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TIIE

DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE.

In Cowncgress, JuLy 4, I776.

THE UNANIMOUS DECLARATION OF THE THIRTEEN
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA.

Wnew, in the course of human events, it becomes necessary for one
people to dissolve the political bands which have connected them with
another, and to assume, among the powers of the earth, the separate and
equal station to which the laws of nature and of n.ature's God entitle them,
a decent respect to the opinions of mankind requires that they should
declare the causes which impel them to the separation.

We hold these truths to be self-evident : that all men are created equal ;
that they are endowed, by their Creator, with certain unalienable rightn;
that among these are life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. “Chat
to sccure these rights, governments are instituted among men, deriv-
ing their just powers from the consent of the governed; that when«
ever any torm of government becomen destructive of these ends, it is
the right of tho people to alter or to abolish it, and to institute a new
government, laying its foundation on such principles, and organizing its
powers in such form, as to them shall seem most likely to effect r:fleir
salety and happiness. Prudence, indead, will dictate, that governments
lm:F established, should not be changed for light and transient causes;
and accordingly all experience hath shown, that mankind are more dis-
posed to suffer, while evils are sufferable, than to right themselves by
abolishing the forms to which they are accustomed.  But when a long
train of abuses and usurpations, pursuing invariably the same object,
evinces a design to reduce them under absolute despotism, it is their
right, it ia their duty, to throw off such government, and to provide new
guards for their future security. Such has been the patient sufferance
of these colonies; and such is now the necessity which constrains them
to alter their former systems of government., The history of the pre-
sent King of Great Britain is a history of repeated injuries and usurpa-
tions, all having in direct object the establishment of an absolute tyran-
ny over these states. To prove this, let facts be submitted to a candid
world.

He has refused his assent to Jaws the most wholesome and necessary
for the public good.

He ha: forbidden his governors to pass laws of immediate and press-
ing importance, unless snrpended in their operation tiil his assent should
be obtained; and when so suspended, he has utterly neglected to attend
to them.

He has refuscd to pass other laws for the accommodation of large
districts of peop.e, unless those people would relinquish the right of
representation i1 the legislature; a right inestimable to them, and for-
midable to tyrents only. He has called together legislative bodies at
places unusunl, uncomfortable, and distant from the depository of their
publi¢ recordr, for the sole purpose of fatiguing them into compliance
with his meanures,
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He hos dissolved representative houses repeatedly, for opposing, with
manly firmness, his invasions on the rights of the people.

He has vefused for n long time, afler such dissolutions, to cause others
10 be elected ; whereby the legistative powers, incapable of annihilation,
have returned to the people at large for their exercise; the state remain-
ing, in the mean time, exposed to all the dangers of invasion from with-
cut, and convulsions within,

He has endeavored 1c prevent the populntion of these States; for that
purpose obstructing the laws for naturalization of foreigners; refusing
to pass others to encourage their migrations hither, and raising the con-
ditions of new appropriations of lands.

He has obstructed the administration of justice, by refusing his as-
sont to laws for establishing judiciary powers.

He hus made judges dependent on his will alone, for the tenure of
their offices, and the amount and payment of their salarics.

He has erected a multitude of new offices, and sent hither swarms of
officers, to harass onr people, and eat out their substance.

He has kept among us, in tires of peace, standing armies, without
the consent of our legislatures.

He has affected to render the military independent of, end superior
to the civil power.

He has combined with cthers to subject us to a jurisdiction foreign
to our constitution, and unacknowledged by our laws; giving his assent
to their acts of pretended legislation :

For quartering lurge bodies of armed troops among us;

For protecting them, by a mock trial, from punishment for any mur-
ders which they should commit on the inhabitants of thcse States;

For cutting off our trade with all parts of the world;

For imposing taxes on us without our consent ;

For depriving us, in many cases, of the benefits of trial by jury;

For trensporting us beyond seas to be tried for pretended offences;

For abolishing the free systern of English Jaws in a neighbouring pro-
vince, establishing thercin an arbitrary government, and enlorging its
boundaries, g0 as to render it at once an example and fit instrument for
introducing the same absolute rule into theze colonies;

Far tnking away our charters, abolishing our most valuable laws, and
altering fundamentally the forms of our governments;

For suspending our own legislatures, and declaring themselves in-
vested with power to legislsie for us in all cases whatsoever.

He has abdicated government here, by declaring us out of hia pro-
tection, and waging war aginst us.

