Roger writing  --- June 29, 2003
Getting evidence against defendant - Plus


One should remember this:  that the sexual molestation charges that are pressed against an innocent alleged offender are, in fact, an act in secret committed by the public defender in his managing of the voodoo doll/the defendant/the mirror image of the accused offender.  The rules of evidence used for this claim are federal (probable cause or presumption).  The public defender is the one who is actually charged with the crime, because:  the account being charged at that point causes him to enter a not guilty plea (for himself and his voodoo doll) unless: the accused offender tells the public defender to enter a “guilty as charged” plea – thus no dispute of facts!  The state rules of evidence when applied to this scene must have the civil assessment in evidence by agreement of the parties notwithstanding the presumptions.  The presumptions need to be met with affidavit of truth with the Writ of Habeas Corpus – the civil assessment!  It is best for an accused to remain silent when in police interrogation.  Just simply give a blank stare to all questions, even for a name, because:  The name they ask for is the name of the straw man/ mirror image in the custody of the public defender.  Tell the police to get the public defender and ask him the questions!


It is after everything is in evidence, as said above, that the 3 magic questions apply for the prosecutor and public defender (the attorney) be deposed.  The new California ruled case by the supreme court should force the prison system to release the detained who are held by presumption etc.

P.S. – The supreme court ruling:  to prohibit the states rules in direct examination, allowing presumptions to charge an offender, is recognized in execution of public duty.  The execution is prohibited  without the express agreement/confession of the offender charged.  Thus the absence of the express, signed confession of the accused detainee, is the evidence, that the prosecution has wrongfully detained the accused – a mistaken identity etc., that be disposed of by the accused putting an affidavit of truth an Exhibit to the Writ of Habeas Corpus.


It is the acceptance and return that binds the public defender with his charge, the straw man/mirror image/the colored claim in camera/the jail booking photo and prints (finger prints).  This is the evidence one can pursue via title 28 USC 2201 etc, for declaratory judgment and subsequently 2241… 2255 making the civil assessment for immediate release as remedy.


The supreme court ruling in the California case, prohibiting the evidence used by direct state rules that bring presumptions into evidence, are what prevent the prosecutor from changing the gender charged in the case, which otherwise results in a reversal of the charge (reversible error).  The public defender will enter a guilty plea for the accused straw man, if; he is requested to by the authorized representative of the accused straw man in the custody of the public defender.  This acceptance is what brings evidence into the case – otherwise, the judge prevents any evidence to come in to the case and a complete opposite accounting occurs to bring the balance to -0-.  

ALSO:  The recent Supreme Court decision that declared the California law extending statute of limitation ex-post facto and unconstitutional, is correct in that application.  The child molesters who are released from prison as a result, should be prosecuted by federal rules of evidence instead, since the first instance is a crime of conscience.  Thus the fact of a crime would be assessed by agreement rather than a pre-emptive strike.   

More thoughts:   

It looks like the recent Supreme Court ruling on the State of California prosecution of child abuse of sexual molestation has taken the statutory basis of assumption away from using the State Statutes (by assumption).  This is likely what JM has been talking about and the Bureau of Prisons having to examine all their detainees charged with this same said presumption.


Probable cause and pre-emptive strike are pure assumptions  and are unconstitutional as the Supreme Court has ruled in this matter.


This doesn’t stop the use of presumption, but it takes away the use of Direct testimony being used on appeal, when the offender has not agreed in fact or where the prosecution has no assessment in evidence as a matter of fact by state rules of evidence.


Someone who is detained by probable cause could call the US Marshal Service or Homeland Security or US Attorney’s office and ask if s/he is a target for civil or criminal prosecution.  The answer to that question can determine the rules of evidence, state of federal, that can be used for the assessment of the collateral damage.  (Do we go to the theatre for performances at this point, or do we go to actual war?)


Is the target with a bulls-eye an offender or a defender?


Pre-Sentence Investigation (PSI)        Accused


Offender      <           >


Defendant



   Junior or Senior?                 Defender (Public)


The target named is the same as a Wanted Poster with a REWARD posted.  If an offender is charged the offense and accepts the charge and Returns it for confirmation (the Voucher) (who will vouch for the reparations of the collateral damage?).  The Return made to the accuser is a tax return.  (is this where a tax cut is used to cover the contraband release in disguise to go on the Highway 18 USC §241 and 242)


Anyway, the public defender/defendant is the one who vouches for the accused target (that being the BULLs eye – by state rules of evidence).  That is the subject matter of civil assessment deposed!

