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(Munchkins)  

"Follow the yellow brick road, follow the yellow brick road  

Follow, follow, follow, follow, follow the yellow-brick road  
Follow the yellow-brick, follow the yellow-brick  

Follow the yellow-brick road  
 

You're off to see the Wizard, the Wonderful Wizard of Oz  

You'll find he is a Whiz of a Wiz if ever a Wiz there was  
If ever, oh ever, a Wiz there was the Wizard of Oz is one because  

Because, because, because, because, because  
Because of the wonderful things he does..."  
  
  
(Cowardly Lion)  

Yeah, it's sad, believe me Missy  
When you're born to be a sissy  

Without the vim and verve  
But I could show my prowess  

Be a lion, not a mowess  

If I only had the nerve  
 

I'm afraid there's no denyin'  
I'm just a dandylion  

A fate I don't deserve  
That's how we laugh the day away  

In the Merry Old Land of Oz  
How we laugh the day away  

 



Ho, ho, ho  

Ha, ha, ha  
Ha, ha, ha  

Ha, ha, ha  
Ha, ha, ha  

Ha, ha, ha  

 
In the merry old land of Oz  

 
http://thewizardofoz.warnerbros.com/movie/cmp/r-lyrics.html 

  

 
  
  
  

Priority Majority Rule Constitutional
 Democracy Republic
1 Global Elite Creator

2 Majority Individual

3 Government Constitution

4 Public Servants Government

5 Case & Statute Law Public Servants

6 Corporations Statute Law

7 Individual Corporations
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"United States" = Federal Zone = D.C. + U.S. Territories + Military bases + Ammunition Sites 
Reconstructed matrix for clarification by J. Venrick using data from the founder of the Matrix and term 
"federal Zone  www.supremelaw.org, Chapter 3 
  

  
  
TO:  The Second American Revolution Movement & Coast To Coast AM 
  
  
"Most Judges do not want you to know about this power Juries are only told they 
can rule "guilty" or "not guilty"  
They are never told of their third option, "the law is bad" 
  
Shame on bad Judges covering up this power and the corrupt system which allow 
these arrogant Judges to remain on the bench  
 
Learn your rights and DO NOT try to get out of jury duty  
 

  
  
Thanks Ken for forwarding The Citizen Rule Book 
  
1.  This is well worth your time to read and print out,  attached above titled 
"citizenhandbook.pdf".   
  
2.  Also check out the other articles attached  

� downloaded and unzipped into Word Files from http://www.state-
citizen.org/files/generalresecisson/ 
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3.  Also check out article below from a California County Treasurer who  was 
handing the Citizen's Rule Book out   

� This is the kind of person we need in every county, i.e.  
� one who understands the supreme position of the natural born free and 

sovereign state Citizens.   
� The constitutions are the supreme law for the federal and state 

governments.   
� State Citizens are the sovereigns over not only the supreme law of the 

land but the governments themselves.  
� The natural born free and sovereign state Citizens have been given the 

authority and power to decide the laws  

4.  Ron Paul on the Power of the Jury and FIJA on YouTube! 

�  http://www.fija.org/index.php?page=displaytxt&id=212&refer=news 

  

� Only God is above a free born sovereign state Citizen.   
� Natural born, free state Citizens have a bundle of certain unalienable 

rights, also called birth rights.  
� Government and those who abuse it have no rights 

� Government is granted a few privileges that they have twisted into 
"rights" through their abuse of the power  

J. Venrick 
Living in the land of Make Believe 
Enumclaw, Washington which is,  
A Municipal Corporation and Political Subdivision of .. 
King County, Washington which is,  
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A Municipal Corporation and Political Subdivision of .. 
The State of Washington which is,  
A Municipal Corporation of ..  
Washington, D.C. which is,  
A Municipal Corporation of..  
The Globalist Corporations 
  
"Pay no attention to that man behind the curtain" 
  
(Munchkins)  
"Follow the yellow brick road, follow the yellow brick road  

Follow, follow, follow, follow, follow the yellow-brick road  
Follow the yellow-brick, follow the yellow-brick  

Follow the yellow-brick road  

  
http://www.freerepublic.com/focus/f-news/994389/posts 

Official advises jurors on God's law 
Denver Post  ̂| 10-2-03 | Ann Schrader  

Posted on Friday, October 03, 2003 5:57:00 AM by SJackson 

Jeffco treasurer distributes guides  

 
Jefferson County Treasurer Mark Paschall has been giving away the jury guides at 
his own expense.  

GOLDEN - From his county offices, Jefferson County Treasurer Mark Paschall 
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has been handing out citizens' jury-rights guides that rely on biblical phrases and 
conservative thought.  

Paschall said the 1,000 booklets - most stamped with his name and elected title - 
are "my personal gift to the people" and were purchased with $500 to $600 of his 
money and that of two political allies who work in the treasurer's office.  

The pocket-sized booklets promote "jury nullification," a concept built upon since 
1989 by politically conservative groups that argue juries have the right to not only 
decide guilt or innocence, but also whether laws are just and adhere to God's law.  

"YOU ARE ABOVE THE LAW!" the booklet says. "As a JUROR in a trial 
setting, when it comes to your individual vote of innocent or guilty, you truly are 
answerable only to GOD ALMIGHTY."  