He hns plundered our seas, ravaged our coasts, burnt our towns, and
destroyed the lives of our people.

He is ot this time transporting large armies of foreign mercenaries to
complete the works of death, desolation, and tyranny, already begun
with circumstances of cruelty and perfidy, scarcely paralleled in the
most barbarous ages, and totally unwusiiiy the head of a civilized
nation.

He has constraincd our fellow-citizens, taken captive on the high
seas, to bear arms against their country, to become the executioners of
their friends and brethren, or to fall themselves by their hands,

He has excited domestic insurrections amongst us, and has endea-
voured to bring on the inhabitants of our fronticrs the merciless Indian
savages, whose known rule of warfare is an undistinguished destruction
of all ages, sexes, and conditions.

In every stage of these oppressions we have petitioned for redress in
the most humble terms. Owr repeated petitions have been answered
only by repeated injury. A prince, whose character is thus marked by
every act which may define a tyrant, is unfit to be the ruler of a free peaple.
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Nor have we been wanting in attentions to our British brethren. We
hove warned them, from time to tune, of sttempts by their legislature to
ext~nd an unwarrantable jurisdiction over us. We have remiuded them
of the circumstances of our emgration and scitlerment here.  We have
appealed to their native justice and magnanimity, and we have conjured
thewa by the ties of our common kindred t¢ disavow these usurpations,
which would incvitably interrupt our connexions and correspondence,
‘T'hey too have been deaf to the voice of justice and of consanguinity.
We must, therefore, acquiesce in the necessity which denocunces our
separation, and hold them, ns we hold the rest of mankind, enemies in
war, in peace friends.

We, therefore, the representatives of the UnNiTep STATEs or AMERICA,
in General Congress assembled, appecling to the Supreme Judge of the
world for the rectitude of our intentions, do, in the name, and by
authority of the good people of these colonies, solemnly publish and
declare, That these United Colonies are, and of right ought to be, Free
and INpEPENDENT STATES; that they are absolved from all allegiance
to the British crown, and that all political connexion between them and
the state of Great Britain is, and ought to be, totally dissolved ; and that,
as Free and Inperenpent SraTes, they have fuﬁ power to levy war,
conclude peace, contract alliances, establish commerce, and to do all
other acts and things which INpzreNpeENT STATES may of right do.
And for the support of this Declaration, with a firm reliance on the pro-
tection of Divine Provinexnce, we mutually pledge to each other our
lives, our fortunes, and our sacred honour.

JOHN HANCOCK.

New Hampshire,—Josiah Bartlett, William Whipple, Matthew T'horn-
ton.

Massachusctts Bay.—Samuel Adams, John Adams, Robert Treat
Poine, Elbridge Gerry.

Rhode Xsland, & c.—Stephen Hopkins, William Ellery,

Connccticut.—Roger Sherman, Samuel Huntington, William Wil-
liams, Oliver Wolcott,

New York.—William Floyd, Philip Livingston, Francis Lewis, Lewis
Morris.

New Jersey.—Richard Stockton, John. Witherspoon, Francis Hop-
kinson, John Hart, Abraham Clark,

Pennsylvania.—Robert Morris, Benjamin Rush, Benjamin Franklin,
John Morton, George Clymer, James Smith, George Taylor, James
Wilson, George Roes,

Delarware —Creoar Rodney, George Read, Thomas M*‘Kean.

Maryland.—Samuel Chase, William Paca, Thoinas Stone, Charles
Carroll of Carrollton.

Virginin.—George Wythe, Richard Henry Lee, Thomas Jefferson,
Benjamin Harrison, Thomas Nelson, Jun., Francis Lightfoot Lee, Carter
Braxton,

North Carolina.—William Hooper, Joseph Hewes, John Penn,

South Carolina.—Edward Rutledge, Thomas Hayward, Jun., Thomas
Lynch, Jun., Arthur Middleton.

Georgia.—Button Gwinnett, Lyman Hall, George Walton.

July 4, 1776.
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CASES

Disciplinary Proceedings:

In the Matter of John Charles Eastman (Review Dept. Jun. 13, 2025) SBC-23-0-30029.
The State Bar Court’s Review Department affirmed a prior decision recommending
disbarment of attorney John Eastman for his misconduct related to the 2020 presidential
election. The Review Department noted John Eastman violated his obligation to be
truthful and uphold the rule of law when “he engaged in a calculated campaign to falsely
undermine the results of the 2020 presidential election.”