* * *

Being the MASTER 






July 1, 2003


When considering the idea of there being no money in circulation due to Public Policy HJR-192-UCC-10-104, the settlement of account must be done by checks and balances of some sort.  In this respect, checks used in balancing and/or adjusting the account for settlement are not money!!!  They are simply international units of trade / exchange used to bring the accounts into balance.  This is why there are no State Foreclosure Statutes.  This is because the attorneys of the BAR Association are foreigners to the state, having sworn allegiance to a foreign state (a federal state), having waived their state citizenship when taking the BAR.  Thus the federal project is a credit and debit accounting of international units of value.  This is a cashless society now, as the checks and balances are the methods used in adjusting these accounts to determine the collateral damage and identify the chemicals that the subject matter/object of personal property consists of.  These are identified by the DNA and other international units charged, in the atomic structure.  The subject matter is weightless and cannot be weighed in gravity that the state weights and measures use.  The super fund or super state is Federal and the subject matter cannot be identified, unless, agreed upon by the opposed parties. (+/-)!


Where and when settlement comes, is: when the opposed parties are bound by the common law of the State to the checks and balances adjusted in the account approved by a supervisor of the account.  Thus the state statute is used in binding the opposed parties and thereby must release the property to the owners identified in the account.


It should be noticed here, that the state having no foreclosure statutes cannot regulate personal property values.  They only assume the use of property by assuming it to be abandoned.  Personal property has the priority claim and a Remembrance of WHO has the priority is a matter of a prior RECORD.  Thus the ownership is determined by federal rules of evidence, and bound by the State rules, and an eye witness who sees the charged claim in the RECORD.


Basically an evidence hearing should be called to identify the owner of the property (and that could be the invoice used (information, complaint, indictment) as the assessment (agreement) and the supervisor be asked to read the charges from the record that identifies the principal owner.


Looking at a recent issue of a magazine listing Yachts for sale, occasionally an ad would post an exception, saying, “Not for sale to US residents in US waters”.  This is some food for comments later!  But, for now, something else that relates to this.  Somewhere in that magazine a comment was made about a buyer being eligible when he Masters the corporation.  That is who the MASTER is, is it not?


I believe it is Rule 53 in the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure that is for naming or appointing a master of a case etc.


Anyway, I wanted to point this out to you, as I think you will see the possibilities this holds.


Is a master of a ship identified, when OFFERED the goods for a voyage, and does he assume command by his acceptance of the duty to deliver the ship’s cargo to the owner?!? (this person might just be the supervisor).  The ship’s company then makes delivery to the Port of Call and unloads its cargo into the pier warehouse at the Receiving and Discharge door.  It is the Captain or Lieutenant in charge (Merchant marine) of the R & D that is responsible to release the goods (bodies etc.) via the Warden who holds living property.  (personal property)


This quick over-view should help prisoners to examine their restraints and find their methods to obtain release of their personal property. (their bodies).








Good hunting








Roger

P.S. – Webster definition of Yacht is:  a hunting ship!

* * *

Roger writing July 2, 2003                                       Thoughts re:  Foreign Policy


With the war in Iraq continuing to produce more and more nasty implications for deploying US troops and the corresponding material wealth of individual citizens, by foraging to equip our military and the Foreign Policy for reparations, one major condition for cause of the resistance to peace settlements goes unsettled.  Thus the most obvious cause of the conflict goes unattended.  That same said cause being the failure of occupied territory (personal property) returned to the possession of the owners, OR, reparations for irreparable injuries.  Thus the Israeli/Palestine situation!  There can be NO PEACE without return of property taken.  That is a basic condition to any real peace offering.  If that is not there, then the offer is not really an offer.  This seems to be at the root of why the trouble is still brewing in Iraq.


The basic conditions of negotiation for peace, is a real offer, acceptance, return, and closure!  On the Iraq scene the Return is not there, like in Israel, thus there can be no closure.  The stolen property must be returned that was taken by the derivative (weapon of mass destruction) used to intercept the tax assessment that financed the super power was effort.  (Supermarkets ?!?!?)










Roger


Page 1 of 5

