CHAPTER TWELVE

A courtroom is an arena.  There are only 2 sides.  There’s the victim side and that of the victimizer.  What a court system is intended to do is to protect innocence and to protect right and to punish wrong so that if you are injured by someone, negligently or intentionally, the system allows you to go into a courtroom, to lay out those facts and be vindicated and compensated for your injury.  Now that’s what keeps people civil.  A court is a place where sovereign citizens, parties that are equal before the law, can come into that courtroom with an impartial judge sitting there and sling as much mud back and forth at each other as they possibly can to discredit the other side and to enhance their position—that’s the whole purpose—and to do it in a sophisticated way enough that you do not alienate a jury.  The jury decides what the facts are in the case, who is credible and who is not, and at the conclusion of that trial the judge applies the law to the facts and you have a decision.  If you have been able to make a full record, if the judge rules improperly on admitting evidence or excluding evidence, or in applying the wrong rule of law, you have an appellate court that determines whether or not one of the party’s Constitutional rights were violated in the trial court.  That’s all an appellate court does.  It determines whether or not a party’s Constitutional rights were observed in the trial court.  That is what you learn in law school.  That is the basic structure of our judicial system.  

But what has happened, quietly, like thieves in the night, they have come in like miners and sappers and they have subverted that process to the benefit of a very few.  They’ve been able to put in enough corrupted, compromised public officials in these critical positions—chief justice, governor, legislators—to protect that corruption.  The key to all this is for the people to come into the courts in large numbers, intimidating the judge, forcing him to allow a full record to be made of what is, in fact, happening.  But the system is so controlled that you have to file a pleading.  And if you file a pleading that the judge does not want to hear, the other side will file a motion to dismiss it and the judge will grant that motion to dismiss.  So you can never get the matter into the courtroom.  

A pleading is a case at issue.  You file preliminary motions, motion to strike, motions to make more definite and certain the pleadings.  These are things that are supposed to bring the case to issue.  But unless you know the rules you just walk into it blind and you’re on a shooting range.  You’re just out there like a deer on the highway looking at them and they just rip you to shreds.  They will assert something that may not have any basis but you don’t know it. 

“They failed to state facts sufficient to constitute a Cause of Action here...” and they just mumble these words.  

“I agree, and I’ll sustain the objection.”  They just talk.  They make things up.  Then they will write an opinion that really has nothing to do with the facts, they just write it as they see it.  

“Do you run a corrupt court?” you ask the judge.  

“Yes, I run a corrupt—“ he’s going to say.  No!  He’d never say ‘I run a corrupt courtroom.’  ‘Of course, I’m very important!  Well, I got the award of the week and I was judge of the year…’ and they always say this stuff.  

“Anyone got $25,000?”  Jesse's going around saying.  He's reacting to their criminal behavior as if it's valid.  Pam sees it but Jesse doesn't.  Ed Snook sees it but a lot of people don’t.  We are putting heat on the system by exposing these crimes against the people.  We’re forcing them to strictly comply with their oaths of office.  That’s all I've been insisting upon.  Strictly comply with your oath of office.  Conduct fair and impartial hearings so that the victim, the injured party, has the right to come into that courtroom and make a record of that injury.  If the government is coming after him for something, they have to show him a valid law, the authority, and they have to show that the facts support the action that the government is taking.  This is an absolute MUST in our system.  This is the very cornerstone of a free society, the Constitutional limitation on government, the rule of law.  

We have a form of government with a check and balance system, no single authority vested in a single individual because power corrupts and absolute power corrupts absolutely.  We have 3 separate, co-equal branches of government, each a check and balance on the other.  Because the Representatives are closest to the people, elected by popular vote, only the House of Representatives can introduce a revenue measure or raise taxes.  If they are excessive they will be driven out of office.  That’s the whole idea, giving the public the control of the pursestrings.  We then have a bi-cameral legislature, the House of Representatives and the Senate.  That’s one branch of government.  

The second branch of government is the Executive branch, the President, who serves as the Commander-in-Chief of the military and he is to carry out and enforce the laws that are enacted by the Legislature.  That’s what he is.  He is an executive officer.  The House and Senate are kinda like his board of directors.  They formulate a policy—now this is in the pristine world when the Constitution was drafted 220 years ago—and he acts as an executive officer carrying out the laws.  