The People of the State of Colorado v. Jenna Lynn Ellis (Colo. Supreme Court, May 28,
2024) 24PDJ002. Jenna Ellis was found criminally liable for intentionally aiding and
abetting Rudolph Louis Giuliani and Ray Stallings Smith III in knowingly, willfully, and
unlawfully making seven false statements regarding the 2020 presidential election at a
Georgia Senate Judiciary Subcommittee meeting. Based on the same conduct, Jenna Ellis
was suspended from the practice of law for three years for several violations of the
Georgia Rules of Professional Conduct, including having been convicted of a felony,
having engaged in professional conduct involving dishonesty, fraud, deceit or
misrepresentation, and violating the duty of candor.

In the Matter of Rudolph W. Giuliani (NY Sup. Ct. App. Div. Jul. 2, 2024) Motion No.
2024-01332, Cross Motion No. 2024-02063. The New York State Appellate Division
permanently disbarred Rudy Giuliani after finding he repeatedly and intentionally made
false statements about the 2020 election outcome in the course of representing his client.

In the Matter of Kenneth John Chesebro (NY Sup. Ct. App. Div. Jun. 26, 2025) PM-143-
25. Following his conviction of conspiracy to commit filing false documents, John
Chesebro was disbarred for his involvement in a scheme to create fake slates of electors
to overturn the results of the 2020 election.

STATUTES

Bus. & Prof. Code, § 6067: Every person on his admission shall take an oath to support the
Constitution of the United States and the Constitution of the State of California, and faithfully to
discharge the duties of any attorney at law to the best of his knowledge and ability. A certificate
of the oath shall be indorsed upon his license.
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Bus. & Prof. Code, § 6068: It is the duty of the attorney to do all of the following:

(a) To support the Constitution and laws of the United States and of this state.

(b) To maintain the respect due to the courts of justice and judicial officers.

(c) To counsel or maintain those actions, proceedings, or defenses only as appear to him or her
legal or just, except the defense of a person charged with a public offense.

(d) To employ, for the purpose of maintaining the causes confided to him or her those means
only as are consistent with truth, and never to seek to mislead the judge or any judicial officer
by an artifice or false statement of fact or law.

(g) Not to encourage either the commencement or the continuance of an action or proceeding
from any corrupt motive of passion or interest.

Bus. & Prof. Code, § 6106: The commission of any act involving moral turpitude, dishonesty or
corruption, whether the act is committed in the course of his relations as an attorney or
otherwise, and whether the act is a felony or misdemeanor or not, constitutes a cause for
disbarment or suspension.

If the act constitutes a felony or misdemeanor, conviction thereof in a criminal proceeding is not
a condition precedent to disbarment or suspension from practice therefor.

CALIFORNIA RULES OF PROFESSIONAL CONDUCT

Rule 2.1 Advisor: In representing a client, a lawyer shall exercise independent professional
judgment and render candid advice.

Comment [2]: This rule does not preclude a lawyer who renders advice from referring to
considerations other than the law, such as moral, economic, social, and political factors that may
be relevant to the client’s situation.

Rule 3.1 Meritorious Claims and Contentions: (a) A lawyer shall not:

(1) bring or continue an action, conduct a defense, assert a position in litigation, or take an
appeal, without probable cause and for the purpose of harassing or maliciously injuring
any person; or

(2) present a claim or defense in litigation that is not warranted under existing law, unless it
can be supported by a good faith argument for an extension, modification, or reversal of
the existing law.
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Rule 3.3 Candor Toward the Tribunal: (a) A lawyer shall not:
(1) knowingly make a false statement of fact or law to a tribunal or fail to correct a false
statement of material fact or law previously made to the tribunal by the lawyer;

(3) offer evidence that the lawyer knows to be false. If a lawyer, the lawyer’s client, or a
witness called by the lawyer, has offered material evidence, and the lawyer comes to
know of its falsity, the lawyer shall take reasonable remedial measures, including, if
necessary, disclosure to the tribunal, unless disclosure is prohibited by Business and
Professions Code section 6068, subdivision (e) and rule 1.6. A lawyer may refuse to offer
evidence, other than the testimony of a defendant in a criminal matter, that the lawyer
reasonably believes is false.

