n in South Florida who hates lawyers the most, you might not do an
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HERBERT U. FEIBELMAN

PO DRAWER TEO
MIAML FLORIDA
LAW OFFICES , Hovember
S12-5-4 FIRDY NATHOMAL BANE BUIR.DIMNG - ao

Lous M JEPEWAY

19 37

Hon. Glemn Terrell
¢/o Supreme Court of Florida
Tallahassee, Florida

Yy dear Judge Terrell:-

I am enclosing my article, "The Rule-Making Power -
Does it Lead to Judicial Supremscy?", taken from the ourrent
Hovember, 1937 issue of the Florida Law Journal, Vol. XI, Eo.
9, Page 350-%. As indicated to you, this article is upomm thm
question of the wisdom, if not the constitutionality, of the a—
rules of court mullifying Acts of the Legislature. .

- I hope that this article will be of aid to the court.
If additional copies are required, . I shall be pleased to obtain
them,

With assurances of m;'( regards, I remain

FLORIDA STATE ARCHIVES
g/ﬁ: g DerARTMERT 07 5724
®

R. A. GRAY BUILGNG

3 S TR . ) . Taliahassee, FL I'
BAR INTEGRATION BALLOT - 5‘*’“-—‘!—1 %?m

| om in fover of the integration of the Bor of the Stote of Florids which will
mquise evesy member of the Bar of Fleride to belong to the integroted bor and
hmdmmmwhmunu&m
sction by diseet revicw of the Sepreses Cowrt.

{#f you fowor shis, mork o X in the box} D

gy =

§ om not I Sovor of the integration of the Bar of the Stote of Florida.

1} yous do not fovor Integration of the Bar, fnork an X o the bex) D

{You may sign your name here if you care to, but
it is not necessary 1o have your vole counted.)

www.constitutionalguardian.com * www judicialaccountability.net ¢« www.americans4legalreform.com * www.disbarthefloridabar.com



COMMITTEE ON .BAR INTEGRATION
OF THE

FLORIDA STATE BAR ASSOCIATION

jorus F. Pascxn, Chairmen
Beock Puilding, Tellahemee, Fla.
MMVMMAWN.

St. Potersbarg, Fla.
Lshor Cowinm, - - G. L. Rexvms, . Mawzy P. Canwmz, } Hmexy Beoower,
Midyette-Moor Buflding, Box 2111, Box 751, Barnett Nat7 Benk Bldg,
Tallshessee, Fla. Tempe, Fla Weat Paln Beach, Fla. . Jacksouvillc, Fla

Septesber 10, 1547

TO THE LAYYERS OF FLORIDA:

For many years, the Florida State Rar Association has sponsored a move for the
integration of the Bar of the State.

The Associstion is very much interested in learning the will of all of the
lawyers in tbis State on this subject. For that purpose you will find enclosed a
postcard ballot addressed to the Florida State Bar Association, P.0. Box 1226,
Tallahassee, Florida, which is a ballot giving you the privilege of expressing your
opinion. These cards will be kept segregated, and countsd in the preseace of Honorsa.
able Guyte P, McCord, Clerk of the Suprems Court. It is not mecessary that you sign ”
the ballot, although a place is provided for that purpose, and it is the belief of
the Bar Committse that signed ballots will have more effect with the Suprese Court,
but signing it is not cospulsory, asd you can vote without signing it if you care to
do so. The postage is paid on the ballot, and your cooperatiom is siacerely soli-
c}tg ﬁ d:rder to have the fullest expression of the opiniocn of all of the lawyers
o o .

The Cozmittse plans in the eveat the vole is favorable, to file a petitiosm with
the Supreme Court ssking it to imtegrate the Bar by court ruls. The rule which the
Supreme Court will be asked to adopt will require each lawyer to belomg to the inte-
grated bar, and to pay to the Treasurer of the integrated Bar $5.00 amnually
for dues.

The entire affairs of the integrated bar will theo be rua by 2 goveraning board,
one mesber to be selected from each jodicial circuit. Any disciplisary actioa taken
by the Board will be subject to direct review by the Suprems Court. This general
ﬁiicygsbemdiﬂsdm io meet mmotm&pmmu it approves

egration. -

For your further information, we are enclosing a copy of a speech deliveresd
before the last meeting of the Bar Association on the subject by Judge Bdwin Carter
of the Supreme Court of Mebrasks.

