliefs and dictates of Islam to Murder Christians, Jews, Americans, all that refuse to submit to 

worship their god and a very dead human Muhammad, as an object of forced worship. 

 
IV. Declare that Muslim Mosques are War Factories to teach Treason against America, collect funding for 

terrorist use foreign and domestic, that  “Muslims” are the name of the enemy, that America is at war 

with Muslims, in a war not of our choosing, but solely at their choice to submit/adhere to Islam, their 

spiritual text the Quran, which dictates their uncivilized, barbaric, unacceptable lifetime duty/choice to 

wage war to achieve Tyranny for all in forced domination of false gods (according to Christian 

Religion’s God Jehovah).  Plaintiff prays for all proper Injunctive Relief and appropriate damages. 
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V.   Declare and confirm God Jehovah of The Holy Bible was and still is OUR RELIGION  as a Nation, 

as defined and protected by our Founding Fathers, just as Thomas Jefferson and peers all agreed in Unity!  To 

fail to declare the Historical Facts presented herein as Truth, is to trample Truth that is timeless and sacred, for 

agendas of destruction for ourselves and our posterity.  There must be “No other god(s)…” in His sight, (before 

me) so Declaratory Judgment that God Jehovah is God, THE Holy Bible is God’s Word, must affirm these 

Truths to be American culture of Personal Freedom, or affirm Muslim culture of destruction and slavery as 

equal or superior, which deprives the 80% of Americans who claim belief in God of The Holy Bible…alone. 

 

VI.Declare “God” was defined by Founding Fathers by the language terms of their day only, confirmed by 

Webster’s 1828 1st Edition Dictionary as being only "God Jehovah" of “The Holy Bible”, THE Supreme Being, 

THE Creator, THE Sovereign of the universe, by our Founding Fathers, and therefore classified all other 

claimants as “false gods or idols” and “false religion”.  

 

VII.Declare “Religion” was in their days (so therefore must also be forever the same) defined by our Founding 

Fathers only as RELIGION  "Believing in God Jehovah of The Holy Bible", to include Catholics, Protestants, 

Jews, and NOT those “pagans and mohammadans” who believed in false god(s) and false Religion, as specified 

by omission of all contemporary titles in the 1828 Dictionary that followed and confirmed in the 1786 The 

Virginia Act for Religious Freedom written by Thomas Jefferson, both Historical Documents submitted herein, 

and by the contemporary book THE Christian Nation, Regeneration, based on new historical documents found 

in the Library of Congress. 

VIII. Declare the words “Muslim, Moslem, Allah, Islam” were not listed in the 1828 American 

Dictionaries, but evolved into American dictionaries some 200+ years later, proving they had no 

consideration as being a true Religion in America (required belief in God Jehovah of The Holy 

Bible) during the creation of our U.S. Constitution and Religious Rights by Founding Fathers. 
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IX. Declare Muslims cannot be a protected Religion under the U.S. Constitution AND at the same time a 

Declared and Actively engaged Enemy at War with America, which obviously negates and ceases 

any rights under the very Constitution they daily attack with missions to “Eliminate and Destroy 

America”!   

 

X. Declare Muslims/Islam beliefs, even if determined to be a “Religion” protected by the U.S. 

Constitution, are not equal to or superior to the “Christian Religion”, long held as the “Fabric of 

American Society” and confirm “the Christian Religion is not to be offended by the conduct of any 

other Religion” based upon settled Supreme Court rulings spanning our history, such as Reynolds vs. 

the United States in 1879 outlawing Polygamy citing it as offensive to the Christian Religion and 

noting other Religions could demand Human Sacrifice against the laws of civilized nations and 

certainly of America, and are consistently in theme as current as 1983 in Marsh v Chambers 468 

U.S. 783, with Christian Religion and Prayer being the Fabric of our society. 

 
XI. Declare that God, “Jehovah” of “The Holy Bible” is God alone as defined by Webster in 1828 and 

by our Founding Fathers prior to 1828, and by our Supreme Courts from out inception as a Nation, 

and is still the exclusive Sovereign God which our Nation was founded upon and still 80% or more 

of our citizens claim as their personal belief system, with our 2,000 year Code of Conduct found in 

Exodus 20:3, with HIS Number One Commandment being “You shall have no other gods before 

me”, which literally means “IN MY SIGHT” i.e. either “in addition to Me” or “in opposition to Me”, 

or “on the ground around me”.  Therefore in order to prevent offending Christians and Jews and 

protect our Civil Rights and Religious Freedom, there can be “No other Gods”, “IN MY SIGHT”, 

“No graven images or symbols of other Gods” as the Muslim god Allah has the symbol of the 

Crescent Moon and Star to distinguish their god from God Jehovah.  Plaintiff prays the Court declare 

that God Jehovah will not take a back seat to any other’s claim to deity in America and defend our 

culture.  If not, declare and define precisely where the line is between Free Exercise of Religion for 
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Christians against ongoing, historical “anti- God Jehovah Wars” combatants, and crossing that line 

to offend.  

