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MEMORANDUM OPINION

This matter, brought pro se, is before the Court on its initial review of plaintiff’s
application for leave to proceed in forma pauperis and his “Emergency Complaint Challenging
Constitutionality of the International Federal Death Penalty Statute-the War Powers Act of 1973,
50 U.S.C. 1541-1548, facially and as applied,” ECF No. 1. The Court will grant the application
and dismiss the complaint for lack of subject matter jurisdiction. See Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(h)(3)
(requiring the court to dismiss an action “at any time” it determines that subject matter
jurisdiction is wanting).

«Federal courts are courts of limited jurisdiction. They possess only that power
authorized by Constitution and statute,” and it is “presumed that a cause lies outside this limited
jurisdiction.” Kokkonen v. Guardian Life Ins. Co. of Am., 511 U.S. 375, 377 (1994) (citations
omitted). The War Powers Act does not authorize a private cause of action. Sanchez-Espinoza
v. Reagan, 770 F.2d 202, 209 (D.C. Cir. 1985); see id. (explaining that the Act does not “identify
any special class to be benefited, but rather, for the protection of the general public, divide[s]
responsibility between the executive and legislative branches of government . . . in order to

secure sound and efficient conduct of military and foreign affairs”) (internal quotation marks and
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