Thile the Bar Association has for a loag time favorsed integratiom, this letter
is sent to you seeking your homest opinioam oo the subject. ¥hen we present the peti-
tion to the Supreme Court, if it is presented, we want to be able to state that
potices were mailed to all lavwyers whose addresses wers available, snd thet fros the
mailing we received and counted the votes so ihat we can demoastrate successfully
whether or not the lawyers of this state actually want the bar integrated.

Regardless of which way you vote, please do vote, sign your mame if you care to,
and drop the enclosed ballot in the mail. Your cooperation in securing as big a vote
as possible will be deeply appreciated. ‘

7

Julius F. Parker, Chairmes,
Bar Integratios Commitiee

JFP:gd
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MivtoNn H. Baxiey [1

ATTORNEY AT LAW
1929 N\ 12th TERRACE

Ganvesvints, FLORIDA 32609

ML IONH BanT ¥y 1

. MATLING ADDRESY
PER SONAL INJURY AND WRONGF! | DEATH October | I, AW L2TH O TERRACE
TRIAL PRACTICE GAUNESVILLE, FELORIN 32609
CFNERAL PRACTICF : -

Telephane (352) 375 . 1016
CERTIFIED CIRCUIT COLRT MEDIATOR

Fay (352) 337 . g44k

Mr. Ronald Bibace
3021 N.E. 43" Street
Fort Lauderdale. Florida 33308

Re: Article I, Section 3, of the Florida Constitution and lawyers in non-judicial office

Dear Mr. Bibace:

Article I1, Section 3, of the Constitution of the State of Florida, in pertinent pant, states that:

[

.- No person belonging to one branch shall exercise any powers
appeniaining to either of the other branches, unless it is expressly provided herein™

I agree with vour position that the Florida Constitution, Article II, Section 3, prohibits any

Fionida Lawyer. who is a member of the Fiorida Bar, from either running for or occupying a non-

Judicial public office. because members of the Florida Bar are members of the judicial branch of
government.

Very truly yours,

Milton H. Baxley IT
cc: Mr. Mike Calhoun

www.constitutionalguardian.com » www.judicialaccountabilitys Rel s www.americans4legalreform.com »
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GET LAWYERS OUT OF

SOMETHING SERIOUS
10 THINK ABOUT

Grand Jury, The
Supreme Authority
Never To Be In
Subservient Role

In messages to our readers,
we often purposely repeat some vi-
ta] cases concerning Bill of Rights
and Constitutional wrongs to fix
in their mind that any government
is capable of the most outrageous
actions. If our readers are getting
the message, they won’t be sur-
prised at the more aggressive ap-
proach now being taken by the
Foundation For Rights in this
document. America has returned
to the overbearing insolence suf-
fered by early Americans prior to
the Declaration of Independence.
We the People have not enforced
our Bill of Rights, therefore they
have become of no avail. It has
become urgently necessary that We
the People assert our Sovereign
Auihority over public servants.

Indictment and conviction by
Grand and Trial Juries are the
methods people must indepen-
dently employ for quick direct ac-
tion against the public officials
who are abusing our rights, liberty
and property. However most
people don’t know how to go about
being an active independent Grand
or Trial Juror dedicated to seeking
justice and keeping government in
line. Several of the following facts

SOMETHING SERIOUS TO THINK ABOUT - by Ralph Boryszewski 1

By Ralph Boryszewski, Founder, Foundation For Rights

about our American history will
better enable you to realize what
brought about our present plight
and hopefully compel you to speak
out against the usurping Judiciary.

American colonists may
have been annoyed with “Taxation
without Representation,” but they
were downright angry over the
English system of law. As Jurors,
they were commanded to follow
the law as given by judges. Ameri-
cans were aware that in England,
Jurors were jailed for rendering
decisions not agreeable to the
court. Such Jurors were jailed
until they relented and followed
the Judge’s commands. In British
Colonial America, if a Grand Jury
refused to indict a person, the pros-
ecutor (lawyer) would sign an In-
formation that could have that per-
son confined to a prison cell. The
Judge would then order the Ameri-
can to be tried by a Jury in far off
England, where a guilty verdict
would more easily be obtainable.

In June 1788, the American
people ratified the US Constitution
which makes no mention of the of-
fice of attorney general, attorney
for the government, nor “officer of
the court”, attorney or lawyer. The
people absolutely believed that un-
der the new Constitution, there

would be no conducting of any le-
gal business except by a non-law-
yer judge and Jury who would to-
gether administer a simple and un-
derstandable judicial process.

