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About this download
This is The Record — twenty documentary dossiers, each with a one-page context sheet followed by
the actual scanned pages of the original document (or, where no facsimile survives, the primary source's
own verified text): General Orders No. 100 (the Lieber Code), General Orders No. 120 and the Holden–
Worth–Canby letters, the 1862 definition of "person," the Trading with the Enemy Act, the Emergency
Banking Relief Act, the March 9, 1933 Congressional Record, Senate Document No. 43, Senate Report
93-549, House Joint Resolution 192, Executive Order 6102, the National Currency Act of 1864, the 1213
Charter of Submission, National Security Study Memorandum 200, the National Lawyers Guild HUAC
report, the Grace Commission's transmittal letter, Modern Money Mechanics, the Federal Reserve Act
of 1913, I Bet You Thought, the Original Thirteenth Amendment, and the Appomattox National Park
Service FAQ.

Want the frameworks, quick-reference cards, and printable worksheets instead — the practical, day-to-
day companion to the book? Those live in a separate companion download, Core Exhibits, also free at
enemywithinbook.com/exhibits.



D O C U M E N T  D 1  ·  T H E  R E C O R D

General Orders No. 100 — The Lieber Code (1863)
War Department, April 24, 1863. The foundation the whole cage is built on. · True copy, 53 pages; first
pages reproduced here.

What you are looking at

Instructions for the Government of Armies of the United States in the Field — General Orders No. 100,
prepared by Francis Lieber, approved by President Lincoln, issued by the War Department on April 24,
1863. It codified martial law, military jurisdiction, and military authority over civilians and their
property.

Why it matters

The rules of war we are still under. Article 2 states that martial law, once proclaimed, continues until it
is terminated by proclamation or treaty of peace. No such termination was ever issued. Every
emergency structure documented in this bundle — Reconstruction, the Trading with the Enemy Act, the
1933 banking emergency, the permanent emergency of Senate Report 93-549 — is built on top of this
foundation. Everything else is scaffolding; this is the ground.

What to look for on these pages

The order's official issuance: War Department, Adjutant General's Office, April 24, 1863

Section I on martial law — how it is proclaimed and how long it lasts

Authority over persons and property in occupied territory

The pages that follow are the document itself. Not a summary. Not an interpretation. The
record. Read it slowly.

VERIFY IT YOURSELF

General Orders No. 100, War Department (1863) — full text at the Library of Congress and the
Avalon Project (Yale Law School)

The full 53-page true copy ships with the final bundle
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D O C U M E N T  D 2  ·  T H E  R E C O R D

General Orders No. 120 & the Holden–Worth–Canby
Letters (1868)
Second Military District, Charleston, S.C. A sitting Southern governor removed by military order — on
paper. · Certified copies, North Carolina State Archives; selected pages reproduced here.

What you are looking at

Military Orders No. 120 (June 30, 1868), by which the commander of the Second Military District
removed the duly elected government of North Carolina, and the correspondence between Governor
Jonathan Worth, incoming W. W. Holden, and General E. R. S. Canby that carried it out.

Why it matters

This is Reconstruction in its own handwriting: civilian constitutional government displaced by military
order — not by theory, not by interpretation, but by a document you can hold. Governor Worth's protest
letter states plainly that he yielded to military force. The Reconstruction that never ended begins here,
and these pages are the receipts.

What to look for on these pages

The order's operative language removing the elected governor

Worth's written protest — yielding under duress, not consent

The military chain of command executing a civil-government change

VERIFY IT YOURSELF

North Carolina State Archives, Governors' Papers (Worth; Holden); Second Military District
records, National Archives
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D O C U M E N T  D 3  ·  T H E  R E C O R D

The Definition of “Person” — 12 Stat. 459 (1862)
An Act of Congress defining the word the whole system runs on. · Complete, 2 pages.

What you are looking at

The 1862 statute in which Congress wrote down what "person" means in federal law — extending the
word beyond living men and women to bodies politic and corporate. One word, redefined on the record.