"I want people to understand the form of government that we have and the rights 
and freedoms that went before," Paschall said. "If it raises eyebrows, I think it 
perhaps ends up waking people up."  

County, political and legal officials say Paschall has a right to express his beliefs, 
but not to distribute such material at the Jefferson County Courts and 
Administration Facility.  

"I don't think it is appropriate to pass these out in the treasurer's office in the 
county building," said Jefferson County Commissioner Pat Holloway.  

While she supports some of the content, such as the Bill of Rights and Ten 
Commandments, Holloway said she is bothered by the 61-page booklet's 
"combination of religion and government."  

Several county employees complained when copies of the "Citizens Rule Book" 
appeared in a hallway display during last week's 10th anniversary of the county 
building.  
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Cal Johnston, chairman of the Jefferson County Democratic Party, asked, "What is 
the county treasurer doing handing out books like that?"  

Johnston noted the treasurer's office is responsible for collecting taxes and 
investing money, not for weighing in on political processes.  

"He is using his office as a pulpit for his conservative opinions," Johnston said.  

County Attorney Bill Tuthill said he is researching whether Paschall can legally 
hand out the booklets in a public building.  

Martin Katz, a constitutional-law professor at the University of Denver, said the 
jury-nullification idea has roots dating before the founding of the country. The 
concept, he said, is that a jury is supposed to serve as a bulwark against 
government oppression.  

The religious overtones of Paschall's booklet "introduce an additional dimension," 
Katz said, and raise "some question whether this exposes the county to some type 
of liability."  

By using his title in the literature, Paschall "gives someone a decent argument that 
it is the government," and not an individual, that is violating the establishment 
clause that requires separation of church and state, Katz said.  

However, Katz said some U.S. Supreme Court justices have the view that "if 
you're government, you don't have to be religion-free."  

Since taking office in January, Paschall has banged heads before with other 
officials.  

First, it was an office-remodeling proposal and cronyism concerns raised when he 
hired former state Sen. Jim Congrove and the Independence Institute's Fred 
Holden, who helped pay for the booklets. Recently, he wanted to boost his 
employees' pay by 10 percent.  

Page 7 of 10

5/5/2009



"I really don't want to comment on Mark Paschall," said Commissioner Michelle 
Lawrence.  

Jack Stansberry, executive director of the Colorado Republican Party, said he has 
not seen the handbook.  

However, Stansberry said, "Mark has always been a kind of fiery personality. ... 
I'm not surprised, knowing Mark and knowing his history."  

Paschall was known for his anti-abortion and pro-gun beliefs during the eight 
years he represented Arvada and part of Westminster in the Colorado House of 
Representatives.  

During last year's treasurer campaign, Paschall vowed to speak out on Second 
Amendment issues "when the opportunity arises."  

"I have said from the very beginning I was not going to be like any other 
treasurer," Paschall said this week. "I'm a passionate man, and I'm willing to stand 
up for the things I believe in."  

Paschall said the oath he took in January calls for him to first uphold and defend 
the Constitution and secondly to faithfully perform the duties of the office.  

Paschall said the publisher, Whitten Printers of Phoenix, "was amazed an elected 
official would do this" and gave him a break on the $2-per-copy price.  

EXCERPTS  

"WARNING: THIS DOCUMENT MAY BE HAZARDOUS TO BAD LAWS. 
Courts may not welcome or approve of these truths, neither are they to be 
construed as legal advice. Therefore, to act on these facts is to do so at your own 
risk or opportunity."  

"To be a good master you must always remember the true 'pecking order' or chain 
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of command in this nation: 1. GOD created man ... 2. Man (that's you) created the 
Constitution ... 3. Constitution created government ... 4. Government created 
corporations ..."  

"YOU ARE ABOVE THE LAW! As a JUROR in a trial setting, when it comes to 
your individual vote of innocent or guilty, you truly are answerable only to GOD 
ALMIGHTY."  

"One JUROR can stop tyranny with a 'NOT GUILTY VOTE!' He can nullify bad 
law in any case, by 'HANGING THE JURY!"'  

"Unchecked power is the foundation of tyranny. It is the JUROR'S duty to use the 
JURY ROOM as a vehicle to stem the tide of oppression and tyranny: To prevent 
bloodshed by peacefully removing power from those who have abused it. The 
JURY is the primary vehicle for the peaceable restoration of LIBERTY, POWER 
AND HONOR TO 'WE THE PEOPLE."' 