Rule 8.4 Misconduct: It is professional misconduct for a lawyer to:

(a) violate these rules or the State Bar Act, knowingly assist, solicit, or induce another to do so,
or do so through the acts of another;

(b) commit a criminal act that reflects adversely on the lawyer’s honesty, trustworthiness, or
fitness as a lawyer in other respects;

(c) engage in conduct involving dishonesty, fraud, deceit, or reckless or intentional
misrepresentation;

(d) engage in conduct that is prejudicial to the administration of justice;

(e) state or imply an ability to influence improperly a government agency or official, or to
achieve results by means that violate these rules, the State Bar Act, or other law; or

(f) knowingly assist, solicit, or induce a judge or judicial officer in conduct that is a violation of
an applicable code of judicial ethics or code of judicial conduct, or other law. For purposes
of this rule, “judge” and “judicial officer” have the same meaning as in rule 3.5(c).

Comment:

[3] A lawyer may be disciplined for criminal acts as set forth in Business and Professions Code
sections 6101 et seq., or if the criminal act constitutes “other misconduct warranting discipline”
as defined by California Supreme Court case law. (See In re Kelley (1990) 52 Cal.3d 487 [276
Cal.Rptr. 375].)

[4] A lawyer may be disciplined under Business and Professions Code section 6106 for acts
involving moral turpitude, dishonesty, or corruption, whether intentional, reckless, or grossly
negligent.
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JUDICIAL CANONS

The California Code of Judicial Ethics provides several definitions, including the following:

“Impartial,” “impartiality,” and “impartially” mean the absence of bias or prejudice
in favor of, or against, particular parties or classes of parties, as well as the maintenance
of an open mind in considering issues that may come before a judge.

“Impropriety” includes conduct that violates the law, court rules, or provisions of this
code, as well as conduct that undermines a judge’s independence, integrity, or
impartiality.

“Independence” means a judge’s freedom from influence or control other than as
established by law.

“Law, the legal system, or the administration of justice.” When a judge engages in an
activity that relates to the law, the legal system, or the administration of justice, the judge
should also consider factors such as whether the activity upholds the integrity,
impartiality, and independence of the judiciary (Canons 1 and 2A), whether the activity
impairs public confidence in the judiciary (Canon 2), whether the judge is allowing the
activity to take precedence over judicial duties (Canon 3A), and whether engaging in the
activity would cause the judge to be disqualified (Canon 4A(4)).

Cal. Jud. Code of Ethics, Canon 1: A Judge Shall Uphold the Integrity and Independence
of the Judiciary

An independent, impartial, and honorable judiciary is indispensable to justice in our society. A
judge should participate in establishing, maintaining, and enforcing high standards of conduct,
and shall personally observe those standards so that the integrity and independence of the
judiciary is preserved. The provisions of this code are to be construed and applied to further that
objective. A judicial decision or administrative act later determined to be incorrect legally is not

itself a violation of this code.

Advisory Committee Commentary: Canon 1

Deference to the judgments and rulings of courts depends upon public confidence in the
integrity and independence of judges. The integrity and independence of judges depend in
turn upon their acting without fear or favor. Although judges should be independent, they
must comply with the law and the provisions of this code. Public confidence in the
impartiality of the judiciary is maintained by the adherence of each judge to this
responsibility. Conversely, violations of this code diminish public confidence in the
judiciary and thereby do injury to the system of government under law. The basic
function of an independent, impartial, and honorable judiciary is to maintain the utmost
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integrity in decisionmaking, and this code should be read and interpreted with that
function in mind.

Cal. Jud. Code of Ethics, Canon 2A: A Judge Shall Avoid Impropriety and The
Appearance of Impropriety in all of the Judge’s Activities

A. Promoting Public Confidence:
A judge shall respect and comply with the law and shall act at all times in a manner that
promotes public confidence in the integrity and impartiality of the judiciary. A judge shall not
make statements, whether public or nonpublic, that commit the judge with respect to cases,
controversies, or issues that are likely to come before the courts or that are inconsistent with the
impartial performance of the adjudicative duties of judicial office.

Advisory Committee Commentary: Canons 2 and 2A:
Public confidence in the judiciary is eroded by irresponsible or improper conduct by
judges.

A judge must avoid all impropriety and appearance of impropriety. A judge must expect
to be the subject of constant public scrutiny. A judge must therefore accept restrictions on
the judge's conduct that might be viewed as burdensome by other members of the
community and should do so freely and willingly.

Portion of Cal. Jud. Code of Ethics, Cannon 5: A Judge or Candidate for Judicial Office
Shall Not Engage in Political or Campaign Activity that Is Inconsistent with the
Independence, Integrity, or Impartiality of the Judiciary.

