CHAPTER ELEVEN

If you come to me from thousands of miles away and ask. 

“Oh teacher, teach me about how you deal with this corruption.” 

“All the books I've read and all I've studied…” probably Harl Haas said it best when I went to work as a prosecutor in the DA's office back in 1973.  

“When you get into something Roger, if you have ‘em by the you-know-what, their minds and their hearts will follow.”  First you have to catch them doing something wrong.  In this case, I caught not just one, I caught the whole system doing something wrong.  

The problem has been to get enough public awareness to overcome the control that is in place.  People have been telling me that it cannot be dislodged because it’s so widespread.  What is needed is more numbers of people to apply more pressure and generate more exposure.  The hardest thing has been to get a broad enough support base to go after the corruption in the system.  The frustration for me is that people think that they can read a book, read what the law says, go to law school or ask a friend.  But they have to have the plan inside themselves.  They have to understand it within themselves before they can go and do something.  People are conditioned to go see the police, make a report, talk to their attorneys and to act within the system, expecting it to come to their relief, as it should.  But, because of the level of corruption it is incapable of coming to the assistance of anyone who has been targeted by the system to be taken down.  If it’s a state agency that is coming after you, any of the state agencies, or this group of corrupt attorneys of long standing, who have become a part of the system, that whole system is wired.  By definition, if you’re innocent, you’re going to lose in a corrupt system.  Making people understand that the courts are not their friend is so difficult.  All that courtroom is, it’s a place to make a record.  When you come in and ask that judge for something, or start asking him his name to intimidate him, thinking that your defense is going to rest on your ability to hook him on something, you're going to be ripped to shreds.  This is the fatal flaw.  

When you come into the courtroom you are the moving party.  You are the injured party and you’re coming into that courtroom simply to make a record, in the courtroom, of the injury that you have sustained.  To do that you file the complaint making the charge.  And then, tactically, ordinarily, if it’s not a fast money case, your lawyer is going to say he needs a 10 thousand dollar retainer because he’s got to spend time taking depositions, collecting evidence, discovery and all these things that he has to do.  That’s what he tells you because he wants the money!  That’s what he’s really after, obviously.  And so, he takes these depositions.  Supposedly, the reason he takes the depositions is to catch someone lying so you can beat them in court.  

Well, what I know is that it makes no difference whether they’re lying because the court system is so wired against the victim.  In the Kettleberg case, and all these other cases, we've proven it.  There is no dispute at all!  At all!!  This theft is flagrant, outright and obvious but the system is protecting it.  And I cannot get that reality into people’s heads.  The system is not your friend, people!  It is openly protecting these murderers and thieves, giving them armed guard protection in those courtrooms. 

“Mr. Brown, you don't have to produce any documents...” judges are saying and then are attacking the victims of his thievery.  

The governor, everyone, is subject to a judge’s order.  The courtroom is the defining arena where your rights are either respected or ignored.  And that's what is so hard to get through people’s heads, the importance of that courtroom, so that the system can operate as it was intended to operate.  When former Chief Justice Ed Peterson and the Attorney General and all the rest of them are acting like this, the whole system has been sucked in.  The corrupt core in our society has been able to completely subvert it so, instead of protecting innocence, it protects guilt.  

Most people think that a judge has inherent power to do whatever he wants to do.  During the litigation phase that judge is simply a referee in a litigation process where you have equal adversaries, equal before the law, dukeing it out and the judge seeing that that goes on in an orderly fashion.  And that is what has been stripped out of the system.  We now have this heavy-handed judicial system allowing thieving attorneys and bureaucrats to steal our property.  State agencies are taking our lands, our children and our personal property.  The only time that people react is when they personally have been hit.  Something's been taken.  Then they come up like a wounded bull.  