XII. Declare Muslims by their adherence to Islam are commanded to fight and kill Christians and Jews 

and any other Non- Believers, and force all non - Muslims to submit to Islam, in direct conflict with 

the Constitutional Rights and Unalienable Rights from our creator, as defined in 1828, God Jehovah. 

XIII. Declare Muslims are granted asylum in America to personal worship as each individual chooses, but 

not the right to congregate and assemble in revolt against America, to train for jihad or supply as 

enemies against THE Christian Nation, or to publicly or privately offend God Jehovah of The Holy 

Bible or THE Christian Nation, by their conduct, private or public. 

XIV.  Declare Muslims deny “God Jehovah” as defined by Webster in 1828 to be Spirit, and the sole basis 

of Religion in America, by worship of Allah, the "Moon God" of Arabia, denoted always by the 

symbol of Crescent Moon and Star that distinguishes their Moon god Allah, and NEVER applies to 

God Jehovah, the ONLY consideration for the word “God” in the 1828 Webster Dictionary, which 

alone exclusively defined the language and definitions relied upon by our Founding Fathers in 

writing the Constitution and laws of the land prior to that 1828 Edition. 

XV.  Declare Muslims deny The Holy Bible (actively and passively by the existence of their own 

spiritual text, the Quran, which they declare is Holy and superior to The Holy Bible), and as Exhibit 

G captures from a Nashville Imam, Muslims claim “the Bible” is not complete and has had many 

passages removed and changed by Christians and Jews over time, so it is not the true scriptures. 

XVI.  Declare Muslims, albeit described as Mohammedans in Historical Documents, are clearly described 

as not RELIGION, and as a “false religion" in Founding Father documents submitted herein, 

specifically the 1828 Webster Dictionary and The Virginia Act for Establishing Religious Freedom. 

XVII.  Declare Muslims have no Constitutional "Religious Rights"  granted to "All who believe on God of 

the Holy Bible", as they are a false religion cover for a barbaric Political System that denies basic 
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U.S. Constitution granted Civil Rights to all Muslims, who are unwittingly enslaved, on penalty of 

death should they leave the Muslim faith to become Apostates. 

XVIII.  Declare, In the alternative, if Muslims are to be considered a RELIGION as determined by our 

Founding Fathers, any perceived Constitutional Religious Rights and all other Constitutional Civil 

Rights are suspended as long as they are also our Enemies of War.  

XIX. Declare no Muslim is eligible to hold any elected or appointed Government position, including the US 

Military in the United States of America as long as Muslims declare by their spiritual texts that they are at 

war with America, Christians, Jews, or Israel, as they cannot be trusted to “uphold and defend the U.S. 

Constitution and laws of our land”.  Retired Admiral James Lyons recently exposed the US Army granted 

Conscientious Objector status to an enlisted soldier because his Muslim faith prevented him from killing 

another Muslim.  Plaintiff prays for immediate removal of all Muslims from Military and Government 

positions now as the Muslim faith has proven unwilling to fight our enemies of war, Muslims, and their 

spiritual text has been accepted and approved by the U.S. Military as unable to fulfill their oath to defend 

our Constitution against all enemies, foreign and domestic. 

 

PLAINTIFF PRAYS FOR IMMEDIATE TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER AND 

SUBSEQUENT PERMANENT INJUNCTIONS AS FOLLOWS:   

PROHIBITING	  NEW	  MOSQUE	  CONSTRUCTION,	  REMODELING,	  ADDITIONS,	  AND/OR	  THE	  ASSEMBLY	  OF	  MUSLIMS	  IN	  
MOSQUES	  ON	  AMERICAN	  SOIL	  AS	  LONG	  AS	  MUSLIMS	  DECLARE	  WAR	  ON	  AMERICA,	  (by	  definition	  “adherents	  to	  Islam”	  
which	  demands	  elimination	  of	  America,	  Christians,	  Jews,	  and	  Israel,	  our	  spiritual	  sister	  nation,	  our	  ally	  with	  God.)	  
	  

A. Muslim Mosques in the USA must be prevented from being built anywhere in the USA, as long 

as Muslims are at war with America.  The lessons of the HLF evidence and Plaintiffs Exhibits 

with this instant lawsuit must protect and defend our future, culture, and American way of life. 