And the third branch, the Judicial, acts to determine whether or not the laws passed by the House and Senate meet Constitutional muster, whether or not they in any way violate the Constitution.  That’s all that our Supreme Court does, oversee government to make sure it’s operating within the bounds of the Constitution.  The House of Representatives funds the executive branch, and it funds the Senate, so it has the power of the pursestrings over the government.

The Executive can veto bills that the House and Senate pass.  The House and Senate can override those vetoes with a 2/3 majority, which makes it very difficult and then any appointments to the Supreme Court are made by the President with the advice and consent of the Senate.  This is the check and balance system that was set up.  What our founding fathers were terrified about was tyranny and abuse and the horrendous impact that money has on running politics.  They feared the corrupting influence of money in our political structure causing the elected officials, and soon all of government, to be working simply as lackeys for the money powers.  The money powers are not interested in the general well-being of the public.  All they are concerned about is maximizing their profits and maintaining absolute power and control.  So, this was the fear that our founding fathers had.  They set up this system of government, which guaranteed, in our Constitution, the rights of the citizens to due process and equal protection. 

What I have come to realize—being in the system now for some 36 years—I had no idea that a system could become as corrupted as it has become.  And why you don’t realize that going through law school is because when you read decisions, every decision you read is framed in the context of equal protection, the balance of power and the observance of Constitutional rights.  That’s how the legal decisions are made.  What I’ve come to realize though is that the judges simply write what they want to write!  What has happened now with the corruption of our process, and it has been corrupted to the core, is that if you have had your children wrongfully taken by some state agency, or if you’ve had your lands zoned out of use by the Land Conservation and Development Commission, or if you’ve had your inheritance or other property shamelessly stolen from you by corrupt attorneys, you cannot get those facts, those underlying facts—showing that criminal conduct by these agencies and these individuals—before a jury as the law provides.  

I hear people say all the time.

“Oh, they can’t do that, they can’t do that.” Legally they can’t do it.  The law says they can’t do it.  But they’re doing it, and that is what is so insidious about what is confronting us.  These judges do not hold up one hand saying this.  You don’t see plastered on the courthouse doors the warning of how corrupt the court systems are.  

“We’re corrupt!  We’re corrupt!  Do not come any where near this legal system or you’re just going to get beaten up worse than you have been already.”  You’re encouraged.  

“Oh, have you got a good attorney?  Go get a good attorney.”  

The only time an innocent person goes to court is when something has been wrongfully taken from him.  So, when something is taken you ask your friends and family.

“My God!  What do I do?”  Well, everyone starts giving you advice.

“Go hire this attorney.  I know a good attorney.”

Well, when you go get that so-called attorney and he’s in that silver palace of an office, it is all intended to deceive you into believing that here is real competence.  Here is the highest form of legal, scholarly talent.  This is the impression that they try to create when you walk into these law offices.  And, of course, what an attorney is primarily concerned about is the money!  His concern is to get as much money doing as little work as he can.  That’s the whole idea!  He doesn’t tell you right off the bat.

“Listen, it’s just too corrupt.  I can’t do anything for you.”  He wouldn’t make any money!  He will show indignation and share your anger.

“Oh, they can’t get away with that,” until you sign that fee agreement.  And once you do that, and you pay him a 10 or 15 thousand dollar retainer, he controls you because he has your money.  If you become dissatisfied with him you have to go to another attorney and he wants 10 or 15 thousand dollars.  So, you get just drained white.

This is the dilemma that a person finds himself in and what the attorney will do, he will put on an act  He will talk tough to get your money but that’s the last time that you’ll ever see indignation or outrage.  Soon he’s putting you off, telling you you have to do something, you have to do this or that, the court set it over for this reason or that reason and then he will get more and more testy with you, the client, the closer you get to the courtdate.  In some cases, when you walk into the courtroom he will tell you.

“Now damnit, don’t you say one word when we walk in there.”  And if you do try to speak in these corrupt courts the judge will tell you.

“You sit down and shut up!  You let your attorney speak.”  So, you sit there, literally gagged, while your attorney mumbles some things that really are not the core problem that you’re facing.  That’s the dynamic that is set up in our court system.  