State judiciaj officers {attor-
neys) would not be acceptable for
federal offices in their judicial ca-
pacity, for there were no titles,
qualifications or duties for attor-
neys provided in the federal Con-
stitutional system. In fact, Article
I, Section 6. Clause 2. forbids a
sworn judicial officer from taking
a second oath as a lawmaker and
enforcer of impeachment provi-
sions. The Constitution defines a
process by which the President
would nominate, and the Senate
confirm only lay persons to serve
as judges. In the best interest of
Justice, non-lawyer Justices on the
US Supreme Court would better
honor and preserve the intended
purpose and wishes of the people.
The delegates who ratified the US
Constitution did so with full
knowledge that without the pres-
ence of an attorney general and US
attorneys for the government, the
federal courts would not be able
to conduct or assume positions as
adversarial parties. Lay people
instead would sit, as a hearing jury
and directly question the accused

Foundation For Rights, Box 17699, Rochester, NY 14617




and witnesses to decide the valid-
ity of a charge or claim. If the
people decide guilt, they would
then examine the criminal record
of the accused in order to fit the
punishment to the crime.

Under such a people’s legal
system, every person would, in any
case, receive a just and speedy trial
by Jury. Under our existing de-
bauched system, over 90% of the
accused never see a Jury. Both the
Bill of Rights and Constitution
command “all” to a Jury trial. The
Bill of Rights offers the additional
protections of a “speedy” and
“public” trial by an “impartial”
Jury. There are no speedy trials
and many (excluding children) are
purposely not made public. After
receiving partial instructions as to
the law from a lawyer judge, it is
impossible for a Jury to render an
“impartial” decision. A major
cause of today’s Judicial corrup-
tion began in 1789. The lawyer-
dominated First Congress in vio-
lation of the separation of powers,
and without the people’s consent,
unconstitutionally delegated to the
US Supreme Court the authority
to make its own rules. This mak-
ing of rules has proven to be re-
pugnant to the Bill of Rights and
totally destructive to those seek-
ing justice. The following is a
small part of one such rule that has
led to everyday corruption:

The indictment or infor-

mation shall be a plain,

concise and definite writ-

ten statement of the essen-

tial facts constituting the

offense charged. It shall

be signed by the attorney
for the government.

Grand Jury Power Is
To Be Used To Hold
A Usurping Judiciary
In Check

In 1970, I was in contact with
the acting Foreman of a Federal
Grand Jury in Maryland. That Fed-
eral Grand Jury was enraged be-
cause it had been prevented by a
judge and prosecutor from making
known to the people much crimi-
nal evidence against high officials.
In their investigation of a multi-
million dollar bribery scandal, the
Grand Jury had indicted two US
Senators and was prepared to in-
dict Speaker of the House John W.
McCormack and several other
US Attorney
General John N. Mitchell success-
fully checkmated the Grand Jury
by ordering Steven Sachs, the at-
torney for the government, not to
sign the Grand Jury indictment,
thus ending any chance of justice
being done.

House members.

By its rule requiring the sig-
nature of an attorney for the gov-
ernment to validate indictments,
the US Supreme Court outra-
geously assumed command over
people’s Bill of Rights powers and
protections.

The rule prevented the Fed-
eral Grand Jury in Maryland from
completing its investigation and in-
dicting high-ranking lawyer mem-
bers of both Houses of Congress.
The Grand Jury complained to
Chief Federal District Judge
Roszell C. Thomsen and sought his
assistance in making public their
Presentment that explained the

bribery corruption cover-up in de-
tail. The Judge refused and instead
ordered sealed the Grand Jury’s
Presentment, which had been sent
to the New York Times. The Judge
then ordered newspaper officials
not to publish the document. Here
we have an example of lawyers in
government conspiring to under-
mine the people’s exercise of their
Bill of Rights.

A Presentment is a written
statement by a Grand Jury to notify
the public that their help is essential
to fully expose governmental cor-
ruption. Over a long period of our
history, Presentments by Grand Ju-
ries were a COmmon OCCUITence.
Much governmental corruption was
exposed by Presentments issued by
Grand Juries. The people could then
clean house by voting out corrupt
administrations.