TOPICS: Crime/Corruption; Government; News/Current Events 
KEYWORDS:   
 
1 posted on Friday, October 03, 2003 5:57:00 AM by SJackson  
[ Post Reply | Private Reply | View Replies] 

To: SJackson 
God bless this man and his work!  
2 posted on Friday, October 03, 2003 6:06:38 AM by Founding Father  
[ Post Reply | Private Reply | To 1 | View Replies] 

To: All  
  

 
3 posted on Friday, October 03, 2003 6:07:59 AM by Support Free Republic 
(Your support keeps Free Republic going strong!)  
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[ Post Reply | Private Reply | To 1 | View Replies] 

To: SJackson 
Good time to ask my question: Can someone tell me what a "directed verdict" is?  
4 posted on Friday, October 03, 2003 7:27:24 AM by Graybeard58 (Never raise 
your hands to your kids. It leaves your groin unprotected.)  
[ Post Reply | Private Reply | To 1 | View Replies] 

To: SJackson 
Jury Nullification was a big issue during the Rescue Movement in the 1980's. 
Naturally, most jurors were unaware of their right to nullify Roe v. Wade at the 
local level, and to nullify the actions of their local police and prosecutors. I saw a 
jury pool instructed that "all of you who are Catholics must leave, because you 
cannot serve on a jury in a case involving an abortion clinic." In tears, the 
Catholics stood up and left. 

After Bob Dole linked arms with Bill Clinton, and the Republicans and Democrats 
in the House and Senate put their heads together to craft the Freedom of Access to 
Clinics Entrances Act, crushing the Rescue Movement, there hasn't been so much 
talk about Jury Nullification.  

5 posted on Friday, October 03, 2003 7:38:05 AM by Arthur McGowan   
[ Post Reply | Private Reply | To 1 | View Replies] 

Disclaimer: Opinions posted on Free Republic are those of the individual posters and do not necessarily represent the opinion of Free Republic or its 
management. All materials posted herein are protected by copyright law and the exemption for fair use of copyrighted works.  
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"If ye love wealth greater than liberty,


the tranquility of servitude greater than the animating contest for freedom,


go home from us in peace. We seek not your counsel, nor your arms.            


Crouch down and lick the hand that feeds you, and may posterity forget that ye were our countrymen."








-Samuel Adams, Revolutionary War Hero


    ****ANY DAY NOW, YOU MAY BE CALLED FOR JURY DUTY****

     Here are some facts you must know, but the judge won't tell you:

     First: Your personal service as an honest juror - true to your own conscience - is essential to a free country.


     Second: As a free and Sovereign citizen/juror, you are superior in rank and status to anybody in the court room, including the judge in his/her black robe.


     Third: in this capacity you are totally independent of the court, not subject to direction nor dictation of any kind (except for decorum, such as being in the court room on time and listening to the evidence).


     What this means is that the judge is prohibited by the Constitution from dictating or instructing you in any way, least of all as to how to apply the law.


     As a Sovereign Citizen, you have the inherent power and actually the obligation to overrule (nullify) any written law that you find objectionable.


     Few judges will inform you that this is a natural right of citizenship. They will, instead, deceive you - even attempt to intimidate or coerce you - into swearing you will take the law "as I dictate it to you."


     But every judge knows that you, as a Sovereign citizen/juror, possess the right inherently - not as a legal grant - and that it is recognized and guaranteed by the Constitutions of the U.S.A. and all 50 States.


     The U.S. Supreme Court has many times acknowledged this, starting back in 1794 when our first Chief Justice, John Jay, wrote: "It is presumed that juries are the best judges of fact; it is . . . presumed


that the courts are the best judges of the law. But still both objects are within your [the juror's] decision.  You have a right to take it upon yourselves to judge both law as well as fact in controversy."  Georgia v. Brailsford (1794) 3 Dall. 1.


     The jury's power to nullify was no new discovery even then. It has been known to exist virtually forever, and the pages of liberty shine with examples of jurors ensuring the people's rights and liberties by overturning bad law, although written in the law books.


     Yet it is as current in the Twentieth Century.


     *** ". . . the jury has the power to bring in a verdict in the teeth of both law and facts."  Oliver Wendell Holmes, Horning v. D.C. (1920) 254 U.S. 135.


     *** The jury possesses "the undisputed power to acquit, even if its verdict is contrary to the law as given by the judge, and CONTRARY TO THE EVIDENCE."  U.S. v. Moylan (1969) 417 F.2d 1002.


     ***The jury has an "unreviewable and irreversible power . . . to acquit in disregard of the instruction on the law given by the trial judge."  U.S. v. Dougherty (1972) 473 F.2d 1113.


Please remember the TRUE PURPOSE of government as intended by the brave patriots who fought for our liberty


and wrote our Constitution, and as stated in these words from that great and timeless monument to liberty, the Declaration of Independence: ". . .all men are . . . endowed by their Creator with certain INALIENABLE rights. . .


TO SECURE THESE RIGHTS, governments are instituted among Men, deriving their just powers


FROM THE CONSENT OF THE GOVERNED!! 


YOU, the juror, are the governed, and  YOU ARE THE LAW!!!



                GREEN POLITICS NEWS, Dec. 28, 1989
                        (F.I.J.A. leaflet)
                                 
                      Northern Plains Report

     A ballot initiative in Montana, for the November 1990 ballot,
involves grassroots democracy and direct democracy, so some greens
may decide to help the coalition that will be promoting it.  As the
newsletter of the coalition describes it:

     The Fully Informed Jury Amendment (FIJA) would "require judges
to inform juries of their right and responsibility to judge whether
a law, as applied to a particular defendant, is just or misapplied.
FIJA would require that jurors be allowed to hear evidence regard-
ing the defendant's motives, and would reaffirm their authority to
acquit or convict according to the dictates of their conscience.