B. Close all Existing Mosques as long as Muslims are at war with America, Christians, Jews.  To 

allow Muslims to congregate at Mosques to train in “grand jihad” to eliminate America, to conduct 

fund raising activities to fund the Muslim war machine as determined by the local Imams, is giving 
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aid and comfort to our enemies.  These acts of Treason Plaintiff prays this Court must accept from 

the evidence undisputed by Muslims in the U.S vs. Holy Land Foundation Trial ending November 

2008, and identify and stop immediately in the interests of our National Security abdicated by 

Defendants, to the peril of American citizen’s pursuit of Life, Liberty, and Happiness. 

C. Suspend Muslim Immigration… all immigrants must follow all existing immigration laws, rules 

and processes without fail, with all Muslim immigration suspended as long as Muslims are at war 

with America, Christians, Jews, or Israel our ally.   

D.  Cease Muslim “Resettlement” from foreign nations, permanently, and those “Resettled” into 

American life since November 2008 must be “Resettled” back to their own country or a Muslim 

culture country of their choice, at the expense of Defendants personally and not at taxpayer expense, 

as long as Muslims are at war with America.  Importing known enemies of war is outrageous treason 

that American taxpayers should not be taxed to support. 

E. Terminate Muslims from U.S. Military and U.S. Government areas of National Security as long as 

Muslims are at war with America. The recent US Army grant of Conscientious Objector status to a 

Muslim soldier because his Muslim faith prevents him from killing Muslims...proves Muslims may 

not defend our US Constitution or our nation.  Their loyalties lie with Muslims at war with us. 

F. Enjoin Defendants to prohibit any advocacy of Muslims as long as Muslims war against America, 

or any culture or group that discriminates against Christians or Jews, America or Israel. 

G. Enjoin Defendants to cease violation of the Establishment Clause and all other violations of 

Plaintiff Civil Rights and protect OUR RELIGION , culture and Nation against all war enemies. 

H. Enjoin Defendants to enforce all laws, all legal means and remedies to insure domestic tranquility, 

including prohibition of garments or coverings of any kind in public places that would or could 

identify any member of a group or culture who has declared war on America, Christians, Jews, or 

Israel, including Muslims false religion, and/or conceal personal identity or weapons of any kind 

such conduct being offensive to OUR RELIGION and detrimental to our Pursuit of Happiness.  
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UNITED STATES CODE APPLICABLE FOR RELIEF SOUGHT 

Plaintiff first prays for all Legal Remedies and Relief appropriate in these matters brought before the 

Court, in order to have Justice prevail for himself, family, his posterity, those in his care, and for all Americans.   

Plaintiff submits the Defendants are in willful violation of the U.S. Constitution from the Preamble 

forward, including but not limited to, these sections: 

 Article III Section 3, Treason,  

Article IV Section 4,  Guarantee of A Republican form of Government and Protection from Invasion,  

Article VI, failure to enforce U.S. Constitution and laws as the Supreme Law of the land, and 

Constitution Amendments I, V, X,  

Amendment XIII Knowingly allowing Polygamy, Adultery, Slavery, Assault, Rape, Murder, Fraud, 

Perjury, Pedophilia, involuntary servitude to exist in every Muslim family in America, is an illegal death 

penalty for Muslims in America, moreso for Muslim women, but all Muslims who cannot exercise Freedom 

of Speech or Religion rights under penalty of death for choosing not to “adhere to Islam”, such that all 

Muslims must obey as slaves the commands of Islam spiritual texts to jihad, the elimination and destruction of 

America and all non- Muslims residing in America, and to deceive their enemy with lies until their mission is 

completed.  This is the Muslim forced domination, intimidation psychology and motivation behind suicide 

bombers that threaten Plaintiff and his family on every trip to Wal Mart, where Muslims cloaked in Ku Kux 

Clannish robes and hoods could be armed with suicide explosives that threaten Plaintiff and those in his 

concern.)  
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42 USC Sec. 2000ee                                           
 

- 
    TITLE 42 - THE PUBLIC HEALTH AND WELFARE 

    CHAPTER 21E - PRIVACY AND CIVIL LIBERTIES PROTECTION AND OVERSIGHT 

-STATUTE- 

    (a) In general 

      There is established as an independent agency within the executive branch a Privacy and Civil 

Liberties Oversight Board     (referred to in this section as the "Board"). 

    (b) Findings 

      Consistent with the report of the National Commission on Terrorist Attacks upon the United States, 

Congress makes the following findings: 

        (1) In conducting the war on terrorism, the Government may need additional powers and 

may need to enhance the use of its existing powers. 