“OHhh, they can't do this!” and they go talk to this attorney or that and they always think if they’re busy they’re accomplishing something.   If the attorney has a big fancy office they’ll write that big fat check, a retainer, borrow money from their family, everyone, and they want to think they will be victorious.  What I know is it’s just like picadors in a bullring.  Those attorneys are sticking that pipe into them and draining them of their vital energy.  And they drag this thing out, and you get weaker and weaker, and your neighbors and family—everyone starts running away and then you are led into that courtroom and the judge is like the matador.  He thrusts the sword right down between your shoulder blades and out you go.  All your money’s gone.  None of your friends are going to want to have anything to do with you because they know it’s going to cost them something.  They don’t want to hear it.  It’s going to disrupt their little lifestyle.  That's what’s going on.  

Our legal system is based on the English common law.  All our rules of evidence—what evidence is admissible, what evidence is not—come basically from the English common law system.  A court is a place to make a public record.  That’s all that a court is.

We have an adversary system—a plaintiff, a defendant, and a neutral judge. Each side has an opportunity to come into the courtroom, put on his case and call his witnesses, to prove that the facts he is alleging give him the right to recover according to some rule of law.  Each side has a right to put on its evidence, to cross-examine the other party’s witnesses and to discredit those witnesses so that their testimony should not be believed.

In the English system there were the royal courts and there was no such thing as a constitution.  There was no such thing as equal protection under the law and due process of law.  The system was based on whatever the king granted to his subjects.  Until the time of the Magna Carta in 1215, when King John was stripped of his absolute power, the kings had absolute life and death power over their subjects.  The serfs had no rights at all.  Through the Magna Carta, the local nobility put restrictions on King John.  

In 1640 there was a movement by the international bankers to depose Charles I of England, which they did.  He was beheaded.  Oliver Cromwell came to power and that was the breaking of the stranglehold that the nobility had on the country, shifting it from the nobility—the landed aristocracy—to the bankers.

The bankers—then as now—controlled the money, thus they controlled who was elected to Parliament.  The English Parliament became a bastion of people basically working for the Bank of England.  The Bank of England was given a charter in 1690 in exchange for a loan to the King William III.  It became totally above any laws passed by Parliament.  By 1694 the Bank of England was running England and also financing and running the international bankers’ empire around the world.  

America was colonized.  Colonies are trading posts created by the bankers.  The bankers acquire the people to go and colonize different areas whether it’s Australia, North America, South America—wherever it is—it’s creating their system in a new environment.  Holland colonized in America.  New York was called New Amsterdam.  In about 1660 the British defeated Holland taking over her colonies and becoming the premier maritime power, vying with France.  France and England had been at war for a long time fighting over colonies.  France controlled Canada and the Mississippi Valley.  St. Louis was named after Louis the 12th.  When the English took over from the Dutch and started expanding those colonies the French used the Indians to attack and massacre the settlers.  George Washington was a captain, a soldier for the British government in those wars.  That’s when our court system, our rules of evidence came in, with the British system.  The king appointed royal courts.

When this country was first founded it contained rugged individuals who looked out for themselves.  The government, if anything, did the military function, improved the roads and those kinds of things.  But you didn’t have all these social functions—medicare, social security, medicaid, childcare, aid to education—all these things didn’t exist so each person was forced into self-reliance.  As the east coast built up people migrated across country but the migration was funded by the bankers to exploit the land, the mines and the timber for their own gain.  They gave the people the opportunity to come out here and, there again, you had this rugged individualism that we admire so much.

