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Defendants President of the United States, the Speaker of the House of 

Representatives, the President of the Senate, and the Attorney General of the 

United States live in Washington D.C. that became a foreign corporation with 

respect to a state. Vol. 20, CJS, p. 1785; NY re Merriam, 36 N.E. 505, 1441 S. 

Ct. 1973, 41 L. Ed. 287. In February 21, 1871, the 41 51 Congress declared a 

"Government for the District of Columbia," Sec.34, Session III, ch. 61 & 62. 

The other defendants are residents of the fifty States ofthe Union. 

G. LAW AND ARGUMENT 

I. Defendants have a sworn fiduciary duty toward the Plaintiffs in the social 

compact called the Constitution ofthe United States albeit implied. Defendants 

as governing agencies are chief1y responsible for establishing public policies 

unless specifically prohibited by a clear, constitutionally imposed restraint. 

2. In an address delivered by Justice Hugo L Black at the Einstein Memorial 

Meeting-Town Hall (N.Y.C.), May 15, 1955, Justice Black reiterated that "life 

without liberty" was not "worth living." "The desire of people to be free from 

government oppression" was the "same all over the world." The Constitution, 

Justice Black said, "with its absolute guarantees of individual rights was the 

best hope for the aspirations of freedom which men share everywhere. Justice 

Black also shared the traditional American distrust of concentrated government 

power. 

3. Plaintiffs contend and submit that the Defendants have abandoned their roles 

as guardians of sound public policies. The Constitution, especially the Bill of 

Rights, is violated daily. Plaintiff Turner has been denied a basic libetiy to 

propagate his teachings ofthe Holy Bible and the U.S. Constitution. 
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4. In Confederated Bands of Ute Indians v. United States, 330 U.S. 169 (1947), 

the United States Supreme Court noted that presidential authority may not be 

created by arbitrary action of the President of the United States even if an 

Executive Order was issued. 

5. Unlawful aliens have long been recognized as persons guaranteed Fifth 

and Fourteenth Amendment due process of law and under equal protection 

of law. Shaugnessy v. lvfezei, 73 S.Ct. 625 (1953); Wong Wing v. US., 16 

S.Ct. 977 (1896); Yick Wo v. Hopkins, 6 S.Ct.l.064 (1886); A1athews v. Dia::, 

96 S. Ct. 1883(1976); and Plyler v. Doe, 102 S.Ct. 2382 (1982). Curiously, 

Plaintiffs have been denied these very rights that favor unlawful aliens. 

6. Muslims in the United States of America appear to have better entrenched 

rights under the First Amendment as observed in a recent decision of the 

Circuit Court of the Thirteenth Judicial Circuit, Hillsborough County. 

Florida in Case No. 08003497 when Judge Richard A. Nielsen, circuit court 

judge for Division L agreed with counsel that Muslims have a right to 

remove the adjudication of Islamic issues from non-Muslim courts to their 

own ecclesiastical (shari a) courts. 

7. The dissent written by Justice John Marshall Harlan in Downes v. Bidwell, 

182 U.S. 244 (1901) held that the U.S. Congress was always bound to enact 

laws within the jurisdiction of the Constitution. In it, he said, "This nation is 

under the control of a written constitution, the supreme law of the land and 

the only source of the powers which our government, or any branch or 

officer of it, may exert at any time or at any place." He held that the 

Congress had no existence, and therefore had no authority, outside of the 
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U.S. Constitution. He also said, " ... two national governments exist; one to 

be maintained under the Constitution, with all its restrictions, the other to 

be maintained by Congress outside and independently of that instrument. 

By exercising such powers as other nations of the earth are accustomed to a 

radical and mischievous change in our system of government will result ... 

We will, in that event, pass from the era of constitutional liberty guarded and 

protected by a written constitution into an era of legislative absolutism ... It 

will be an evil day for American liberty if the theory of a government 

outside the supreme law of the land finds lodgment in our constitutional 

jurisprudence." (emphasis added). 

Plaintiffs have reason to believe that Justice Harlan's cautionary warning has 

become an alarming reality in light of the Defendants' actions in the 

execution of Foust, and the tactics being perpetrated against Plaintiff Turner 

and his followers. 

H. RELIEF SOUGHT 

1. As relief for the First Cause of Action, Plaintiffs seek five hundred 

mi1lion dollars as cumulative damages representing compensatory, 

aggravated, general, exemplary and special damages for unnecessary 

loss of life occasioned by Foust. 

2. As relief for the Second Cause of Action, a declaratory judgment in 

favor of Plaintiff Turner, and his followers and students, so that he, and 

others, will not be prevented, thwarted, threatened, or discouraged by 

law enforcement agencies and agents from teaching the Scriptures and 
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the U.S. Constitution in reliance of a constitutional right to free speech 

as guaranteed in the First Amendment Bill of Rights, U.S. Constitution. 

3. As relief for the Third Cause of Action, Plaintiff prays for one hundred 

and fifty million dollars representing compensatory, aggravated, general, 

exemplary and special damages, cumulatively, from Dothan Eagle for 

causing Plaintiff to suffer public humiliation, hatred, contempt, ridicule 

and loss of reputation in the wake of their libelous articles that have also 

caused severe emotional and mental distress to the Plaintiff 

4. In the interests of justice Plaintiffs reserve the right to amend this 

Complaint as further and better evidence surface to buttress Plaintiffs 

claims. 
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I. AFFIDAVIT OF PLAINTIFF JAMES TIMOTHY TURNER 

I aver. assert and affirm that my lawful name is James Timothy Turner. I 
verily state that I am currently enrolled as a law student with the Indigenous 
Peoples Law Project Law College helmed by Judge Navin C Naidu of the 
'Nato Indian Nation, Utah, and the Lipan Apache Band of Texas. 
Judge Naidu is a Member in Good Standing with the American Judges 
Association, Membership# 160325. 

I crave the Court's indulgence in granting me the privilege of holding me to 
less stringent standards and to construe my pleadings liberally as in Estelle v. 
Gamble, 429 U.S. 97, 102 (1976) when Justice Thurgood Marshall cited 
Haines v. Kerner, 404 U.S. 519 (1972), concerning a prose complaint, 
"however inartfully pleaded," must be held to "'less stringent standards than 
19 formal pleadings drafted by lawyers" and can only be dismissed for 
failure to state a claim if it appears "beyond doubt that the plaintiff can 
prove no set of facts in support of his claim which would entitle him to 
relief," quoting Conley v. Gibson, 355 U.S. 41, 45-46. 

Respectfully submitted this 22nd day of December, 2011. 

~ 7 

James Timothy Turner 

Plaintiff in propria persona 

285 East Broad Street Tel. (334) 774 7673 

Ozark, Alabama 36360 E-mail: jtturner022@yahoo.com 
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JURAT 

State of Alabama ) 
) ss. 

County of Dale ) 

The above named Plaintiff James Timothy Turner personally appeared before me, a Notary, 
and proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence and identification to be the 
man whose name is subscribed to the within instrument, and that by his signature 
on this Complaint to the United States district Court. 

Under oath this aRl4ay of J:leceP'liJ'-"'-c:Y'"'----" A.D. 20101 

Seal/Stamp 
My commission expires 
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