In sealing the Presentment of
the Grand Jury in Maryland, Chief
Federal District Judge Thomsen
was guilty of obstruction of jus-
tice. He covered up crimes and
corruption by House and Senate
members and prevented indict-
ments of them. He protected and
covered for criminal obstruction
prosecutor Sachs and US Attorney
General Mitchell who was later
indicted and convicted on other
criminal and corruption charges.

Most shamefully, Chief Fed-
eral District Judge Thomsen cov-
ered for the US Supreme Court for
making and maintaining of
unBillofRightable Rules, espe-
cially the ones that prevent the ful-
filling of indictments of high offi-
cials.

SOMETHING SERIOUS TO THINK ABOUT - by Ralph Boryszewski 2
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case would eventually have had to
have been appealed to the US Su-
- preme Court. There the Justices
would be confronted with the Canon
of Ethics which commands that no
court can sit in judgment of its own
cause. Thatin itself is proof enough.
The Supreme and inferior Courts do
not have the right to make any rule.
Therefore no private practice law-
yer can claim to be without guilt.
Everyone of them still sides with the
corrupt system that brings them
wealth and power instead of justice
to the people.

Every Grand Jury To
Assume Complete
Command To Keep
Government Under
Control

When you next serve on a
Grand or Trial Jury, it is your duty
as a good citizen to present to the
judge of the court a copy of this
document. Tell him the informa-
tion contained herein has been pre-
pared by Foundation For Rights.
The Foundation complains that the
Federal Judiciary since 1870, has
usurped complete domination of
the Legislative, Executive and Ju-
dicial departments so that lawyers
in their various roles can commit
criminal acts with impunity.

This document specifically
details that the Justices of the US
Supreme Court, the US Attorney
General, the US Attorney for the
government and a Chief Federal
District Judge cooperated in a
lengthy series of criminal acts to
render the people’s Bill of Rights

of no avail. Members of every
Grand and Trial Jury therefore
must always disregard the advice
and instructions of judges, attor-
neys general and attorneys for the
government so that justice can
truly be served. For over 200
years, lawyers and judges have
forced upon us their self-serving
adversarial system that is benefi-
cial only to themselves.

We the People is an organi-
zation of tax protesters question-
ing the legality of the 16th Amend-
ment. On February 16th of 2001,
they published a full-page ad in
USA Today outlining their cause
for complaint in detail. Toward the
end of the ad, the following dis-
claimer appeared:

This message is presented
solely for educational and
informational purposes. It
is not intended and should
not be construed as legal
advice. We The People
Foundation does not ad-
vocate disobedience to
any laws and does not ad-
vise or recommend the
non-filing of any return or
non-payment of any tax
for which any person is le-
gally liable. For legal ad-
vice, consult your attor-
ney.

This Disclaimer weakens the
resolve of the people seeking jus-
tice or reform and should not be a
part of a public notice of protest.
Organizations that claim their ad
is for informational purposes and
not to be construed as legal advice
or for the advocating of disobedi-
ence to any laws, appear weak and

SOMETHING SERIOUS TO THINK ABOUT - by Ralph Boryszewski 4

submissive. The men of 1776,
who wrote and published the Dec-
laration of Independence never
submitted a disclaimer, for their
neighbors would have shown their
utter disapproval.

The Foundation For Rights’
primary mission is to educate
citizens in matters relating to the
maintenance of separation of

powers. Our members know an

Executive order of a President is
not a law, nor can a rule by a Su-
preme Court have the force of
law. They also know that every
Congress has been dominated by
lawyers who have each and ev-
ery time failed to order the Presi-
dent and Supreme Court that it
is in violation of the basic law
when they assume the legislative
power.

Every person should go
forth to teach people about the
vital need of a separation of pow-
ers or instead be prepared for the
terrible violence that will even-
tually bring the government of
lawyers down.

Ralph Boryszewski, Founder
Foundation For Rights

PO Box 17699

Rochester, NY 14617

Every reader should send a
copy of this Document to the
Editor of his newspaper and or-
ganizations dealing with Bill of
Rights, justice and liberty. Edi-
tors have the responsibility as a
free press to bring the matter to
the public’s attention.

Foundation For Rights, Box 17699, Rochester, NY 14617
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Grand Juries Must
Be More Active And
Completely
Independent

When sitting members of a
Federal Grand or Trial Jury obe-
diently follow the instructions as
to the law from the Judge or
prosecutor, they unwittingly be-
come a party to a criminal act.

