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Bill Wiesner 01: 59 '

Yeah, that James goes to every year and I'll see him down there. And but he's not the only one that goes and
we also have alight parade there. And up north pride had a float in it last year with teenagers sort of kind of
dancing and in a garden isn't young enough. These kids are smart. These kids are like one to five in their
backpacks. | was down there last year. It's very crowded. I'd recommend you go but they can't be young
enough for them to go to try to indoctrinate them in this false worldview based on man's words. So | encourage
you to go and we're going to be encouraging everyone to go to my website to see family.org And look at the
five page version, where you'll see the 10 commandments of the LGBTQ and woke generation. You'll see how
TC central high school they complain about banning books, but they have 500 books promoting homosexuality
and zero, nada, nothing on the other side. And you can read about the seven miserable men who started this
whole excavate starting with Alfred Kinsey on the back. It's just in one chart. It's really. easy to look it over.

06:35 .

Gwenne Allgaier

when | whenever | hear that. It's up to you. You've been trolled. I think that the kinds of decisions that go into
that lifestyle change or between the individual there they're gone. And those kids struggle. How suicide rate
very, very difficult growing up in our society. feelings of self worth are fragile in the teen years. | would hope
that we support each individual in their own group have respect that. That is between them. Parents and that
we not ever do anything to add any sense of shame to kids who are already struggling with their own sense of
self worth, and self acceptance. They're very fragile so | just wanted to express my steps.

08:10

Jamie Kramer

| just want to say that this is probably the longest running movement in all of human history. If what you're
saying is true because the LGBTQ community has been around since the beginning of humanity.
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The Undeniable Irregularity That May
Have Cost Trump the Election

President Donald Trump speaks at an event in the South Court Auditorium of the Eisenhower Executive Office Building
in Washington on March 22, 2018. (Samira Bouacu/The Epoch Times)

Rob Natelson

Robert G. Natelson, a former constltutlonal law professor who is: semor fellow in constitutional

: Junsprudence at the Independence Institute in Denver, authored “The Ori _mal,Constitutlon,
What It Actuallv Said and Meant” (3rd ed 2015). He is a contributor to The Hentage Foundation’s "Hentage Guide
to the Constitution.”
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The liberal media loudly proclaim that reports of 2020 presidential election irregularities are “lies.” But

:about one particular irregularity, the media are mum.

gPerhaps they're silent because they know that this irregularity is undeniable and may, indeed, have

gﬂipped the election. It's the elephant in the room they pretend not to see.

‘The “elephant” in this instance was the casting of mail-in ballots over a period of weeks—directly
"Violating a federal statute specifically authorized by the Constitution. This changed the result in at least

oone swing state.
gHere’s the background:

The Constitution (Article II, Section 1, Clause 2) assigns to the legislature of each state the task of
deciding how the state “chooses” or “appoints” its presidential electors. (The Constitution uses both

verbs.) Every state legislature has delegated the choice or appointment to the voters.

However, the Constitution also limits state legislative authority through its “Same Day Clause” or

“Presidential Vote Clause” (Article II, Section 1, Clause 4). It provides as follows:

The same day clause thereby grants Congress two powers over presidential elections:

1. Congress may fix a single day on which all presidential electors in all states vote for president and

vice president.

2. Congress may set a “Time”—necessarily uniform—in which Electors are chosen. In other words,

Congress may fix the day or days on which we go to the polls.

Congress has exercised both of these powers. The law prescribing when we go to the polls is U.S. Code,

Title 3, Section 1. Here's what it says:
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In 2020, “the Tuesday next after the first Monday in November” was Nov. 3.

%thgre'ss' has adopted only one exception to its single-day voting rule: If for some reason, a state “has
failed to make a choice” of presidential electors on Election Day, then the state’s legislature may decide

the issue after Election Day. (U.S. Code, Title 3, Section 2.) But that is the only exception.

An old legal rule, commonly ascribed to the English jurist Francis Bacon, says that exceptions
strengthen the general rule when applied to cases outside the exceptions. For example, if your spouse
sends you to the grocery store to buy “any vegetables you want except carrots,” then (unless there is a
family custom to the contrary) you can assume carrots are the only exception. You can buy any other

'vegetables you wish.

In other words, these federal statutes tell us: “There is one—and only one—exception to the rule that
you must appoint presidential electors on Election Day. In narrow cases, you may choose them later.

But you may never choose them earlier!”

In 2020, many states—often under pressure from Democratic Party activists and lawyers—violated
federal law by allowing voters to cast ballots over periods spanning weeks. Moreover, those periods
varied from state to state. True, the ballots generally were not counted nor results announced until on
or after Election Day. But a state “chooses” or “appoints” presidential electors by balloting, not by

counting or making announcements.

All this is pretty clear. In fact, it's so clear that there haven’t been many court cases on the subject. The
few violations of the same-day rule traditionally have been small: States have allowed absent armed
service members and shut-ins to vote early by mail. No one wants to stop brave soldiers or disabled
grandmothers from voting, so no one has sued to prevent it. If no one sues, there's no case for the court
to decide.

(Incidentally, there are ways of accommodating legitimate absentees without violating federal law.)

Probably the most important court decision on the subject is Maddox v. Board of State Canvassers. This
case arose during World War II, when millions of Americans were abroad fighting the Axis powers. The
Montana Legislature had passed a law allowing them to cast their ballots either before or after Election

Day.
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No one challenged the provision for early absentee ballots, but several people sued to block late voting.

‘The state Supreme Court unanimously voided the law and stopped late voting. The court relied on the
jsame day clause and the federal statute. The justices observed that extended voting could produce
“fraud and uncertainty.” One justice stressed that he was “emphatically opposed to any recognition of

the right to cast a ballot on any other day than the one fixed by statute.”

The Constitution’s Framers would have agreed with this decision. They designed the presidential
election system to forestall what Alexander Hamilton called “cabal, intrigue, and corruption.” They

knew that stretching an election over a long period of time was an invitation to trouble. For example:

Dld the widespread violation of federal law flip the election from Trump to Biden? We don’t know yet.

But we can say with reasonable certainty that in one swing state, the answer is yes.

‘Biden allegedly won Pennsylvania’s 20 electoral votes by a margin of only 80,555. But more than 2

?million of Biden’s ballots came from mail-ins, among whom Biden outpolled Trump 3-1.

‘Now, assume that all those ballots were legitimate. If those who voted by mail had been required to go
to the polls instead, experience shows that a significant number wouldn't have bothered. Trump would

‘have carried Pennsylvania—and perhaps other swing states as well.
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2023-11-20__Mi|ei's presidential triUmph bringsAshock and
uncertainty to Argentina

[All voting was completed on hand-counted paper ballots on
election night]
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Jocelyn Benson is a serial
lawbreaker

 Genetski Case | Davis Case Carra Case Johnson Case | O’Halloran

| » Signature » Restriction of « 6 foot separation | » Acceptance of | “ase

Verification open carry rights | from poll workers |  ballots after 8pm | 4 pgyj Challenger
| Relaxation on election day manual Infringing
rights of poll
challengers

Five Courts Have Concluded That MI SoS
Jocelyn Benson Conducts Unlawful Elections
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