Why it matters

Words create. Contracts bind. Whoever controls the definitions controls the document — and whoever
controls the document controls the relationship. When "person" can mean a corporation, then statutes
written for "persons" reach entities, statuses, and paper constructions. The book's chapters on words,
oaths, and jurisdiction all trace back to moves like this one.

What to look for on these pages

The definition clause itself — read exactly what "person" is declared to include

The date and the Congress that passed it — wartime, 1862, the same season as the Lieber Code

The pages that follow are the document itself. Not a summary. Not an interpretation. The
record. Read it slowly.

VERIFY IT YOURSELF

12 Stat. 459 — United States Statutes at Large, Library of Congress (memory.loc.gov /
govinfo.gov)
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D O C U M E N T  D 4  ·  T H E  R E C O R D

The Trading with the Enemy Act — 40 Stat. 411
(1917)
The wartime statute that later became the peacetime cage. · 17 pages; title page and Section 5(b) pages
reproduced here.

What you are looking at

Public Law 65-91, October 6, 1917: wartime authority to regulate and restrict commerce with foreign
enemies. As written in 1917, it applied to enemies abroad — Section 2 defines "enemy" as persons
outside the United States.

Why it matters

Read Section 5(b) closely on these pages — the emergency-powers clause. In 1917 it reached foreign
enemies. In March 1933 (Document D5), that same clause was amended to reach "any person within the
United States." Same statute. Same powers. New target. You cannot see the weight of the 1933
amendment until you have read what the 1917 original actually said.

What to look for on these pages

The 1917 definition of "enemy" — outside the United States

Section 5(b) as originally written [CHECK: confirm the reproduced page contains §5(b) — pull a different

page from the 17-page scan if not]

The pages that follow are the document itself. Not a summary. Not an interpretation. The
record. Read it slowly.

VERIFY IT YOURSELF

Pub. L. 65-91, 40 Stat. 411 (1917); codified provisions at 50 U.S.C. App. / 12 U.S.C. §95a —
govinfo.gov, loc.gov
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D O C U M E N T  D 5  ·  T H E  R E C O R D

The Emergency Banking Relief Act — 48 Stat. 1
(March 9, 1933)
Public Law 73-1. The amendment that turned the wartime statute inward. · 9 pages; first pages
reproduced here.

What you are looking at

The first act of the Hundred Days — drafted, passed, and signed in a single day, March 9, 1933, during
the declared banking emergency. Title I, Section 2 amends Section 5(b) of the Trading with the Enemy
Act.

Why it matters

Find the amending language on these pages and read it in the statute's own words: the emergency
powers of the 1917 act extended to transactions by "any person within the United States or any place
subject to the jurisdiction thereof," exercisable "during time of war or during any other period of
national emergency declared by the President." That second clause is the hinge of the twentieth
century. The emergency it was passed under was never terminated (Document D8).

What to look for on these pages

Title I, Section 2 — the words amending TWEA §5(b)

"any person within the United States" — the jurisdiction turn, in black letters

The approval date: March 9, 1933

The pages that follow are the document itself. Not a summary. Not an interpretation. The
record. Read it slowly.

VERIFY IT YOURSELF

Pub. L. 73-1, 48 Stat. 1 (1933) — govinfo.gov; Statutes at Large, Library of Congress
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D O C U M E N T  D 6  ·  T H E  R E C O R D

The Congressional Record — March 9, 1933
What Congress said out loud the day it passed a bill most members had not read. · 2 pages reproduced.

What you are looking at

Pages of the Congressional Record from the emergency session of March 9, 1933 — the debate (such as
it was) surrounding the Emergency Banking Relief Act.

Why it matters

The Record preserves what the statute books do not: members acknowledging the bill was unread, the
single printed copy, the speed, and the scope of what was being handed to the executive. The context of
the surrender is itself on the record — in the government's own transcript.

What to look for on these pages

Statements about the bill's availability and reading [CHECK: Mark — confirm these two pages are the

excerpt you want, or name the passages to pull from the 400–599 set]

The pages that follow are the document itself. Not a summary. Not an interpretation. The
record. Read it slowly.