        (2) This shift of power and authority to the Government calls for an enhanced system of checks and 

balances to protect the precious liberties that are vital to our way of life and to ensure that the Government uses 

its powers for the purposes for which the powers were given. 

        (3) The National Commission on Terrorist Attacks upon the United States correctly concluded that 

"The choice between security and liberty is a false choice, as nothing is more likely to endanger 

America's liberties than the success of a terrorist attack at home. Our history has shown us that 

insecurity threatens liberty. Yet, if our liberties are curtailed, we lose the values that we are struggling to 

defend.". 

 
 

42 USC 1986 
TITLE 42 - THE PUBLIC HEALTH AND WELFARE 

CHAPTER 21 - CIVIL RIGHTS 
SUBCHAPTER I - GENERALLY 

§ 1985. Conspiracy to interfere with civil rights 
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If two or more persons conspire for the purpose of impeding, hindering, obstructing, or defeating, in any 

manner, the due course of justice in any State or Territory, with intent to deny to any citizen the equal protection 

of the laws, or to injure him or his property for lawfully enforcing, or attempting to enforce, the right of any 

person, or class of persons, to the equal protection of the laws; 

 
42 USC 1986 

TITLE 42 - THE PUBLIC HEALTH AND WELFARE 
CHAPTER 21 - CIVIL RIGHTS 

SUBCHAPTER I - GENERALLY 
 

§ 1986. Action for neglect to prevent 
 

Every person who, having knowledge that any of the wrongs conspired to be done, and mentioned in 

section 1985 of this title, are about to be committed, and having power to prevent or aid in preventing the 

commission of the same, neglects or refuses so to do, if such wrongful act be committed, shall be liable to the 

party injured, or his legal representatives, for all damages caused by such wrongful act, which such person by 

reasonable diligence could have prevented; and such damages may be recovered in an action on the case; and 

any number of persons guilty of such wrongful neglect or refusal may be joined as defendants in the action; 

 
42 U.S.C. § 1983 (emphasis added). 

 
Section 1983 was enacted on April 20, 1871 as part of the Civil Rights Act of 1871, and is also known 

as the "Ku Klux Klan Act" because one of its primary purposes was to provide a civil remedy against the abuses 

that were being committed in the southern states, especially by the Ku Klux Klan.  While the existing law 

protected all citizens in theory, its protection in practice was unavailable to some because those persons charged 

with the enforcement of the laws were unable or unwilling to do so. The Act was intended to provide a private 

remedy for such violations of federal law, such as the instant case where Defendants failed in their duties,  

either hiding under Muslim robes themselves to conceal their identity and civic duty, or anti- Christian robes, 

but whatever the reason unable or unwilling to enforce the laws to protect the innocent.  

The number of cases that have been brought under section 1983 has dramatically increased since 1961 

when the Supreme Court decided Monroe v. Pape.   In Monroe, the Supreme Court held that a police officer 
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was acting "under color of state law" even though his actions violated state law.   This was the first case in 

which the Supreme Court allowed liability to attach where a government official acted outside the scope of the 

authority granted to him by state law.  Since Monroe v. Pape was decided, an extensive body of law has 

developed to govern section 1983 claims.   The instant case demonstrates blatant Defendant action outside the 

scope of authority to advocate for Muslims, intervening with Tennessee State Courts, making fraudulent and 

false statements in their Amicus Curiae Brief filed in Tennessee Chancery Court in Rutherford County, in 

actually promoting Muslim mosque proliferation despite knowing the American mosques were a network of 

money laundering for terrorism, and convicting the Muslim mosque “contributions to terrorism” leaders to life 

sentences in prison. 

II.            ELEMENTS OF A SECTION 1983 CLAIM 
 

(i)            "Every person . . ." 
 

Only "persons" under the statute are subject to liability, so Plaintiff prays for finding Defendants named 

herein guilty as Individuals, with all appropriate haste and corrective action available to this Court to prevent 

their further damage to this nation, plus any Damages and Costs as the Court deems appropriate, but specifically 

all legal fees and costs incurred to date for the Plaintiffs in the Rutherford County Chancery Court case, which 

Plaintiff was an active party to and supporter of those Plaintiffs named in that case.    

A state is not a person subject to suit under section 1983,  but a state officer can be sued in his official 

capacity for prospective or injunctive relief despite the fact that a suit against a government official in his 

official capacity represents nothing more than a suit against the government entity itself.   

Despite this logical inconsistency, the current state of the law is that a state may not be sued for 

damages, but may be sued for declaratory or injunctive relief, both of which Plaintiff prays for to the maximum 

amount of relief the law allows.   