If you are in a law firm, and I’ve been there, your partners beat on you all the time to bring in as much money as you can.  If you bring in a lot of money you have the best office in the suite.  If you don’t you’re relegated to the lowest position, regardless of your talents.  So this is the whole drive in the legal profession.  Money.

What the public does not realize about our system now is that in many states, including Oregon, the courts have been consolidated.  It used to be that each county was a separate entity within the state.  The state was sovereign but it was broken up into counties and each one of those counties was an independent political subdivision of the state.  About 15 years ago they consolidated all those counties in Oregon.  Before that you paid your filing fee to Deschutes county, Clackamas county or Multnomah county.  Now you pay it to the state of Oregon.  And the judges, instead of getting their money from Multnomah county, Clackamas county, where the county commissioners had control over their salaries, now they’re paid by the state of Oregon.  So you have them operating within the county but totally immune from the political control of the local county commissioners, who have to appeal to the voters.

In 1934, the Bar Association was created in Oregon.  It came from the Bar Association of England, the Inns of the Court in London.  Our American Bar Association is a member.  The whole purpose of this set-up is to insure protection for the money powers of the world.  When the Bar Association was first established in Oregon it was touted as a way of keeping unscrupulous attorneys from preying on unsuspecting people and a vehicle for continuing legal education to keep the attorneys abreast of the new changes in the law.  Well, that may have been its purpose 65 years ago when it was drafted but about 20 years ago they required that all attorneys and judges be members of the Bar.  The Bar also became the insurance company for all attorneys and judges.  They are insured by the Professional Liability Fund doing business as the Oregon State Bar.  

They say down here in Multnomah County if you’ve got a case worth more than 25 thousand dollars and you just get some attorney—the big firms won’t take it because there’s not enough money there—the little guy will take it who’s just starting out—they will slam dunk it on something to make it appear as if it was the incompetence of your attorney.  But, the reality is the system is just that stacked.  I’m told that the Oregon State Bar has only a couple of million dollars in reserves.  If that was a clean court system and all this was going on and I was an underwriter with the state insurance commissioner, they’d have to post at least a half billion dollar bond to cover their exposure for the injuries that they’ve caused.  But when you have a corrupt court system, and a corrupt Bar, they can steal with impunity.  They steal with the complicity of the judges involved.  

Harlow Lennon, a judge for whom I had great respect, said he saw it coming in the system about 20 years ago.  Arno Denecke, another judge, former Chief Justice of the Supreme Court, was up to my place about 6 years ago.  He said he was too old to get involved.  Other judges, Tony Cashatto and Chuck Wnasso, commented.

“Oh, you’re gonna fight ‘em, eh Roger?  This oughta be interesting.”

So, they became aware, as everyone in the system is aware now, that the judicial system has been totally, completely corrupted to the core.  Does that mean that every case you are going to lose?  For small fender bender kinds of cases or small personal injury cases you may be able to get a fair trial.  But if the amount involved is over $50,000, with the corruption that’s in the system and the control that the insurance companies have now, you will see that those cases, except in rare instances when you have very large law firms that are able to force a trial, the insurance companies are winning all the time.  The cases against them are dismissed on one pretense or another but there are no large settlements being paid, in spite of horrendous injury, particularly as it applies to injuries caused by corrupt judges or attorneys.  I’m not saying that all judges are actively corrupt, but the core.  Ed Peterson was corrupt, Wallace Carson is corrupt, Herb Schwab was corrupt, Donald Londer, Multnomah Presiding Court judge was very corrupt and James Ellis is very corrupt.  So, when you have the presiding judges in the different courts corrupt, what they will do when they want a case to go a certain way, they will assign it to one of the other corrupt judges in that court so they know what the outcome is going to be.  Multnomah County judge Londer would assign it to Lee Johnson—very corrupt, he would assign it to Ellis—very corrupt, to Abraham—very corrupt, Dorothy Baker—very corrupt, Stephen Herrell—very corrupt, Bill Keyes—corrupt and Joseph Ciniceros—corrupt, so that the outcome was a foregone conclusion.  

People will say.

“Well, how can they do that Roger?”  Well, they do it because the public has allowed them to do it.  Once again, we have become Venice.  We have become a money plutocracy.

Venice was a republic but it was a totally money-controlled republic.  There was no such thing as civil rights in Venice.  You were the creditor or you were the debtor.  If you were the debtor you had no rights at all.  The creditor had slaves.  They could cut off their arms, legs, whatever they wanted, because slaves were property, just like livestock.  And that is what people in our culture fundamentally do not understand.  We’re headed back to this master/owner/property plutocracy and all of us are property!  