VERIFY IT YOURSELF

Congressional Record, 73rd Congress, Special Session, March 9, 1933 — govinfo.gov and
Library of Congress
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D O C U M E N T  D 7  ·  T H E  R E C O R D

Senate Document No. 43 — “Contracts Payable in
Gold” (1933)
The page where the government says who really owns your property. · 12 pages; cover and page 9
reproduced here.

What you are looking at

Senate Document No. 43, 73rd Congress, 1st Session (1933), printed by the Government Printing Office
in the season of the gold seizure and the emergency banking acts.

Why it matters

Page 9 carries the sentence this bundle exists to make you read with your own eyes: "The ultimate
ownership of all property is in the State; individual so-called 'ownership' is only by virtue of
Government, i.e., law, amounting to mere user; and use must be in accordance with law, and
subordinate to the necessities of the State." Not a theory about the government's view of property — the
government's view of property, in the government's print shop.

What to look for on these pages

The document masthead: Senate Document No. 43, 73rd Congress

Page 9, the "ultimate ownership" paragraph — read the whole paragraph, not just the famous
sentence

The pages that follow are the document itself. Not a summary. Not an interpretation. The
record. Read it slowly.

VERIFY IT YOURSELF

Senate Document No. 43, 73rd Cong., 1st Sess. (1933), p. 9 — Government Printing Office;
federal depository libraries
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D O C U M E N T  D 8  ·  T H E  R E C O R D

Senate Report 93-549 — The Permanent Emergency
(1973)
Congress investigates itself and writes down what it finds. · 25 pages; foreword pages reproduced here.

What you are looking at

The report of the Senate Special Committee on the Termination of the National Emergency, November
1973 — the Senate's own study of the emergency powers accumulated since 1933.

Why it matters

The foreword's opening is the single most quoted admission in this book: since March 9, 1933, the
United States has been in a state of declared national emergency — with four presidential emergencies
then in force and hundreds of statutes delegating extraordinary powers to the executive. This is not a
claim about the system. It is the system's own audit of itself. Forty years after 1933, Congress confirmed
the emergency never ended; the 1976 National Emergencies Act then formalized rather than terminated
the framework.

What to look for on these pages

The foreword's first paragraph — the "since March 9, 1933" sentence

The committee's count of active emergencies and emergency statutes

The pages that follow are the document itself. Not a summary. Not an interpretation. The
record. Read it slowly.

VERIFY IT YOURSELF

Senate Report 93-549, 93rd Cong., 1st Sess. (1973) — govinfo.gov; Senate Special Committee on
the Termination of the National Emergency
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D O C U M E N T  D 9  ·  T H E  R E C O R D

House Joint Resolution 192 — 48 Stat. 112 (June 5,
1933)
The resolution that closed the exit. · 3 pages, certified copy, reproduced in full.

What you are looking at

The certified National Archives copy of House Joint Resolution 192, 73rd Congress, "To assure uniform
value to the coins and currencies of the United States" — passed two months after the Emergency
Banking Relief Act (Document D5) and one month after Executive Order 6102's gold seizure (Document
D10), and signed by President Roosevelt on June 5, 1933, at 4:40 p.m.

Why it matters

Read the operative clause in the resolution's own words: every gold-payment clause in every contract,
past or future, is "declared to be against public policy," and every obligation "shall be discharged upon
payment, dollar for dollar, in any coin or currency which at the time of payment is legal tender for
public and private debts." Before this resolution, a creditor could still demand payment in gold —
something with a value the government did not set by decree. After it, that option was gone by law. The
resolution's own text runs directly against Article I, Section 10 of the Constitution: "No State shall…
make any Thing but gold and silver Coin a Tender in Payment of Debts." The Federal Reserve Act of
1913 created a debt-money system with an exit still built in. This resolution closed it.

What to look for on these pages

The National Archives certification and seal (page 1 of this reproduction)

The "against public policy" clause and the "dollar for dollar... legal tender" clause (page 2)

Roosevelt's signature and the approval time and date, 4:40 p.m., June 5, 1933 (page 3)

The pages that follow are the document itself. Not a summary. Not an interpretation. The
record. Read it slowly.