Judges and candidates for judicial office are entitled to entertain their personal views on political
questions. They are not required to surrender their rights or opinions as citizens. They shall,
however, not engage in political activity that may create the appearance of political bias or
impropriety. Judicial independence, impartiality, and integrity shall dictate the conduct of judges
and candidates for judicial office. . . .

OTHER SOURCES

Attorney’s Oath:
I, , solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will support the Constitution of the
United States and the Constitution of the State of California, and that I will faithfully
discharge the duties of an attorney and counselor at law to the best of my knowledge and
ability. As an officer of the court, I will strive to conduct myself at all times with dignity,
courtesy, and integrity.
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(Bus. & Prof. Code, § 6067, Cal. Rules of Court, rule 9.7.)

Overview — Rule of Law
More than 200 years ago, Alexander Hamilton, James Madison, and John Jay published a
series of essays promoting the ratification of the United States Constitution now known
as Federalist Papers. In explaining the need for an independent judiciary, Alexander
Hamilton noted in The Federalist # 78 that the federal courts "were designed to be an
intermediate body between the people and their legislature" in order to ensure that the
people's representatives acted only within the authority given to Congress under the
Constitution.

The U.S. Constitution is the nation's fundamental law. It codifies the core values of the
people. Courts have the responsibility to interpret the Constitution's meaning, as well as
the meaning of any laws passed by Congress. The Federalist # 78 states further that, if
any law passed by Congress conflicts with the Constitution, "the Constitution ought to be
preferred to the statute, the intention of the people to the intention of their agents."

"Nor does this conclusion by any means suppose a superiority of the judicial to the
legislative power. It only supposed that the power of the people is superior to both; and
that where the will of the legislature, declared in its statutes, stands in opposition to that
of the people, declared in the Constitution, the judges ought to be governed by the latter
rather than the former. They ought to regulate their decisions by the fundamental laws,
rather than by those which are not fundamental."

The American democratic system is not always based upon simple majority rule. There
are certain principles that are so important to the nation that the majority has agreed not
to interfere in these areas. For instance, the Bill of Rights was passed because concepts
such as freedom of religion, speech, equal treatment, and due process of law were
deemed so important that, barring a Constitutional Amendment, not even a majority
should be allowed to change them.

Rule of law is a principle under which all persons, institutions, and entities are
accountable to laws that are:

Publicly promulgated

Equally enforced

Independently adjudicated

And consistent with international human rights principles.
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The courts play an integral role in maintaining the rule of law, particularly when they
hear the grievances voiced by minority groups or by those who may hold minority
opinions. Equality before the law is such an essential part of the American system of
government that, when a majority, whether acting intentionally or unintentionally,
infringes upon the rights of a minority, the Court may see fit to hear both sides of the
controversy in court.

(United States Courts, Educational Resources, Rule of Law, available at https://www.uscourts.
gov/educational-resources/educational-activities/overview-rule-law (as of Sept. 4, 2025).)

Text not included due to size:

NBC News, In Rare Interviews, Federal Judges Criticize Supreme Court’s Handling of
Trump Cases (Sept. 4, 2025), available at https://www.nbcnews.com/politics/supreme-
court/supreme-court-trump-cases-federal-judges-criticize-rcna221775 (as of Sept. 4,
2025).

Am. Board of Trial Advocates, ABOTA, IATL, ISOB, NBA, and NBTA Issue Joint
Statement Defending the Rule of Law Amid Riding Attacks on the Judiciary and Legal
Profession, available at https://www.abota.org/Online/News/2025 News/Joint Statement
_ Defending the Rule of Law.aspx (as of Sept. 3, 2025).

Am. Board of Trial Advocates, ABOTA Supports Statement of Chief Justice Roberts in
Rejecting Calls for Judicial Impeachment (Mar. 19, 2025), available at
https://www.abota.org/Online/News/2025 News/ABOTA supports_statement of Chief
Justice Roberts in rejecting_calls for judicial impeachment.aspx (as of Sept. 3, 2025).

Am. Board of Trial Advocates, The American Board of Trial Advocates Supports the Rule
of Law Against Dangerous Criticisms of the Judiciary, available at https://www.abota.org
/Online/News/2025 News/The American_Board of Trial Advocates Supports the Ru
le of Law.aspx (as of Sept. 3, 2025).

Am. Bar Assn., When Lawyers Speak, America Listens (Aug. 4, 2025), available at
https://www.americanbar.org/news/abanews/aba-news-archives/2025/07/when-lawyers-
speak-america-listens/ (as of Sept. 3, 2025).
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