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Date: 30/01/2025 1:30 pm (GMT-05:00) 
To: Clerk's Office <clerk@japarliament.gov.jm> 
Subject: 
 
Subject: Submission on The Constitution (Amendment) (Republic) Act, 
2024 
 

To the Joint Select Committee on the Republic Transition, 
 

I, Christefer-Anthony: Pingue, sui juris, an Indigenous Arawak (Taino) 
national and documented non-citizen sovereign, submit this notice in 
response to the public call for written submissions regarding The 
Constitution (Amendment) (Republic) Act, 2024. 
 

This submission is made without prejudice and with full reservation of all 
inherent and unalienable rights under: 

The Treaty of Peace and Friendship (1786) between the United States and 
the Moors, which establishes legal precedent for the rights of Indigenous 
peoples within colonial jurisdictions. 

 The Maroons Treaties of 1738 and 1752 between Great Britain and the 
Indigenous Maroons of Jamaica, recognizing self-governance, tax 
immunity, and sovereign territorial rights. 

 The International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR), Article 
1, which affirms the inherent right of peoples to self-determination, 
including their political status, economic, social, and cultural development. 

 The United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples 
(UNDRIP), Article 26, affirming the right of Indigenous peoples to their 
lands, territories, and resources, which must be recognized and respected 
by nation-states. 

 The Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties (1969), Article 27, which 
prohibits domestic law from overriding treaty obligations, binding Jamaica 
to its Indigenous treaties. 



 

1. Preservation of Indigenous Sovereignty & Treaties 
 

The proposed constitutional amendments must not extinguish or diminish 
the treaty rights of Indigenous peoples, including the Arawak (Taino) and 
Maroons. The legal principle pacta sunt servanda (agreements must be 
kept) applies, as per the Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties. 
 

Legal Precedent: 

Campbell v. Hall (1774) affirms that once a colony is granted laws or 
privileges, they cannot be arbitrarily revoked. 

Mohegan Indians v. Connecticut (1704) confirms that Indigenous land 
rights and treaties remain valid unless explicitly annulled with Indigenous 
consent. 
 

As a direct descendant of Arawak (Taino) lineage, my standing under 
these treaties is unquestionable, and I demand that Jamaicas transition to a 
Republic explicitly safeguard Indigenous sovereignty and the treaty 
obligations under which my lineage is recognized. 
 

2. Legal Status of the Jamaican Diaspora and Nationality Framework 
 

As a documented Indigenous national under sui juris capacity, I am not a 
citizen of the corporate STATE but rather a non-citizen national with 
international legal standing. Therefore, I seek explicit recognition in the 
new Republics framework regarding: 

 Preservation of Diaspora Rights “ Will the new Republic guarantee 
unencumbered rights to land ownership, repatriation, and economic 
participation for those outside Jamaica? 

Recognition of Non-Citizen Nationals “ Will the new Republic 
acknowledge Indigenous nationals outside the corporate STATE structure, 
exempting them from taxation and statutory obligations inconsistent with 
their sovereignty? 
 



Legal Precedent: 

United States v. Wong Kim Ark (1898) confirms that nationality and 
citizenship are distinct legal statuses. 

 Murdock v. Pennsylvania (1943) affirms that no government may compel 
or tax the exercise of a fundamental right, including Indigenous 
sovereignty. 
 

Given that I am a non-citizen Indigenous national, the constitutional 
framework must ensure no forced corporate citizenship upon Indigenous 
peoples. 
 

3. Financial Implications for Private Trusts & Estates 
 

As Trustee of a Foreign Grantor Trust (FGT) with assets held under 
private ecclesiastical and international trust law, I seek legal clarity on: 

 Continuity of Private Banking and Trust Protections “ Will the transition 
to a Republic alter or interfere with existing trust structures, lawful money 
redemption (12 USC 411), or UCC Article 8-9 protections on private 
investments? 

 Prohibition of Ex Post Facto Taxation “ Will the Republics framework 
honor existing tax exemptions on private Indigenous trusts, estates, and 
financial instruments? 
 

Legal Precedent: 

 Fletcher v. Peck (1810) established that a state cannot impair contracts or 
seize private property retroactively. 

 McCulloch v. Maryland (1819) confirmed that a government may not 
unlawfully tax or interfere with lawful private financial arrangements. 
 

Jamaicas transition must explicitly reaffirm that private trusts and estates 
shall not be subjected to ex post facto taxation or unconstitutional seizure. 
 

4. Indigenous Tax Immunity & Economic Sovereignty 



 

As a recognized Indigenous national, I am tax-exempt under treaty law, 
common law, and international legal frameworks. Jamaicas transition to a 
Republic must not infringe upon these rights. 
 

Legal Precedent: 

The Indian Citizenship Act (1924) & Title 25 USC 349 affirm that 
Indigenous persons are not automatically subjected to statutory taxation 
unless they voluntarily enter into contractual citizenship. 

 Title 28 USC 1604-1611 reaffirms the tax-exempt status of non-citizen 
sovereign nationals. 

 Crandall v. Nevada (1867) confirms that a state cannot impose a tax on a 
sovereign person simply for existing within its jurisdiction. 
 

Thus, the new Constitution must contain an express provision that 
Indigenous peoples, including Arawak (Taino), remain sovereign and are 
not compelled to perform under the Republics statutory jurisdiction. 
 

5. Notice of Legal Standing and Remedy 
 

By this notice, I assert my full reservation of rights under UCC 1-308 and 
UCC 1-103, ensuring my legal standing remains unencumbered by 
statutory amendments of the new Republic. 
 

Should Jamaica proceed with constitutional amendments that: 

Violate treaty obligations, 

Attempt to impose corporate citizenship upon Indigenous nationals, 
or Infringe upon financial sovereignty and tax exemptions, then any 
enforcement of such unconstitutional acts shall be deemed legal trespass, 
subject to international arbitration and legal remedy under the International 
Court of Justice (ICJ) and the Permanent Court of Arbitration (PCA). 
 

6. Request for Hearing 



 

In light of these substantial legal implications, I formally request the 
opportunity to appear before the Joint Select Committee to: 

Present historical and legal evidence regarding Indigenous sovereignty. 

Ensure that the Republic’s transition aligns with international treaty 
obligations. 

 Defend the financial autonomy of private Indigenous estates and trusts. 
 

Conclusion 
 

Jamaica’s transition to a Republic is an opportunity to rectify colonial 
injustices and reaffirm international legal principles. However, such a 
transition must not violate existing treaty obligations, impose corporate 
citizenship on Indigenous nationals, or interfere with private financial 
arrangements. 
 

This submission serves as lawful notice that any infringement upon my 
sovereign rights as an Indigenous Arawak (Taino) national shall be 
deemed null, void, and without force or effect under natural law, common 
law, and international treaty law. 
 

All rights reserved. Without prejudice. 

In honor and lawful intent, 
 

Christefer-Anthony: Pingue 

Sui Juris, Sovereign Indigenous National 

Arawak (Taino) Tribe 
 