VERIFY IT YOURSELF

H.J. Res. 192, Pub. Res. No. 10, 73rd Cong., 1st Sess., 48 Stat. 112 (June 5, 1933) — National
Archives and Records Administration; govinfo.gov Statutes at Large
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D O C U M E N T  D 1 0  ·  T H E  R E C O R D

Executive Order 6102 — Forbidding the Hoarding of
Gold (April 5, 1933)
The government seizes the people's money. · 2 pages, period public-notice facsimile, reproduced in full.

What you are looking at

A 1933 U.S. Government Printing Office public-notice poster (GPO 1933 2-16064), reproducing
Executive Order 6102 in full — the actual document the Postmaster General ordered posted "in a
conspicuous place" so every American would see it. Not a modern reprint: this is the notice as the public
encountered it.

Why it matters

The order required every person to deliver all gold coin, gold bullion, and gold certificates to a Federal
Reserve Bank or member bank on or before May 1, 1933 — four weeks after signing. Section 9 set the
penalty for refusal: a fine of up to $10,000, imprisonment for up to ten years, or both. The order cites
its own authority in its first line — Section 5(b) of the Act of October 6, 1917 (the Trading with the
Enemy Act, Document D4), "as amended by Section 2 of the Act of March 9, 1933" (the Emergency
Banking Relief Act, Document D5). Without that amendment extending the 1917 wartime statute to
reach "any person within the United States," this order would have had no domestic legal authority to
stand on. Signed by Roosevelt, countersigned by Secretary of the Treasury William H. Woodin.

What to look for on these pages

The opening line — the chain of authority back to the 1917 Act "as amended" by the March 9, 1933
Act

The May 1, 1933 deadline and the criminal penalty in Section 9

Roosevelt's signature and Woodin's countersignature, and the GPO print line at the foot of the page

The pages that follow are the document itself. Not a summary. Not an interpretation. The
record. Read it slowly.

VERIFY IT YOURSELF

Exec. Order No. 6102, 3 C.F.R. 1933 Comp. (April 5, 1933) — National Archives Federal
Register compilation; period facsimile also at archive.org, item "pdfy-MHvlymfJYU05yELW"
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D O C U M E N T  D 11  ·  T H E  R E C O R D

The National Currency Act — 13 Stat. 99, §28 (June
3, 1864)
The law they never changed. · 21 pages; key page reproduced here.

What you are looking at

The National Currency Act of 1864 (later renamed the National Bank Act), Section 28 — the statute
chartering national banks under federal law and limiting how long one may hold real estate it acquires
through lending. This is the original 1864 printed page, Statutes at Large, 38th Congress, Session I,
Chapter 106.

Why it matters

Read the sentence on this page in the government's own 1864 print: a national bank "shall not hold the
possession of any real estate under mortgage, or hold the title and possession of any real estate
purchased to secure any debts due to it for a longer period than five years." That is the whole rule. Now
codified at 12 U.S.C. §29, the operative language is unchanged one hundred and sixty years later — the
regulatory interpretation narrowed around the statute, but the statute itself was never amended. The
Supreme Court seemed to recognize exactly this gap in National Bank v. Matthews, 98 U.S. 621 (1878),
just fourteen years after passage, holding that a mortgage "transfers" an interest in real property to the
bank. In 2019 the Office of the Comptroller of the Currency fined Citibank $30 million for violating
these same holding-period requirements — over two hundred times between April 2017 and August
2019 alone.

What to look for on this page

The tail of Section 28 — the five-year real-estate holding limit, in the statute's own 1864 words

Section 29 beginning immediately after, in the same paragraph column — the ten-percent lending
limit

The page that follows is the document itself. Not a summary. Not an interpretation. The
record. Read it slowly.

VERIFY IT YOURSELF

13 Stat. 99, ch. 106, §28 (June 3, 1864) — Statutes at Large, Vol. 13; current codification at 12
U.S.C. §29

National Bank v. Matthews, 98 U.S. 621 (1878) — courtlistener.com
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D O C U M E N T  D 1 2  ·  T H E  R E C O R D

The 1213 Charter of Submission — King John
Surrenders England to Rome
The earliest link in the chain. · No facsimile in this bundle — the charter's own words, below, quoted from
the primary text.