The government is basically a front for the money system.  They have placed us into this domestic animal category and they are ready to put down any resistance emanating from these domestic animals.  You are free to work, buy and sell, produce and consume, which they can tax, and as long as you don’t challenge that you’re left alone.  But the minute you question or challenge their authority, down they come on you.  

Government is forcibly changing our way of life, our culture, so that people cannot pose a threat.  They’re dumbing down the schoolchildren.  They are targeting people in the second or third grade, telling them what they are going to do, giving them technical training but no political, no history, none of the truth.  They are not being taught true history.  They are being taught this manufactured history.  They call people like me revisionists because we are trying to teach the truth rather than what has been taught.  Schools are not teaching about the past acts that have led to past events.  They don’t want you to recognize the pattern of events.  

People call this The Weidner Method now.  Pam Gaston coined that phrase.  All I’ve been doing is going into those courts with these large groups of people.  The reason for the large groups of people is to intimidate the guards.  When I realized what was happening, that the judges were blocking the litigant, the party, the victim from coming into the court before a jury and laying out the facts, and they were using the sheriff’s office, and the guards that are provided to the court by the sheriff’s office, to threaten and intimidate and arrest anyone who challenged the authority of that judge, then I started coming into the courts with these large groups of people and putting the stories into the newspaper.  

When I first started going into these courts and trying to speak I was being arrested repeatedly for trying to speak in the courtroom in a normal tone of voice.  What they should have done, if they took exception to what I was saying, they should have sued me for defamation and put on the evidence that what I’m saying is false, malicious, intentional lies.  If they did that I’d have to prove the truthfulness of it.  Of course, everything I’m saying is the truth and because it’s the truth it’s an absolute defense to any libel suit here in the United States.  In England the truth was not a defense in many cases.  That’s the influence of the bankers in England.

What they call The Weidner Method is simply filing a complaint charging them and coming into the court with this large group of people.  Pam Gaston down in Mt. Angel, Oregon did this in the Marion County Court.  She charged the judges and the state agents in the courtroom with criminal behavior in a racketeering complaint and then moved for what is called a Summary Judgment.  

In a legal proceeding there is what is called a complaint.  A complaint is simply a statement of the ultimate facts—who the parties are, what is the injury, where and when did it occur, and what are your damages.  They are general allegations.  Then, if the other side disputes the truthfulness of some or all of those allegations, then there is a trial called to allow a jury to decide who is telling the truth and who is not.  If you file a complaint and the other side doesn’t respond, after 30 days you can prepare an affadavit in which you state the truthfulness, and give detailed explanations, of the facts that you are setting forth.  An affadavit is just a sworn statement.  It’s like courtroom testimony.  If the other side doesn’t respond, or if they do respond, you are allowed to go into a courtroom and argue that you should be granted a Summary Judgment.  What I call The Weidner Method is filing the complaint, waiting the 30 days, then filing a supporting affidavit and a motion for Summary Judgment.  You put the story about the complaint that you filed—and particularly the affadavit—into a newspaper.  You take that newspaper and pass it out to all the judges in the courthouse, the county commissioners, the sheriff, as many of the law offices as you can around the courthouse and as many concerned citizens as you can find who will read it, so that you heighten the public awareness of the corruption you are charging.  When you go into the courtroom to be heard on your motion for Summary Judgment you bring this army of people which forces the judge, forces him, to sit there and let you speak.

This is what Will Gaston did.  He went into that courtroom with 40 of us.  This was his seventh or eighth appearance coming in with this large crowd of people and he stood up and read an indictment of the judge, about a 15-minute indictment of the judicial system and that judge in particular, judge Fred Avera.  (See www.avoiceforchildren.com Arresting a Judge, the script.)  He then arrested judge Avera.  He didn’t take him into physical custody but he performed a citizen’s arrest on him in that courtroom and walked out of the courtroom.  If he’d tried that a couple years sooner he’d have been instantly arrested, off to jail and we’d never have seen hide nor hair of him again.  But as it was, he was able to speak in that courtroom, read the indictment and when the guards came in I told the people to stand up.  We stand up in support.
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