They help a corrupt judiciary

from being exposed as criminals.
This practice occurs on a daily

basis across America. The Grand
Jury, without hesitation, had the
duty to turn things around by in-
dicting Chief Federal District
Judge Thomsen for obstruction.
They should have asked the
people in a Presentment to the
public-at-large to support their
Grand Jury in further bringing to
justice the corrupt members of
Congress, the entire Justice De-
partment for obstructing justice,
and the higher court judges for
not over-ruling the cover-up
judge. Above all, the Grand Jury
should have condemned the Su-
preme Court for imposing any rule
that has the force of law. A rule or
law that grants the authority to
stop or infringe upon any of the
Bill of Rights must be challenged
by every Grand and Trial Jury. In
the Judge Thomsen case, the
Grand Jury could have clearly
shown the people that the Ameri-
can Bench and Bar has a history
of organized criminality and
warned the legal profession that it
could not engage in a monopoly
dangerous to the liberties and well-
being of the American people.

Every Grand Jury must open
its doors at stated times to the pub-
lic. Jefferson urged that certain
days should be set aside hearing
reports of crimes committed by
public officials. Also, others
should be heard by a Grand Jury
who were intimidated and forced
to accept a plea bargain instead of
receiving a trial by Jury as both the

Bill of Rights and Constitution

command.

During the entire exposé, the
House (of lawyers) never once at-
tempted to investigate or impeach
the Speaker of the House or other
House members and Senators who
accepted millions in bribe money
from a Baltimore builder. Neither
did a single member of the thou-
sands of attorneys holding office
in the Justice Department bring
about criminal actions against
these Congressmen who had ac-
cepted bribes. The attorneys of the
Justice Department had a duty to
inform the Supreme Court that it
assists in a criminal act when it
continues to allow Court Rules to
help government attorneys of all
three Departments and Branches
commit and cover-up their own
crimes.

The Department of Justice
unconstitutionally established in
1870 with the Attorney General at
its head, has given the attorneys the
perfect place to cover-up their own
criminal acts and to attack or ob-
struct honest citizens who want to
see justice served. A separation of
powers is basic to a Constitutional
government, so it was the Supreme

Court’s duty to speak out against

the establishment of a Justice De-

partment in which “officers of the
Court” would be in command of
the Executive power. The Consti-
tution commands “The Executive
power shall be vested in a Presi-
dent.” :No Constitutional amend-
ment for that change was presented
for the people’s approval.

Individuals and organiza-
tions must:learn the basics about
the great powers of Grand and
Trial Juries so that we can join
forces to expose outrageous crimi-
nal corruption by the Federal Ju-
diciary.

The fraudulent adoption of
the 16th Amendment (income tax)
should be a lesson to all as an ex-
ample of the teamwork of govern-
ment lawyers in all Federal Depart-
ments. They must be held respon-
sible for this outrageous criminal
act and the next-to-the-longest
cover-up in our “Constitutional”
history. By this time, all organi-
zations should realize it is useless
to humbly Petition a criminal gov-
ernment. The lawyers who are
running it aren’t about to give up
their seats and go to prison.

Private practice lawyers are
officers of the court, and sworn to
support the Bill of Rights and Con-
stitution. They profit well as law-
yers but fail to serve the best in-
terests of the people. Every day
these lawyers see the endless abuse
and injustice caused by court-made
rules. Aware of the above, they
have the duty to challenge the
court’s right to make its own rules.
A long time ago, any private prac-
tice lawyer could have filed a com-
plaint in a District Court against
the making of any court rule. The

SOMETHING SERIOUS TO THINK ABOUT - by Ralph Boryszewski 3
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SHOULD LAWYERS RUN FOR NONJUDICIAL OFFICE 2
No: Reject tyranny R

" TUESDAY, JULY 6, 199§

sufférs from what Madison, Montes:
uieu, Thomas. Jefferson and Alexandei
amilton called, *‘the very definition of

" tyranny.’’ That-tyranny arises

explain the

Ronald Bibace is a Fort Lauderdale Businessman, constitu-
tional scholar & is a James Madison Political Education Foun-
dation Advisok-Director (A National Heritage Foundation)

awyers who are members
I of the Florida Bar are

barred legally from run-
ning for public office in the
executive and legislative
branches. The Constitution pro-
hibits them from running for
mayor, commissions, school
board, sheriff, the Legislature
or any other elected office that
is not part of the judicial branch
of government.

language of the Florida  RONALD
BIBACE

Constitution’s separation-of’~
powers clause, Article 11, Sect.