 Individual employees of federal, state and local government may be sued in their individual capacities 

for damages, declaratory or injunctive relief, all of which Plaintiff prays for and seeks from this Court. 
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While the determination of who is a "person" is a matter of federal statutory interpretation, the matter of 

who has the capacity to be sued is determined by the law of the forum state.   Likewise, the law of the forum is 

to be applied in actions under section 1983 where the law of section 1983 provides no guidance.  

(ii)            ". . . who under color of [state law]  . . ." 

The traditional definition of acting under the color of state law requires that the defendant have 

exercised power "possessed by virtue of state law and made possible only because the wrongdoer is clothed 

with the authority of state law,"  and such actions may result in liability even if the defendant abuses the 

position given to him by the state,   A private actor may also act under color of state law under certain 

circumstances.   For example, it has been held that a physician who contracts with the state to provide medical 

care to inmates acts under the color of state law   For all practical purposes, the "color of state law" requirement 

is identical to the "state action" prerequisite to constitutional liability.    

(iii)            ". . . subjects or causes to be subjected . . ." 

Section 1983 does not impose a state of mind requirement independent of the underlying basis for 

liability, but there must be a causal connection between the defendant's actions and the harm that results.   In 

order to hold a local government liable under section 1983, the Supreme Court has interpreted this causation 

element to require that the harm be the result of action on the part of the government entity that implemented or 

executed a policy statement, ordinance, regulation, or decision officially adopted and promulgated by that 

body's officers, or the result of the entity's custom.  Further, the entity's policy or custom must have been the 

"moving force" behind the alleged deprivation, which Plaintiff prays is successfully proven in the competing 

Amicus Briefs filed by U.S. Attorneys and Plaintiff in the Rutherford County Chancery Court case.    

 An “unconstitutional policy” exists in the instant case as numerous isolated actions of a 

government employee were and continued to be dictated by a "final policymaker," being Attorney 

General Eric Holder and President of the United States Barack Obama as the authorized policymakers 

approving a subordinate's decision and the basis for it,  in issues of Muslim mosque advocacy for their 

procreation, Muslim mosque misuse as jihad Training Centers and Fundraising tools for war against 
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America, and in dictatorial abuse of power to import hundreds of thousands of Muslims into America, 

defeating existing, established immigration policies and laws, at a time of war declared by Muslims 

against America.     

The Supreme Court has rejected the notion that a plaintiff must meet a heightened pleading standard to 

state a claim against a municipality for an unconstitutional custom or policy.   

(iv) ". . . [any person to] the deprivation of rights . . ." 

Section 1983 is not itself a source of substantive rights, it merely provides a method for the vindication 

of rights elsewhere conferred in the United States Constitution and Laws.    

Therefore, a plaintiff may prevail only if he can demonstrate that he was deprived of rights secured by 

the United States Constitution or federal statutes. 

Plaintiff respectfully submits not only have I demonstrated my Constitutional Rights have been violated, 

but also should the Court fail to take corrective action and provide relief, my posterity and the American culture 

of Peace and Prosperity achieved by the blood of Christian Patriots past, present and future, will be lost forever. 

Failure to take corrective action to hold Defendant’s accountable for their illegal actions, and to restore 

the American Christian Heritage and Culture formed by that Heritage would be unacceptable by Plaintiff and by 

the great law abiding majority of the American people, who will defend ourselves and our culture should the 

rule of law continue to fail for whatever reasons.  

Plaintiff submits this action is the proper vehicle to obtain clarification, reformation, and restoration of 

unalienable rights from the American Judicial System, to Plaintiff, his heirs and extended families. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 
I certify that a true and exact copy of the foregoing has been hand delivered by Courier to Defendant 

U.S. Attorney Jerry Martin, U.S. Attorneys Office,  8th Avenue South at Broadway, Nashville, TN, this the  

__________ day of ______________, 2011 

 

Plaintiff  Pro Se Louie E. Johnston Jr. 

 

Plaintiff prays for understanding of the obvious security concerns from the nature of this lawsuit in 

asking for protection of Plaintiff residence information, to allow all documents in this case sent to Plaintiff, be 

addressed to Plaintiff Louie E. Johnston Jr. and sent to the office of U.S. Attorney Jerry Martin, where Plaintiff 

will arrange private pickup of all such documents and communications between the parties. 

Should this not be acceptable, Plaintiff prays for permission for document delivery to be an attorney or  

other address of his choice to be private in order to protect anyone operating or residing at that address. 

Finally, should the aforementioned options prove unacceptable, Plaintiff mailing address would be  
 
Louie. E. Johnston Jr. 
PO Box 160473  
Nashville, TN 37216 
 