For a long time the colonists were left to create their own money, their own activity.  All that money does is it creates a medium of exchange to facilitate commerce.  If it’s issued by the government no interest accrues.  But the bankers reeled in abject horror to the idea that that kind of system would be set up.  England and the Bank of England were taxing different products and getting their income that way.  This continued until the 1770’s and the French and Indian wars.  The colonists—like today—if the business people are making profit, they don’t want to disturb their lifestyle so they tolerate a lot of abuse in order to maintain what they see as a comfortable lifestyle.  Concerning the Revolutionary War, there’s always rumbling for change, obviously, when you’re a colony.  But, like today, things have to reach a certain level before good people will stand up.  I’ve found that people will avoid conflict as long as they possibly can, as long as things are bearable.  When they become unbearable then they are forced to act.  The French and Indian wars put a drain on Parliament’s reserves so they started imposing excise taxes, stamp taxes to pay for the wars that had been fought.  The colonists had to have stamps on any transaction, any product that was sold.  It provoked a rebellion in the colonies which became a full-scale revolution.

There’s a lot of debate concerning King George the III.  He was not a very bright man.  The Parliament, like our congress today, was very much controlled by the money powers.  There were some men like Edmund Burke and British Prime Minister William Pitt, men of moderation and restraint.  But those voices were not being heard, as the voices of moderation and reason are very seldom heard in our congress.  

There was a group of men in this country who were very much influenced by the French enlightenment, by Montesquieu, Rousseau and Voltaire.  These men were in their late 60’s and 70’s when Jefferson and Madison were young men.  They talked about the equality of man and that there is a social contract between the people and the government.  The concept was formulated that in this country we would have one class of citizens all equal before the law, and that the citizens are the sovereign authority.  That’s the idea that was incorporated into our Constitution, that in this country we were not going to have royalty we were going to have but one class of citizens.  This was not the case in England or any of the other countries.  If you read the Declaration of Independence it’s like a preamble to the Constitution.  It explains the purpose for the Constitution and what was the prime concern of the founding fathers leading up to the drafting, ratification and enactment of our Constitution.  Though England’s absolute powers had been modified by the influence of the international bankers, there were still very definite and distinct classes of people, as there were in this country.  There were the wealthy and the landed and there were the lay people who were the workers and had virtually no rights.  They were, by and large, uneducated.  When you talk about civil rights as a practical matter, they had none.  They had no access to the court because they had no resources to get into court. 

Because of the fear of the central governments, all the states were separate sovereign entities.  They put up tariff gates at their borders and commerce could not move freely back and forth because of all the impediments.  Every state imposed a duty for goods being moved in and it weakened them so much they were vulnerable to foreign attack, being a brand new country.  So, it was recognized that there was a need for a central government, but a limited central government, that was able to do those things that the states could not do for themselves.  It would have the right to coin the money, build roads and harbors, those things that had to be done to promote trade and commerce.

After the Revolutionary War there was talk of creating royalty in this country, of making George Washington George I of all these separate trading colonies up and down the Atlantic coast, but there was such a revulsion against central governments.  London was the central government of the world.  It controlled much of America, of India, later China and its arms were reaching all around the world.  The bankers were basically using the royalty as a front.  They would loan the money so the royalty could live in their lavish lifestyle.  Then they would turn the tax farmers loose on the citizenry to collect these exorbitant taxes, much like our IRS operates today.  The same people—the international bankers—then as today—are calling the shots.

The Constitution was drafted almost 10 years after the Revolutionary War, incorporating these new concepts—the sovereignty of the citizens, equal protection under the law, and due process.  Due process of law is simply a fair hearing with an impartial judge. If you do not have an impartial judge you do not have due process of law.  The fact that this was drafted and put into a formal document did not change the nature of our banking system.  It did not change the instincts of the people who were running the commercial world at that time.  It was looked upon by the world bankers as somewhat of an impediment.  Thomas Jefferson, having drafted the Declaration of Independence, was a moving personal force in this idea of the equality of the citizens.  James Madison, James Monroe, John Adams, John Quincy Adams, governor Clinton of New York—this whole group of men was committed to this idea of a constitutional democracy with a republican form of government.  So, they elected representatives to Congress based on population.  The Houses of Representatives in the respective states selected the senators to represent their states, like ambassadors.  That was the original idea.  US senators were not elected by popular vote as they are today.  So that was the cradle in which our legal system was founded.
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