3, is unambiguous. It states:
‘‘No person belonging to one branch
shall exercise any powers appertaining to
either of the other two branches unless
expressly provided herein.’”

In 1949 the Florida Bar was ‘‘uni-
fied’’ with, and became a part of, the
Supreme Court. (See Petition of Florida
State Bar Assn. 40 So. 2d 902.) That
made every state Bar member/lawyer a
person ‘‘belonging-to the judiciary
branch: of government.”’ They are, there-
fote, barred from holding public office in
the other two branches of government.

www.constitutionalguardian.com * www.judicialaccountability.org www.americans4legalreform.com ¢ www.disbarthefloridabar.com

This prohibition. is not;an ‘‘unin-
tended consequence’’ of the 1949 action
by Florida's lawyers. The prohibition
lies at the very heart and soul of both the
Florida and the U.S. constitutions.

Nonlawyer James Madison’s Consti-
tution had one principal goal: to create a
government that had sufficient power to
gevern, but insufficient power to
oppress. To do so, he neutralized the
first four known sources of tyranny,
which he identified-as the monar-

Chﬁ’ the aristocragy, the: military
and the ehurch. -

Madison then: addressed the last.
source of ‘tyranny,; which he
defined as: ‘‘a same-hands group
or faction that had a common
interest adverse to the Nation as a
whole.”* Lawyers and every other
professional group fit this definition.

To. protect the state against this
“'same-hands’’ tyranny, Madisen

- implicitly instituted. the separation=of=
powef principle;in the"lU,S, Constitution.
In T_lprida, Article 11; Sgct. 3, is the:

explicit state equivalent.” -
fd this prohibition. © 7.
- Whit is-rue in.Florida is also. true,all
over the land. From this abuse of power
by:the legal profession, this nation now

.,%k'irida- lawyers “and judges have
igh .

.when a single same-hands

group makes the law, enforcet

the law and interprets the law.

‘That tyranny, whether or no

.perceived, is at the heart o

‘most of the nation’s problem:

in the areas of crime, education

health, welfare, frivolous law.

suits, devastating divorces anc

countléss other-problems. Tha

tyranny has undermined. the

Constitution and fundamentally

‘flawed all government. It ha

resulted, in:epormous _harm i

B-Smop'le, both. in dellais. anc
emotional distress.: &= . ° e
Historically tyrants néither acknowl

edge their tyranny nor vo]unta,'rilg givi

up their power. That explains ‘why th

members of the legal:proféssion.are in

state of: denial.

Thadt is why the people must correc
the situation by veting all lawyers out o

“office outside thejudicial branch. Unti
that- qccurs, very little substantial ani

_pgrmapgng_impqument-wi!l“ gccurany
where, If the $ifddtion is.not corrected
thie-nation likely-wHl go down to chaos
revolution and, perhaps, even civil,wa
in the near futyre., S
M Eurther infarmation on this an
offier conistitational matters is availabl
at - www.donstitutiodalguardian.com .
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Ronald A. Bibace Text of Robert Bertrand’s oral argument before the Supreme

Fresident Gourt on the matter of Florida Bar Rules Amendments, Case # 83,222

In 1949 this Court made a decision integrating the Florida Bar (40 So. 2d 902,
1949). It did so by declaring that it had the “inherent right” to do so as an
extension of its mandate under Article V of the Florida Constitution that
assigned to it responsibility for the admission and disciplining of lawyers. This
court took the position that the “practice of law” was the exclusive monopoly of
‘lawyers”. Yet the “practice of law” is a term never clearly defined by anyone
and defies the level of definition required to pass constitutional muster It
then took the further position that criminal sanctions were applicable to those
acting in alleged violation of this decision. From that unconstitutional seizure of
power from the Legislature and improper act, however well intentioned, all other
problems stem.

By it's action this Court effectively declared itself to be sole judge, jury and
executioner in matters respecting Article V, accountable only to the US Supreme
Court. Such a decision is in direct violation of the principle of separation of
powers of the US Constitution. It then compounded the injustice and
unconstitutionality of the whole process by creating a so called “arm of the
Court” which it named the Florida Bar, to which entity it then effectively and
unconstitutionally, transferred much of it's power to discipline lawyers.

