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***

The US Supreme Court has ruled that a president has immunity for official acts, but not for
personal acts.

Which is which will be a contentious issue. For example, if a president were to have the CIA,
FBI,  or Secret Service murder a political  rival  that would be a personal act.  But when
President Obama had the US military murder a US citizen suspected of being a terrorist, it
was an official act.

But was it?

The justification for  the murder  was suspicion alone,  a  bare-faced accusation unconfirmed
by a trial and therefore in violation of due process.

Has  it  ever  been  established  that  it  is  an  official  act  for  a  president  to  have  a  US  citizen
murdered without due process?

Perhaps it has happened secretly by the CIA but my impression is that President Obama’s
murder  of  the  Muslim  religious  leader  who  was  an  American  citizen  was  the  first  public
murder  without  due  process  and  conviction  delivering  a  death  penalty.

Nothing was made of the murder because Americans had been indoctrinated with fear of
Muslim terrorists and regarded the murder as an act of war.

When Vice President Biden bragged on TV that he forced by withholding billions of dollars in
US  aid  from  the  Ukraine  government  unless  it  fired  the  prosecutor  investigating  the
Ukrainian company that paid his son $50,000 a month as a director, was it an official act or
a personal act? Why has there been no investigation of this self-serving use of presidential
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authority?

The  Supreme Court  majority  emphasized  that  a  president  must  have  immunity  for  official
acts or he can be stopped by lawsuits and politically motivated charges from performing his
designated functions. In other words, the Court’s decision is based on elementary common
sense.

If a president believes an election is fraudulent, it is his responsibility, and thereby an official
act, for him to have the election verified. However, the Democrats and whore media defined
the issue as “Trump overthrowing the election.” Even experts with the evidence in their
hands were indicted for aiding and abetting Trump’s attempted overthrow of the election.

In other words, the criminal indictment brought against Trump assumed without justification
that there was no evidence of election fraud.

As Trump had appointed a Justice Department and an entire government consisting of his
enemies, his own government treated his official action as his private action.

A  rally  in  support  of  Trump  was  mischaracterized  by  Democrats,  whore  media,  and
Republicans such as Senate minority leader Mitch McConnell as an “insurrection.”

What we should be disturbed about is the ability of the Democrats and the whore media to
disrupt the 4-year term of a US president with a series of false charges that were never
confirmed and then to use unconfirmed charges to indict a former president in an effort to
prevent him from again running for president.

Prior to the Supreme Court’s ruling, the indictments against Trump were falling apart.

The biased “special counsel” prosecuting Trump was caught lying to the federal judge, who
has put the case on hold. Fani Willis entrusted by the White House with Trump’s prosecution
in Atlanta has been found to have given her lover $700,000 of taxpayers’ money with which
he took Fani on vacations. Her case against Trump is also on hold.

In other words, the legal machinery the corrupt Democrats have employed against Trump is
too corrupt to be able to do its assigned political assassination.

Now the Supreme Court knocks the props out from under the main charge orchestrated
from the fake “insurrection” charge.The Supreme Court’s ruling makes it clear that the
special council’s charges against Trump have no legal basis and should be dropped.

The response of Democrats is revealing. Supreme Court Justice Sonia Sotomayor claims that
“the  President  is  now  a  king  above  the  law.”  Democrat  US  Representative  Bennie
Thompson, chairman of the January 6 Insurrection Committee, declared the US Supreme
Court to be “lawless and corrupt.”

Why aren’t these charges from Sotomayor and Thompson applied to where they belong?
Where were Sotomayor and Thompson when President Obama claimed the power of a king
to assassinate a US citizen without due process of law? Where were they when President
George W. Bush claimed the power of  a feudal lord to detain suspects indefinitely without
due process of law?
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The collapse of American law from its basis in facts and reason into emotion has been
underway for years.

No one seems to care.

Appointments to the federal courts no longer emphasize knowledge of law and commitment
to law as a shield of the people. Instead, people are appointed according to whether a
minority or woman is needed, whether inclusion requires a homosexual or a transgendered
person.  Law is  no  longer  about  justice.  It  is  about  “equity.”  It  is  about  disposing  of
challenges  to  official  narratives.  Law  is  now  used  to  revolutionize  the  United  States,  to
convert it into a tower of babel with no capability to constrain the ruling elites’ use of the
country to further their own interests.

This is the issue that needs addressing. How can it be done?
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