     "This undisputed power of the jury dates back hundreds of
years, and has always been an integral function of the modern jury.
'Jury nullification of law' or 'jury veto power,' as it is some-
times called, is very much a traditional American right, extolled
and defended by the Founding Fathers, and universally recognized as
a power of the jury by American courts, including the Supreme
Court." . . .

     "The jury was intended by the Founding fathers to serve as one
of the tests a proposed law must pass before it assumes sufficient
popular authority that it can be enforced.  That is, the jury was
and is supposed to be one of the checks and balances in our repre-
sentative government.

     "In U.S. v. Dougherty, 1972, the . . . Court wrote that the
jury has an '. . . unreviewable and irreversible power . . . to
acquit in disregard of the instruction on the law given by the
trial judge. . . . (T)he pages of history shine on instances of the
jury's exercise of its prerogative to disregard instructions of the
judge; for example, acquittals under the fugitive slave law.

     "In 1735 John Peter Zenger . . . was acquitted by a jury des-
pite his admission that he had violated the law.  This case helped
establish freedom of speech in the colonies, and led to the inclu-
sion of the first amendment in the Bill oif Rights." . . .

     "This power of the jury is grudgingly recognized, but rarely
revealed to the jurors by today's courts, presumably because it
constrains judicial power.  In 1895, the Supreme Court, under
pressure from large corporations, ruled in a bitter split decision
that courts no longer had to inform juries that they could judge
the law itself. . . . The decision followed a series of acquittals
of people accused of violating laws prohibiting workers from strik-
ing, in an era when juries were also regularly ruling against cor-
porations in damages cases."  . . .


     "With FIJA, the issue is not whether juries have the right to
nullify bad law, but whether they should be informed of that right.
. . . That is why FIJA is so important: it gives control of the
government back to the people, where it belongs, merely by remind-
ing them of their power in the courtroom." . . .

     ". . . (I)n a low-population state like Montana, . . . it only
takes about 40,000 signatures to qualify . . . for the ballot." . .
. Volunteers in several other states have also "agreed to file . .
. the ballot issue . . ." in order to try to put it "on their 1990
ballots."

FIJA, Box 59, Helmville, MT 59843   (406) 793-5550

�


             ANY DAY NOW YOU MAY BE CALLED FOR JURY DUTY

     Here are some facts you must know, but the judge won't tell you:

     First: Your personal service as an honest juror - true to your
            own conscience - is essential to a free country.

     Second: As a free and Sovereign citizen/juror, you are superior
            in rank and status to anybody in the court room, including
            the judge in his/her black robe.

     Third: in this capacity you are totally independent of the court,
            not subject to direction nor dictation of any kind (except
            for decorum, such as being in the court room on time and
            listening to the evidence).

     What this means is that the judge is prohibited by the Constitu-
tion from dictating or instructing you in any way, least of all as to
how to apply the law.

     As a Sovereign Citizen, you have the inherent power and actually
the obligation to overrule (nullify) any written law that you find
objectionable.

     Few judges will inform you that this is a natural right of citi-
zenship.  They will, instead, deceive you - even attempt to coerce you
- into swearing you will take the law "as I dictate it to you."

     But every judge knows you, as a Sovereign citizen/juror, possess
the right inherently - not as a legal grant - and that it is recog-
nized and guaranteed by the Constitutions of the U.S.A. and all 50
States.

     The U.S. Supreme Court has many times acknowledged this, starting
back in 1794 when our first Chief Justice, John Jay, wrote: "It is
presumed that juries are the best judges of fact; it is . . . presumed
that the courts are the best judges of the law.  But still both
objects are within your [the juror's] decision.  You have a right to
take it upon yourselves to judge both law as well as fact in contro-
versy."  Georgia v. Brailsford (1794) 3 Dall. 1.

     The jury's power to nullify was no new discovery even then.  It
has been known to exist virtually forever, and the pages of liberty
shine with examples of jurors ensuring the people's rights and liber-
ties by overturning bad law, although written in the law books.

     Yet it is as current in the Twentieth Century.

     *** ". . . the jury has the power to bring in a verdict in the
teeth of both law and facts."  Oliver Wendell Holmes, Horning v. D.C.
(1920) 254 U.S. 135.



     *** The jury possesses "the undisputed power to acquit, even if
its verdict is contrary to the law as given by the judge and contrary
to the evidence."  U.S. v. Moylan (1969) 417 F.2d 1002.

     ***The jury has an "unreviewable and irreversible power . . . to
acquit in disregard of the instruction on the law given by the trial
judga."  U.S. v. Dougherty (1972) 473 F.2d 1113.

Written by: Godfrey Lehman
            2336 Market Street, #21
            San Francisco, California 94114  (Phone 415-362-0790)
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                             KIRBY FERRIS
                                   
                                   
                          Our Stunning Power

     His eyes twinkle at me across the cafe table.  A conversation
with him is an adventure.  "I don't understand these people . . .
these government bureaucrats!", the seventy something year old man
says with a machine gun fire delivery.  "They have pictures of their
CHILDREN on their desks!"  A brief wave of sadness clouds his blue
eyes, but quickly the fire returns.  "What are they DOING to this
country?  They are sending their children into bondage!  A human being
doesn't DO those things to his own flesh and blood!"  Meet an American
patriot and Constitutionalist of the highest caliber.