What you are looking at

In 1208, Pope Innocent III placed England under interdict after King John refused to accept the pope's
choice of Stephen Langton as Archbishop of Canterbury. John was excommunicated in November 1209.
Facing a threatened French invasion and open rebellion at home, John submitted. On May 15, 1213, in
the presence of the papal legate Pandulph, John swore fealty on his knees and issued a charter
surrendering the kingdoms of England and Ireland to the pope, receiving them back as a papal vassal
for an annual tribute of 1,000 marks. Pope Innocent III formally confirmed the arrangement in a bull
dated April 21, 1214 — still held today by the British Library in its Cotton Charter collection (VIII.24),
witnessed by fourteen cardinals.

The charter's own words

"By this charter attested by our golden seal we wish it to be known to you all that… we offer and freely
yield to God and to SS Peter and Paul… and to the Holy Roman Church our mother, and to our lord
Pope Innocent III and his Catholic successors, the whole kingdom of England and the whole kingdom of
Ireland with all their rights and appurtenances for the remission of our sins and the sins of our whole
family… And now, receiving back these kingdoms from God and the Roman Church, and holding them
as a feudatory vassal… we have pledged and sworn our fealty henceforth to our lord aforesaid, Pope
Innocent III… and we bind in perpetuity our successors and legitimate heirs that without question they
must similarly render fealty and acknowledge homage to the Supreme Pontiff holding office at the
time… in lieu of all service and payment which we should render for them [the fiefs], the Roman Church
is to receive annually… one thousand marks sterling."

Why it matters

This is the earliest document in this bundle's chain — centuries before the Lieber Code (D1), before the
colonial charters, before the Constitution. A reigning king of England, under real political duress but by
his own signed and sealed charter, placed his crown in feudal vassalage to the papacy. Whatever one
concludes about how far that arrangement's consequences reached or how long they lasted, the charter
itself is not in dispute: it survives, it says what it says, and the pope's confirming bull survives alongside
it in the British Library today.

Scope note: This exhibit reproduces only the verified text of the 1213 charter and the documented
facts of its signing. It does not carry claims found on some source pages surveyed for this bundle —



such as that this charter gives the pope authority to abolish present-day U.S. law. Those claims are
not supported by the historical record and are excluded here.

VERIFY IT YOURSELF

Innocent III's confirming bull, April 21, 1214 — British Library, Cotton Charter VIII.24

King John's charter of submission, May 15, 1213 — text widely reproduced in medieval-history
sourcebooks; see also the Avalon Project (Yale Law School), avalon.law.yale.edu, for related
medieval English source documents
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D O C U M E N T  D 1 3  ·  T H E  R E C O R D

National Security Study Memorandum 200 — The
Kissinger Report (December 10, 1974)
The population-control policy the government tried to forget. · 123 pages; the key-countries page
reproduced here.

What you are looking at

NSSM 200, "Implications of Worldwide Population Growth for U.S. Security and Overseas Interests" —
a National Security Council study commissioned by Henry Kissinger as Secretary of State, completed
December 10, 1974, and adopted as official U.S. policy by President Ford in 1975. It remained classified
until 1989.

Why it matters

The report names thirteen developing nations for the most intensive tier of U.S. population-reduction
assistance — India, Bangladesh, Pakistan, Nigeria, Mexico, Indonesia, Brazil, the Philippines, Thailand,
Egypt, Turkey, Ethiopia, and Colombia — citing their combined share of world population growth and
explicit "special U.S. political and strategic interest" in shaping it. The report's scope was these thirteen
named nations; it did not name the United States as a target. What it reveals is a government willing to
treat a country's family structure and birth rate as an instrument of foreign policy — and a framework
this book argues later shows up, by a different route, closer to home.

What to look for on this page

The full 13-country list, and the phrase "special U.S. political and strategic interest" describing why
these particular countries were chosen — the document's own language, not a paraphrase

The stated goal: a 2 percent growth rate declining to 1.1 percent by 2000, projected to mean 500
million fewer people by 2000 and roughly 3 billion fewer by 2050

The page that follows is the document itself. Not a summary. Not an interpretation. The
record. Read it slowly.

