A Fresh Start

Montauk
’ July 15, 2001
Dear Dawvid,

A sua sponte (on its own motion)
decision and order of the New York
State Court of Appeals has been en-
tered dismissing the appeal of the

Montauk Trustee Corporation in a
matter that souggt to recover Mon-

tauk’s municipal properties and fran-
chises. I believe that the trustee cor-
poration has shown conclusively that
Montauk is a constitutionally power-
ful incorporated township usurped
and suppressed by the State Legisla-
ture. The court held that I am not the
authorized legal representative: of the
corporation because I am not an at-
tormey. I honor the court and accept
its discretion. We will attcmpt to re-
tum with an attorney.’

Whenwe do go back t to court I look
forward to a fresh start upon a2-com-

plere record with allmecgssary Parties™c

 joined upfmm upon clearly ﬁrcs.:nt
ed complamts ‘When:we: prooecd to
trial jc will bc one of the most im- "
portant cases in the hnstory» ‘of this " -
- state. For cvcryoncs "sake,-I-hope;

that 19l B¢’ avalable o take us.w il HEAC o, their. property and e

' thtough it .
“ The colomal chartc:s incorporating"’
, the towns 8f Suffolk County grantcd
,xssue¢ ot otheuvxsc dchvcred “be-4
" tween 1686.and 1689 by Governor::-
Thomas Dongan under: the ‘authori=
ty of King James II established pri-~
vate rights to public powers.. The °
charters incorporated ‘Montauk and
all of the old towns of Suffolk Coun-

ty as proprietary democratic - com-:
monwealths. Remember that: propri- -

etary commonwealths — exclusive
private democratic rights to local gov-
emmental liberties.

The history surrounding the at-
taining of these rights is phenomenal.
The towns of Suffolk County, espe-
cially East Hampton, had been most
responsible for the original establish-
ing of what is today the State Legis-
lature of the State of New York and
its original Constitution in 1683. At
that time the colony of New York re-
mained a proprietary colony under
the possession of James Stuart, the
Duke of York.

The Dongan charters were issued

+

onc name.

HERE’S ANOTHER VEHICLE-in-the-drink photo to guess at. we'll
give you a clue: The date was 1970. The first caller to glve us the why
and wherefore will win a Star ‘T-shirt. % Christine Saar wins the T-shirt
for solving last week’s mystery picture, which showed Brian Kenny,
David de Rosa, Jimmy Hallock, Bob Yates, Timmy Yates, and Bruce
Lyons as Springs Cub Scouts in 1978. Rick Spero called first but missed

during the short period after the duke
ascended the throne as King James

. 1L James Stuart was a known tyrant

to the inhabitants of New York and
was an ardent opponent of democra-
tic liberties. Furthermore, he was'a
Catholic papist who threatened the
Puritan settlers’ coveted religious hb—
erties.

After ascending the throne, Jamcs
Stuart immediately began to elimi-

_nate democratic governmerit in New
- York: There is evidence of a general

uprising in the Town of East Ham
; ton and across Suffolk County and

qu quland The Dongan. Patent,,.
and other such-colonial charters.can .

~be understood only, in this.context.,

.+ Instead of independence from Engz |

land, however, the towns rcocivcd le-: -

and contractual guarantecs of the Rxghtg ‘and . Constitution., o, the .
gal I “Township. of Montauk- to-the: court

1 attempted to give an idea of what

govcmmcntal Tliberty and privileges

.:«m -make. their own laws and o con- .
mol their own local courts. :
_ These rights were mamtamcd ‘
throughout the colonial cra and forat

least a century. after the rcvolutusn

,.thh laudable . tesults. The charters

were well understood and were pro-
tected from state interference by the
Constitution of the State ‘of New
York. Because of the clear terms of
the Dongan Patent, neither the Colo-
nial Legislature (now State Legisla-
ture) nor Parliament (now Congress)
had the ability to establish an alter-

. nate form of government upon these
lands or to make or affect local law. -

This is an exuemely powerful and
beneficial liberty. Ninety years after
the Dongan Patents were issued, the
protection of this legal form of gov-
ernmental liberty was to be the cen-
tral cause of the American Revolu-
tion. East Hampton and Southamp-
ton men spilled their blood on Long
Island soil and died two protect these
rights for us, their posterity.

Our private corporate right to gov-
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ern has been usurped by legislatures
jealous of the jurisdictions estab-

lished by the charters. Foreign and

unconstitutional . forms. of govern-
ment were quietly set up under the
guise of a “modem”. law enacted by
the State Legislature in 1909 and
recorded as the Town. Law of the
State of New York... . ‘

The town board appéared around
1924 and continues to claim its juris-
diction under this law. The incorpo-
rated Villages of East Hampton and
Sag Harbor appear to have been set
up on East Hampton lands under
some similar :bod.yhoﬁ federal s Jaw.
shortly afterward, and gelitical partics

Were. . concutrently nnhoduccd into

East Hampton polmcs
In . presenting.; the: Amculated

we believe the Town;of Montauk
would look like if re-€stablished up-
on the rights, pnncqilcs, and prac- .
tices of the original recipients of the -
charter. Although wetdre not under
the jurisdiction. of ithe.{Legislature,
we are under the jurisdiction of the
courts. I am sad thatil-did not get
the opportunity to argue this matter
before them. The modcl of govern-
ment is eminently cofiservative and
rests firmly on pmatc property
rights.

Colonial charters hkc ‘the Dongan
Patent established what should be
considered among the hiést powerful
corporations in the %oild. The char-
ters established legal powers of juris-
diction fundamental*to’ our sover-
eignty as a people. They should be
the pride of this state'and our nation.
Although unsetwding”in" the short
term, if handled appropriatcly there
is only beauty and pr6spcnty in [hlS
picture.

For good, for law, for Montauk: Ir
God we trust. ’

BOB FICALORA

Happy Advertlser

East Hampton
July 13, 2001