     Godfrey Lehman knows a lot about America . . . what it was, and
what it could be.  Perhaps no one understands the American jury system
better than Godfrey does.  In fact, his booklet on the jury system
USED to be standard issue to every jury candidate here in Marin Coun-
ty.  It is an educational and entertaining piece of writing called
"What You Need To Know For Jury Duty."

     For years, jury candidates were given Godfrey's meticulously
accurate and factual little booklet.  It sat in the Marin County Jury
Room from 1974 until 1985.  Its printing was patriotically sponsored
by the Independent Insurance Agents of Marin.  San Francisco Superior
Court Judge Leland J. Lazarus said in the booklet's introduction that
it was ". . . a discerning and very comprehensive look at the entire
jury system as it exists and functions today."  Many thousands of
people must have read it in the course of their civic duty as jurors.

In 1985 an ominous thing happened to Godfrey's jury booklet.  A woman
attorney named Carol Heymeyer read Godfrey's information on "jury nul-
lification."  She went whining to Marin Superior Court Judge Richard
Breiner complaining about this absolutely factual and accurate infor-
mation that had been read by Marin jurors for more than ten years.
She and Judge Breiner huddled in a mordant frenzy and the judge pro-
nounced judgment on Godfrey's booklet.  He said it should be "made
into firewood" and burned.  A Marin County Superior Court Judge
ordered a book burned!

     Godfrey likes to point out that Breiner is (as is Lehman himself)
Jewish.  "This man, sworn to uphold the Constitution of the United
State (sic) of America, spoke like a Nazi!"  Godfrey taps the table
intently.  "He would burn truth to increase his own power!"

     The important that you absolutely must remember is that Godfrey
Lehman's work on jury duty IS the absolute, factual, and historical
truth!  It is the volatile issue of "jury nullification" that drives
judges and prosecutors up the walls.  But it is the same issue that
has been driving them up the walls for more than THREE HUNDRED years!
The jury has the right, yea the three hundred year old obligation, to
nullify a bad law by setting a defendant free DESPITE what the evil or
unjust law says!

     Quite simply put, you, as a juror, may declare a defendant NOT
GUILTY if you believe that he is being tried under an UNFAIR law!
Stunning news!  Mindboggling implications!  And folks, the judges and
prosecutors just do not want you to grasp this ironclad fact!

     If you don't firmly and conscientiously agree with the marijuana
laws . . . you can lawfully vote a defendant NOT GUILTY!  If you don't
agree with the Income Tax . . . you can lawfully vote a defendant NOT
GUILTY!  If you don't agree with a drunk driving law that puts citi-
zens' reputations in the clutches of machines . . . you can lawfully
vote NOT GUILTY!  If you sincerely can't agree with a particular child
custody law . . . you can vote the defendant NOT GUILTY!  If you be-
lieve that a person has the right to carry a gun in self defense but a
county ordinance says she can't carry a firearm . . . you can lawfully
vote the defendant NOT GUILTY!  If you sincerely believe a person has
a right to call another a "honky," "kike," "spic," or "nigger," (even
if you wouldn't do so), yet some law says that this is illegal "hate
language" . . . you can still vote the defendant NOT GUILTY!

     So the next time the judge tells you that you are to "judge the
facts in the case and not the law" you will know that this judge, this
black robed human being in front of you, is very likely a treacherous
LIAR.  Evil comes in no more contemptible package than a corrupt
judge.  The Third Reich had thousands of judges.

     Be ready!  Because the judge will lie to you!  If you are any
kind of an American, you will realize that you, and those other jur-
ors, are the sovereigns, the rulers, in that courtroom!  The judge can
"instruct" you that you cannot declare a law unfair and unjust!  You
can vote the defendant NOT GUILTY, and thusly judge the law as unfair.
So the next time you are called for jury duty, realize the great power
that is being handed to you.  You, as a juror, are more powerful than
the President of the United States as you frustrate an unfair law!
The least you can do is "hang" the jury with your vote of NOT GUILTY.
Or twelve, who truly understand, can acquit.  This is how we will
retrieve our Nation from the tyrants and fools who rule us now.


From "The Coastal Post", Marin County, California, 8/27/90.
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                   The Kings and Queens of the Jury
                            by Vic Lockman
                                   
                         TWO IMPORTANT VOTES

BALLOT BOX - Your informed vote for public officials is an important
             exercise in the preservation of liberty.

The JUROR'S VOTE - This may be your most important vote!  More than
             guilt or innocence in a particular case is at stake;
             rather the very foundation of liberty is on trial when
             you cast your vote as a juror!  It takes only ONE juror  
             holding fast for justice to upset tyranny!

                           TWO GREAT PRINCIPLES

     The U.S. Constitution and its amendmenta is the supreme authority
in the U.S.  Article VI. "THIS CONSTITUTION and THE LAWS of the UNITED
STATES WHICH SHALL BE MADE IN PURSUANCE THEREOF; and ALL TREATIES . .
. SHALL BE the SUPREME LAW of the LAND; and the JUDGES IN EVERY STATE
SHALL BE BOUND THEREBY, ANY THING IN the CONSTITUTION OR LAWS OF ANY
STATE TO the CONTRARY NOT WITHSTANDING."