VERIFY IT YOURSELF

National Security Study Memorandum 200, Dec. 10, 1974, declassified 1989 — National
Archives (archives.gov) and the National Security Archive, George Washington University
(nsarchive.gwu.edu)
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D O C U M E N T  D 1 4  ·  T H E  R E C O R D

House Report No. 3123 — The National Lawyers
Guild: Legal Bulwark of the Communist Party
(September 17, 1950)
A government committee makes its case, in its own words. · 52 pages; title page and Budenz-testimony
page reproduced here.

What you are looking at

House Report No. 3123, 81st Congress, 2nd Session, released September 17, 1950 by the House
Committee on Un-American Activities (HUAC): "Report on the National Lawyers Guild — Legal
Bulwark of the Communist Party."

Why it matters

HUAC's case rests on the Guild's own founding-era associations — Communist Party publications
hailing its 1937 founding, the International Labor Defense welcoming it as a "front" — and direct
testimony from Louis Budenz, a former CPUSA National Committee member and Daily Worker editor
who broke with the Party in 1945, describing the Guild as carrying "a complete duplicate of the
Communist Party's hopes and aspirations." What happened next matters just as much, and the record
deserves to stand in full: in 1953 Attorney General Herbert Brownell moved to formally list the Guild as
a subversive organization; five years of litigation followed; in 1958 the Justice Department dropped the
effort, citing unavailable witnesses, a decision reaffirmed in 1974 — the "subversive" designation was
never sustained through the legal process. The listing attempt itself still did real damage: more than
700 Guild members resigned and membership fell roughly 80 percent from its 1947 peak by 1955.
HUAC's procedures during this era — guilt by association, limited rights of response — have been
thoroughly and rightly criticized by historians since. Read this document for what it documents, and for
what happened after.

What to look for on this page

The New Masses and International Labor Defense quotes on the Guild's 1937 founding

Louis Budenz's 1948 testimony before HUAC: "a complete duplicate of the Communist Party's hopes
and aspirations"

The page that follows is the document itself. Not a summary. Not an interpretation. The
record. Read it slowly.

VERIFY IT YOURSELF

House Report No. 3123, 81st Cong., 2d Sess. (Sept. 17, 1950), House Committee on Un-
American Activities — govinfo.gov / HathiTrust







The 1958 Justice Department discontinuance of Attorney General's List proceedings against the
Guild is documented in Guild and legal-history retrospectives on the episode
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D O C U M E N T  D 1 5  ·  T H E  R E C O R D

The Grace Commission — J. Peter Grace's
Transmittal Letter to President Reagan (January 12,
1984)
Where your income tax dollar actually goes, in the Commission chairman's own words. · 16 pages; the
transmittal-letter page reproduced here.

What you are looking at

In 1982, President Reagan commissioned J. Peter Grace to lead the Private Sector Survey on Cost
Control (Executive Order 12369), staffed by more than two thousand private-sector volunteers who
spent two years examining federal spending. This page is from a Congressional Research Service info
packet reproducing the Commission's January 12, 1984 press release and Grace's own transmittal letter
to President Reagan, delivered alongside the Commission's 656-page official report.

Why it matters

Read the sentence in Grace's own letter: "With two-thirds of everyone's personal income taxes wasted
or not collected, 100 percent of what is collected is absorbed solely by interest on the Federal debt and
by Federal Government contributions to transfer payments. In other words, all individual income tax
revenues are gone before one nickel is spent on the services which taxpayers expect from their
Government." This is not a critic's estimate or a think tank's projection. It is the finding of a 2,000-
person, White House–commissioned survey, reported to the President by its own chairman, in writing.

What to look for on this page

The "100 percent" sentence in Grace's transmittal letter

The condensed version of the same finding in the accompanying press release

The page that follows is the document itself. Not a summary. Not an interpretation. The
record. Read it slowly.

VERIFY IT YOURSELF

Congressional Research Service Info Pack "Grace Commission" (IP0281G), Library of Congress,
Jan. 31, 1985 — also digitized at digital.library.unt.edu
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D O C U M E N T  D 1 6  ·  T H E  R E C O R D

Modern Money Mechanics — Federal Reserve Bank
of Chicago (1961)
The Fed explains, in its own training booklet, how banks create money by lending. · 36 pages; the key page
reproduced here.

