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U.S. Supreme Court ~ Barron v. Mayor & City Council of Baltimore, 32 U.S. 7 Pet. 243 243 (1833) 
 

MARSHALL, Chief Justice, delivered the opinion of the court concerning the limited jurisdiction of the US Constitution and the 

limited jurisdiction of each state’s Constitutions and the laws of each.  Chief Justice explains the constitutions are for 

RESTRICTING governments… who is made up of the officers, employees and elected officials… NOT the free men and women 

of the several states of America… the people!   In this decision, John Barron, a state citizen and NOT a federal citizen was not 

protected by the Bill of Rights of the US Constitution.  Below are excerpts from the court’s decision as to why. 
 

The question thus presented is, we think, of great importance, but not of much difficulty.  The Constitution 

was ordained and established by the people* of the United States for themselves, for their own government, and 

not for the government of the individual States.  Each State established a constitution for itself, and in that 

constitution provided such limitations and restrictions on the powers of its particular government** as its 

judgment dictated.   

The people of the United States framed such a government for the United States as they supposed best 

adapted to their situation and best calculated to promote their interests. The powers they conferred on this 

government were to be exercised by itself, and the limitations on power, if expressed in general terms, are 

naturally, and we think necessarily, applicable to the government created by the instrument.  They are 

limitations of power granted in the instrument itself, not of distinct governments framed by different persons and 

for different purposes. 
 

If these propositions be correct, the fifth amendment must be understood as restraining the power of the 

General Government, not as applicable to the States.  In their several Constitutions, they have imposed such 

RESTRICTIONS ON THEIR RESPECTIVE GOVERNMENTS (Page 32 U. S. 248) **, as their own wisdom 

suggested, such as they deemed most proper for themselves.  It is a subject on which they judge exclusively, and 

with which others interfere no further than they are supposed to have a common interest. 
 

We are of opinion that the provision in the Fifth Amendment to the Constitution declaring that private 

property shall not be taken for public use without just compensation is intended solely as a limitation on the 

exercise of power by the Government of the United States (Page 32 U. S. 251), and is not applicable to the 

legislation of the States.  We are therefore of opinion that there is no repugnancy between the several acts of the 

general assembly of Maryland, given in evidence by the defendants at the trial of this cause, in the court of that 

State, and the Constitution of the United States.  This court, therefore, has no jurisdiction of the cause, and it is 

dismissed. 
~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 

* Read and Think Critically …. WHO ARE THE REFERENCED “PEOPLE OF THE UNITED STATES”? 
This is critical to understand WHO “they” are! ….the federal officers, employees, and elected officials of the federal 

government… the body politic! (oops… and those that volunteered to be under/included in the jurisdiction/body politic 

of 1-8-17 of the Constitution… by registering to vote in a land where they do not live!!!) 
 

**Again Justice Marshall declares the state constitution is for RESTRICTING THE GOVERNMENT of the state!  

Restrictions on the government and who is that  the state’s officers, employees and elected officials also known as 

the body politic… Justice Marshall NEVER ONCE mentions the people for a reason! 
------------------------------------------- 

United States v. Bevans, 16 U.S. (3 Wheat.) 336 (1818):    "In the United States of America, there are two (2) 

separated and distinct jurisdictions, such being the jurisdiction of the states within their own state boundaries, and 
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the other being federal jurisdiction (United States), which is limited to the District of Columbia, the U.S. 

Territories, and federal enclaves within the states, under Article I, Section 8, Clause 17."   
 

Caha v. United States: 152 U.S. 211, 215, 14 S.Ct. 513 (1894):  "The laws of Congress in respect to those matters 

do not extend into the territorial limits of the states, but have force only in the District of Columbia, and other 

places that are within the exclusive jurisdiction of the national government."  
 

“All legislation is prima facie territorial” -  American Banana Co. v. U.S. Fruit, 213 U.S. 347 at 357-358.  

 

Foley Brothers v. Filardo. 336, U.S. 281 (1948):       The canon of construction which teaches that legislation of 

Congress, unless a contrary intent appears, is meant to apply only within the territorial jurisdiction of the United 

States,…  
 

See The United States Congress’ Title 18 United States Code section 7.3: 
 “… territorial jurisdiction of the United States defined.” 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Connecting the Dots - Establishing the Legal Nexus – Do You See It! 
 

~ 74 most powerful words of the Constitution ~ 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 17 
 

“To exercise exclusive Legislation in all Cases whatsoever, over such 

District (not exceeding ten Miles square) as may, by Cession of Particular States, and the Acceptance of 

Congress, become the Seat of the Government of the United States, and to exercise like Authority over 

all Places purchased by the Consent of the Legislature of the State in which the Same shall be, for the 

Erection of Forts, Magazines, Arsenals, dock-Yards, and other needful Buildings;…” 
 

And is confirmed/repeated in 4§3.2:  “The Congress shall have Power to dispose of and make all needful Rules and 

Regulations respecting the Territory or other Property BELONGING TO THE UNITED STATES; and nothing in this 

Constitution shall be so construed as to Prejudice any Claims of the United States, or of any particular States.”   

[these are the only constitutional articles containing the same subject matter] 
 

Why does 18 USC §7.3 quote from the Constitution…. BECAUSE ALL federal rules and regulation have to be in 
100% harmony with the Constitution being the Law of the Land for the SPECIFIC geographical location 
defined by the Constitution’s 1-8.17… because the Constitution is territorial to the specifically defined area. 
 

Because the Constitutions of Virginia or Texas or Alaska, etc are “The Law of the Land” for Virginia or 

Texas or Alaska, etc… because ALL law is territorial. 
 

“...The states are separate sovereigns with respect to the federal government...” Heath v. Ala. 474 U.S. 187 (1985) 
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Constitution’s Article II §1.5 clearly states there are ONLY two (2) types of citizens in America. 

 “…No person except a natural born citizen, or a citizen of the United States, at the time of the adoption of 
this Constitution, shall be eligible to the office of President;…” 
 

Which are you and Where are you standing ? 