     Jurors are JUDGES of both FACTS and LAW!  This is a great barrier
to injustice being perpetrated on the people by gov't.  (State of Ga.
v. Brailsford, 3 Dall 1 (1794))

                        The HISTORY of LIBERTY

MAGNA CHARTA 1215 - King John of England forced at swordpoint by his
          barons to sign the great charter which foreshadowed our
          present liberties!

     Prior to this climactic showdown at Runnymede, Englishmen were
subjected to arbitrary seizures and imprisonments by their rulers,
King John being an especially despotic example.  The Magna Charta
greatly limited his power, and among other things, provided that a
citizen could not be dispossessed or imprisoned except according to
the law or "judgment of his peers."

The PETITION of RIGHT (1628) curtailed the King's taxing powers and
          reinforced other rights!

The ENGLISH BILL of RIGHTS (1689) was still another milestone in
          freedom's history.  All of these were forerunners to the
          American Bill of Rights (the first 10 Amendments).

                                   
                        The U. S. CONSTITUTION

     Adopted 1787, setting up a limited republican form of gov't with
a balance and separation of powers clearly defined:


          Articles                          Bill of Rights
I    Legislative                   I     Religion, Speech, Press,
II   Executive                           Grievances
III  Judicial                      II    Militia & Arms
IV   States Rights                 III   Quartering of troops
V    Amendment Procedures          IV    Privacy
VI   Debt, Law of land, Oaths      V     Indictment, Double jeopardy,
VII  Ratification                        Self witness, Due process
                                   VI    Speedy trial
                                   VII   Jury trial
                                   VIII  Bail, Fine, Punishment
                                   IX    Rights retained by people
                                   X     Powers reserved to states
                                         or people

     Today instead of a SEPARATION OF POWERS we have a COOPERATION OF
POWERS . . . A DICTATORSHIP!

                              BUT . . .

     "If the government dictate the standard of trial . . . it dic-
tates the results of the trial!"  (pg. 9, "An Essay on the Trial by
Jury" by L. Spooner)  The judge, then, in such an instance, becomes a
DICTATOR!

                       The JURY JUDGES THE LAW

     The U.S. Constitution and Bill of Rights was designed to hold the
National Government in check!  Should evil men thwart these built-in
checks, the jury then has the final veto power!

     The judge SHOULD tell the jury of its right to JUDGE the LAW, as
to its . . .

     1.  MEANING: The intent of the lawmakers.

     2.  JUSTNESS: Is it a good or a bad law.

     3.  APPLICATION: To the instant case.

U.S. v. Moylan 417 F2d 1002 (1969)

     The jury has power to acquit even if contrary to law!

                        The JURY JUDGES FACTS

     The jury also has a duty to judge the RULES of EVIDENCE and
decide what facts are relevant to the case and should be considered in
arriving at the verdict.

     When you serve as a juror you have both the RIGHT and POWER to
judge both the LAW and the FACTS!  As a juror you are really a JUDGE!

                                   
                      The "JUDGE" IS AN "UMPIRE"

     In an action at law the judge simple directs the courtroom
traffic in an orderly fashion!

     YOU, as a juror, are the real judge, judging LAW and FACT in the
light of the U.S. Constitution, the intent of the lawmaker, and your
moral conscience, to the end that justice and justness be served!

     You may, in this way, NULLIFY any unconstitutional or unjust law,
treating it as if it never existed!*

     *  A good example of unjust laws are the so-called "income tax
        laws."

             KNOW the LAW of the LAND and the LAW of GOD

     In order to be a good juror you must know the law of the land,
the U.S. Constitution, and its amendments.  Ignorance of these founda-
tion stones of liberty makes you vulnerable to power hungry politi-
cians and judges, who will pervert justice and in the long run enslave
you and your children!  Study the law of the land!

     God wrote his moral law the 10 Commandments on the hearts of all
men, but universal sin has obscured and distorted it!  Therefore,
God's incredible word, the Bible (containing the 10 Commandments and
case law applications), is needed to promote a Godly moral conscience
in each of us.  Only then can we serve as knowledgeable and just
jurists!

                     FAITH without WORKS is DEAD

     RESPONSIBLE CITIZENSHIP BEGINS WITH YOU.  You cannot be a passive
patriot, nor can you compromise truth and justice and maintain your
freedom!  Tyranny trembles before an informed citizenry!

     WHAT YOU CAN DO . . .

     *  Register to vote (you're then a candidate for jury duty).

     *  Elect, Godly, law-oriented people to public office.

     *  Obtain and study a copy of the U.S. Constitution and your
        State Constitution.

     *  Inform other prospective jurors and champions of liberty by
        distributing this in quantity!

     The JURY is a buffer or protector between the people and the
gov't.

     *  The House and senate can block or veto each other.

     *  The Executive can veto the Legislative Branch.

     *  The Judicial can veto by finding a law unconstitutional.

     *  The JURY is the 5th or final check.