What you are looking at

Modern Money Mechanics, written by Dorothy M. Nichols and published by the Federal Reserve Bank
of Chicago beginning in 1961. The Fed distributed this booklet as a public educational text on how the
U.S. banking system actually works for thirty-three years, discontinuing it in 1994.

Why it matters

This is the Federal Reserve's own explanation, written for public distribution, of a mechanic most
people assume works differently: "Of course, they do not really make loans out of the money they
receive as deposits. If they did this, they would be acting just like financial intermediaries and no
additional money would be created. What they do when they make loans is to accept promissory notes
in exchange for credits they make to the borrowers' deposit accounts." A loan is not money the bank had
sitting in reserve. It is money created at the moment of lending, against your signature.

What to look for on this page

The heading "Bank Deposits — How They Expand or Contract"

The sentence beginning "Of course, they do not really make loans out of the money they receive as
deposits"

The page that follows is the document itself. Not a summary. Not an interpretation. The
record. Read it slowly.

VERIFY IT YOURSELF

Modern Money Mechanics, Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago (1961 ed.) — Federal Reserve
Bank of St. Louis FRASER archive (fraser.stlouisfed.org)
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D O C U M E N T  D 1 7  ·  T H E  R E C O R D

The Federal Reserve Act — 38 Stat. 251 (December
23, 1913)
The founding charter of the modern monetary system. · 26 pages; the title and enactment page reproduced
here.

What you are looking at

The original 1913 printed statute, Statutes at Large, 63rd Congress, Session II, Chapter 6: "An Act To
provide for the establishment of Federal reserve banks, to furnish an elastic currency, to afford means
of rediscounting commercial paper, to establish a more effective supervision of banking in the United
States, and for other purposes" — its own short title, declared in its first sentence: "the 'Federal Reserve
Act.'"

Why it matters

Every emergency-banking chain this book traces — the 1933 Emergency Banking Act, Executive Order
6102, HJR 192 — runs through the centralized banking framework this act created in 1913. It did not
emerge from ordinary legislative deliberation; it followed a secret 1910 planning meeting at Jekyll
Island, Georgia, so covert that one participant later confessed to disguising his own identity to attend.
This is the statute's own enactment page, in the government's original print.

What to look for on this page

The Act's full title and its self-declared short title, "the Federal Reserve Act"

The opening definitions section and the start of Section 2, establishing the Federal reserve districts

The page that follows is the document itself. Not a summary. Not an interpretation. The
record. Read it slowly.

VERIFY IT YOURSELF

38 Stat. 251, ch. 6 (Dec. 23, 1913) — Statutes at Large, Vol. 38; current codification scattered
through 12 U.S.C. Ch. 3

The Enemy Within — Free Reader Exhibits •enemywithinbook.com/exhibits •©2026 Mark Allen Wasmuth





D O C U M E N T  D 1 8  ·  T H E  R E C O R D

I Bet You Thought — Federal Reserve Bank of New
York
A second Federal Reserve bank, in a second pamphlet, says the same thing. · 36 pages; the key page
reproduced here.

What you are looking at

"I Bet You Thought," a public-education pamphlet published by the Federal Reserve Bank of New York
— a companion, from a different Reserve Bank, to Modern Money Mechanics (D16). The title itself is
the pamphlet's own admission that the public's assumptions about banking don't match how it actually
works.

Why it matters

This is not the same institution repeating itself. It is a second Federal Reserve Bank, independently
confirming the same mechanic in its own words: "Commercial banks create checkbook money whenever
they grant a loan. Simply by adding new deposit dollars to accounts on their books in exchange for a
borrower's IOU." Two of the twelve regional Federal Reserve Banks, in two separate public pamphlets,
describing the identical process. That is not a fringe interpretation of how banking works — it is the
system's own account of itself, told twice.