Christian Patriot Association       "Unless the American patriot is
P. O. Box 314                        Christian, liberty cannot be
Clackamus, OR 97015                  restored."

�


                          JUDGE VERSUS JURY
                                  by
                           FLOYD A. WRIGHT

DRUNK!!!  SPEEDING!!!  WHO SAYS SO?

     Accusations such as these are drawn from arbitrary laws passed by
the Lame Brained Legislators and upheld by unthinking or bad judges.

     Who should judge whether you are drunk or speeding?  A jury of
your peers (your fellow citizens) should judge.  Furthermore, THE JURY
HAS THE ABSOLUTE MORAL AND LEGAL POWER TO MAKE THIS JUDGMENT.  The
jury can judge all cases on the basis of the FAIRNESS AND REASONABLE-
NESS OF THE LAW that a person is charged with violating.

     Sound strange?  Well, let us check the origin of the Jury System.

     In England, the unfair and unreasonable laws of King John caused
his subjects to revolt.  His subjects insisted that twelve of their
fellow men (a jury) judge an accused person's actions.  The jury was
to decide, (1) whether the King's laws were fair and reasonable; and
(2) whether the accused had indeed violated a fair and reasonable law.
Since the King appointed the judges, the English people were not about
to allow the judges to have anything to say about the law.  If the
King wrote a law that you were to give him half of your cows, and you
failed to do so, it was the function of the jury to decide first
whether the King had "gone off his rocker" by writing such a law.  If
the jury concluded that the King had written an unfair and unreason-
able law, the accused was found "Not Guilty" even though the accused
was in violation of the King's law.  This is reasonable isn't it?

     JURIES STILL HAVE THIS POWER.  But bad judges have suppressed
this information so most of us are not aware of the jury's power.

     At the time of our nation's founding, when many judges were
honest, this power was not as hidden as it is today.

     In 1794, our first Chief Justice of the Supreme Court, John Jay,
told a jury of this power in a civil case.  The case was State of
Georgia vs. Brailsford, et al; 3 Dall 1.  After four days of argument
before the jury, during which it was admitted that there was no issue
of fact - but only of law- Justice Jay said:

     ". . . it is presumed that juries are the best judges of facts;
     it is, on the other hand, presumable, that the courts are the
     best judges of law.  BUT STILL BOTH OBJECTS ARE LAWFULLY WITHIN
     YOUR POWER OF DECISION."

     Could this language have been more clear?

     In Appeals Court decision of 1972 (U.S. vs Dougherty; 473 F 2d
1113) the following statement was made:


     "What makes for health as an occasional medicine would be dan-
     gerous as a daily diet.  The fact that there is widespread ex-
     istence of the Jury's prerogative and approval of its existence
     as a 'necessary counter to case hardened judges and arbitrary
     prosecutors,' does not establish as an imperative that the jury
     must be informed by the judge of that power."

     Another case stated:

     "We recognize . . . the undisputed power of the jury to acquit,
     even if its verdict is contrary to the law as given by the judge
     and contrary to the evidence."
     (U.S. vs Moylan 417 F 2d 1002 (1969)

     You see, they are not going to tell you.  For more information on
the subject, see Lysander Spooner's book, "An Essay On The Trail By
Jury" published by Da Capo Press, Inc. of New York City.

     The judges want to keep this power a secret.  Then the judges can
continue to force all of us to obey unfair and unreasonable laws.
After all, how are judges going to convict us on the unfair alcohol
content law or unreasonable 55 miles per hour speed law and other
ridiculous laws if all of us consider them unfair and/or unreasonable
and we also know that a jury can strike down any law that is unfair
and unreasonable?

     Who says (in California) that .10 alcohol in your blood stream
makes you drunk?  Lame Brained Legislators said it by passing an arbi-
trary law.  A person who had never had a drink could be drunk on a lot
less.  Some people would not be drunk with a higher concentration of
alcohol.  So a law that states that you are guilty of drunkenness with
more than .10 alcohol in your bloodstream is unfair and unreasonable.
AND A JURY DOES NOT HAVE TO CONVICT IN THESE CASES, IN SPITE OF WHAT A
JUDGE SAYS.

     Who says speed in excess of 55 MPH is speeding?  Lame Brained
Legislators said it by passing an arbitrary law.  This is unfair and
unreasonable.  If you are a juror, YOU DO NOT HAVE TO CONVICT IF A
PERSON WAS GOING FASTER.  It would depend on the circumstances.

     How many other unfair and unreasonable laws can you name?  Here
is a starter list that you can add to: Income Tax Law, Occupational
Safety and Health Administration Act, Environmental Protection Agency
Laws, Subdivision Laws, Compulsory Auto Seat Belt Law, Zoning Laws,
Gun Control Laws, etc.

     When everyone learns of this tremendous power of the jury, we
will get thousands of these idiotic laws off the books and our backs.
We will begin to get a little true justice in our courts.  And finally
we will get rid of most of the governmental employees (bureaucrats),
who by enforcing these unfair and unreasonable laws (so-called), leach
their living from us taxpayers.


     You will probably be charged with violating an unfair and unrea-
sonable law someday.  When this happens, ask for a jury trial.  Per-
haps one of the jurors will have read this and know of this power.  To
make this more certain, buy copies of JUDGE versus JURY and distribute
them to everyone you can.