What to look for on this page

The "checkbook money" passage describing how a loan becomes a new deposit

The explanation of "excess reserves" as the constraint on how much new money a bank can create

The page that follows is the document itself. Not a summary. Not an interpretation. The
record. Read it slowly.

VERIFY IT YOURSELF

"I Bet You Thought," Federal Reserve Bank of New York (David H. Friedman) — Federal
Reserve Bank of St. Louis FRASER archive (fraser.stlouisfed.org)
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D O C U M E N T  D 1 9  ·  T H E  R E C O R D

The Original Thirteenth Amendment — The Titles of
Nobility Amendment (Proposed 1810)
A proposed amendment that vanished from official law books after decades in print. · The Virginia 1819
facsimile reproduced here.

What you are looking at

In 1810, Congress proposed a constitutional amendment: any citizen accepting a title of nobility from a
foreign power, without the consent of Congress, would cease to be a citizen of the United States. This is
a facsimile page from Virginia's 1819 Revised Code — an official state law publication, printed by the
Commonwealth's own bonded printer — listing this amendment as the ratified Thirteenth Amendment
of the Constitution.

Why it matters

Whether this amendment was ever validly ratified by enough states to take effect is a genuinely disputed
question — every court to consider the argument that it did has rejected it, and this book does not ask
you to conclude otherwise. What is not disputed is the documentary record: at least eleven states and
territories published this text as the operative Thirteenth Amendment in more than twenty official law-
book printings between 1819 and the late 1860s, including Colorado Territory as late as 1867 – 1868,
before it disappeared from official compilations without explanation as the current Thirteenth
Amendment (abolishing slavery) took that number instead. In 2023, the Montana Legislature passed
House Joint Resolution 9, declaring records relating to this history "of permanent value worthy of
preservation" and directing the Montana Historical Society to build a repository for them — a recent,
official, and neutral acknowledgment that the question is real, whatever its answer. Read the record.
Decide for yourself.

What to look for on this page

Article 12 and Article 13 of the "Federal Constitution" as printed in Virginia's own 1819 official code

The Library of Congress "State Department copy" provenance stamp, dated August 29, 1821

The page that follows is the document itself. Not a summary. Not an interpretation. The
record. Read it slowly.

VERIFY IT YOURSELF

Revised Code of the Laws of Virginia (1819), Vol. 1 — full digitization at HathiTrust
(catalog.hathitrust.org, Record 008596026)

Montana House Joint Resolution 9 (2023) — Montana State Legislature (bills.legmt.gov) and
Montana Historical Society (mths.mt.gov)





Gideon M. Hart, "The 'Original' Thirteenth Amendment: The Misunderstood Titles of Nobility
Amendment," 94 Marquette Law Review 145 (2010) — a critical legal-history treatment of the
same record
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D O C U M E N T  D 2 0  ·  T H E  R E C O R D

No Treaty Was Signed — Appomattox Court House
National Historical Park, National Park Service
The government's own park service answers the question directly. · 1 page, reproduced here in full.

What you are looking at

A Frequently Asked Questions page from Appomattox Court House National Historical Park, part of the
National Park Service, U.S. Department of the Interior — the government agency responsible for the
site where Lee surrendered to Grant on April 9, 1865.

Why it matters

This book argues that the Civil War ended militarily but never legally — that no treaty of peace was ever
signed, and no proclamation ever specifically terminated the martial-law framework General Orders
No. 100 established. Read the Park Service's own answer to "Where was the treaty signed?": "There was
no treaty signed to end the Civil War. The surrender at Appomattox Court House was a military
surrender of an army which was surrounded. The Confederate government never surrendered and even
had it wanted to the United States government would likely not have accepted. To do so would have
legally acknowledged the existence of the Confederate States of America." That is not this book's
interpretation. It is the government's own historical agency, answering its own visitors' most basic
question.

What to look for on this page

The direct answer to "Where was the treaty signed?"

The explanation of why no treaty could legally have been signed, even had one been offered

The page that follows is the document itself. Not a summary. Not an interpretation. The
record. Read it slowly.

VERIFY IT YOURSELF

Appomattox Court House National Historical Park, Frequently Asked Questions — National
Park Service, nps.gov/apco/faqs.htm
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