Remember, it really is JUDGE versus JURY.  The judges are trying to
take away one of our inherent rights.  WHEN YOU ARE ON A JURY, IGNORE
THE JUDGE'S INSTRUCTIONS.  DECIDE CASES ON THE BASIS OF FAIRNESS AND
REASONABLENESS OF THE LAW FIRST AND THE OTHER CIRCUMSTANCES SECOND.
THEN WE THE PEOPLE WILL BE THE VICTORS.


Christian Patriot Association
33838 Kelso Rd.  #6
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                    FULLY INFORMED JURY AMENDMENT


TRUE OR FALSE?  When you are asked to sit on a jury, you have a right
                to vote according to your conscience.


     TRUE . . . BUT it'e very unlikely the judge will tell you this,
because he doesn't have to.

     Instead, the judge is likely to say that you may consider "only
the facts" of the case, and may not let your opinion of the law or the
motives of the defendant affect your decision.

     This is a serious problem.  How can anyone expect to get a truly
fair trial if the jurors aren't told of their right to judge the law
as well as the facts of the case?

     A lot of people don't get fair trials.  Too often, jurors end up
apologizing to people they've voted to convict, just because they
thought they "had to" vote for a guilty verdict basedf upon the facts
alone.

     "BUT IF ALL THIS IS TRUE", YOU ASK, "WHY DOESN'T THE JUDGE SIMPLY
TELL THE JURY ABOUT IT?"

     Obviously, an uninformed jury is something which should never
occur in a country whose state and federeal constitutions all guaran-
tee every accused person to a fair trial by a jury of his peers.

     But it's a sad fact of life that judges generally don't want
ordinary citizens making decisions about the law, even if it is their
country.  So they deliberatley don't tell jurors their full range of
rights and powers.

     This lack of information undermines the whole idea of judgment by
a jury of one's peers, whereby a cross section of ordinary people from
the community is supposed to consider both the law and its own stan-
dards of right and wrong in order to reach a just verdict.

     Most Americans are aware of their right to trial by jury, but few
know that the jury always has the power to judge according to con-
science, regardless of the law and the facts of the case.  Why don't
we know this?  Because we were never told - in school, in movies or
television shows about trials, or even in most law schools!

     The FULLY INFORMED JURY AMENDMENT (FIJA) is a way to tell EVERY-
BODY about jurors' rights, where it counts - in the courtroom.

     The idea of FIJA is to revitalize the plan for America developed
by its founders.  They saw jurors as the key to our continuing free-
dom, because the jury was to have the final say on any law American
citizens were expected to obey.


     Our third president, Thomas Jefferson, put it this way:  "I con-
sider trial by jury as the only anchor yet imagined by man, by which a
government can be held to the principles of its constitution."

     John Adams, our second president, had this to say about the jur-
or:  "It is not only his right, but his duty . . . to find the verdict
according to his own best understanding, judgment, and conscience,
though in direct opposition to the direction of the court."

                      "SO WHAT BECAME OF THIS RIGHT?"

     From colonial times until just less than a hundred years ago, it
was routine for the judge to inform jurors of their full range of
rights.  But during the late 1800's, special-interest pressure in-
spired a series of judicial decisions which sought to limit the jur-
ors' right to judge the law, by refusing to allow discussion of the
issue in the courtroom.

     While no court has dared deny that jurors have the power to
acquit people despite the evidence or the law, judges still regularly
contend that jurors must be kept in the dark, and may not be told they
have this power.  Defense attorneys who know about it still occasion-
ally manage to have it included in the instructions given the jury,
but risk being cited for contempt of court if they bring it up without
the judge's approval.

     Still, this power of the jury continues to be recognized, as in
1972, when the D.C. District Court of Appeals held that the jury has
an "unreviewable and irreversible power . . . to acquit in disregard
of the instruction on the law given by the trial judge . . . the pages
of history shine on instances of the jury's exercise of its preroga-
tive to disregard instructions of the judge; for example, acquittals
under the fugitive slave law."  Other federal courts have recently
affirmed the right of jury veto power.

"IN OTHER WORDS, JURORS STILL RETAIN THE RIGHT TO REFUSE TO CONVICT A
DEFENDANT OF BREAKING WHAT THEY FEEL IS A BAD LAW, BUT THEY'RE NO
LONGER TOLD ABOUT IT."

     FIJA - THE "FULLY INFORMED JURY AMENDMENT" is both a political
and an educational campaign to inform American citizens about their
rights as jurors.

     Many states permit passage of laws or amendments to their consti-
tutions by direct votes of the people (the initiative process).  In
these states, FIJA will be a ballot-issue campaign to require judges
to inform every juror that he may base his verdict upon the facts of
the case, the merits of the law, and his own sense of right and wrong.





     As an organization, FILA will sponsor educational media cam-
paigns, encourage lobbying efforts aimed at persuading state lawmakers
to reform court procedures, and assist grass roots efforts to inform
jurors of their rights.

               WE WANT EVER POTENTIAL JUROR IN AMERICA
                          TO KNOW THE TRUTH
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