Yet the Governors of the Bar responsible for it's operation are elected by their
colleagues to protect the interests of the legal profession, first, last and always.
They do not now and never did represent the people of Florida. | ask this court
to take judicial notice of this fact. | ask the court to revisit it's opinion integrating
the Bar in 1949 in the light of the present circumstances.

The Court will find that the core concept cited in the integration rule was that a
"lawyer’s responsibility to the public rises above his responsibility to his
client”, (40 So. 2d 902, 1949), let alone his own financial interests. It is
absolutely essential to the concept of justice in this land. Without it the Court
would not have made the Rule which integrated the Bar and gave Lawyers a
monopoly on the practice of law. The counterbalance and sole Jjustification
for the seizing of this monopoly power is the concept that it will and must
be used first and foremost in the interests of society.

Are we over the 16 trillion dollar debt limit yet?

1
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1 ask this court to reaffirm the principle of the 1949 decision and to
promulgate a Bar Rule embodying it.
In the same spirit | further urge this court to change all references in Florida Bar
Rules from the words: “the best interests of the Florida Bar’, to the words: “in the
best interests of the people of Florida.”
| further urge this court to reject any attempt by the Bar to reduce the
insignificant threat of punishment represented by a system of “discipline” run by
lawyers for lawyers, by the creation of any so called “practice and
professionalism enhancement programs”. First because no such system exists
for any other profession regulated by the DPR, and should not be permitted for
lawyers alone. Second because it is specious to suppose that lawyers commit
unethical acts because they do not know better. They do so because they are
persuaded that they will get away with it. Should this Court accept the Bar’s
recommendation this court will create the perpetually sought “second bite at the

- apple” which the profession uses it's power to try to obtain.

As you have previously been made aware by another, the Bar has not seen fit to
enforce Rule 3-7.4(h) as written by this court in March 1990. The change in the
Rule stripped the respondent of his unconstitutional minitrial rights by striking
the language originally granting those rights. To avoid any possible continuing
misinterpretation of the Court's intent, | urge this Court to specifically prohibit
the respondent’s so called “minitrial rights.”

The incident of the universal non-enforcement of Florida Bar rules in the case of
the minitrial rights of the respondent under Rule #3-7.4(h) does at least raise the
possibility that such action constitutes deliberate, premeditated wrongdoing.

I urge this court to investigate the matter and make it's own determination. If the
court finds wrongdoing | urge it to pursue all appropriate remedies. In the
meantime | urge this court to promulgate a Rule calling for permanent
disbarment of any person or persons found to have deliberately and
systematically violated the rights of the people of Florida by deliberately
refusing to apply and/or enforce Bar rules.

Florida Bar Rules impact every citizen in the State. Yet standing to petition or
sue the Court on said Rules is limited to either 50 lawyers acting jointly or the
Governors of the Bar. This is a violation of the equal protection clause of the US
constitution known as the 14th amendment. Standing on matters constitutional
should rise to a constitutional right. The Court of Appeals of the State of New
York has already reached that conclusion in Schulz v State of New York, (May
1993). The principle involved is that any constitutional right carries with it the
inherent right to petition the Court to be heard on the violation of that right. This

Court should follow the New York lead and affirm that right for Floridians.
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BY STEPHEN FLURRY

US CHRIST'S MESSAGE GENER-

2 ally led audiences to respond

§in one of two ways: He aston-

ished the general public; He

dangered the educated elite.

Ve read of both reactions in

¥ Matthew 22:33-34. After see-

ing how the multitudes were moved by

Jesus’s words, the Pharisees and Sad-

ducees gathered themselves together to
plot against Christ.

“Then one of them, which was a
lawyer, asked [Christ] a question,
tempting him...” (v. 35). Put to silence
by Christ’s message, the leading Jews
conferred among themselves and then
sent forward their lawyer. He wasn’t
interested in truth. He wanted to
“tempt” Christ—to trick Him into
doing or saying something “unlawful.”
But (,hrl‘;t would not bc tricked. He

2 THEPHILADELPHIA TRUMPET

knew how to expose the chicanery of
so-called experts in Mosaic law.

In verse 46, it says “no man was able
to answer him a word, neither durst any
man from that day forth ask him any
more questions.” Yet this was toward
the end of His ministry. As we will see,
Jesus Christ had several confrontations
with lawyers prior to this. And in every
case, they persistently dogged Him, try-
ing to expose any flaw they could find,
even after Christ put them to shame.

It was quite some time before Christ
was finally able to silence the lawyers.
His situation is not unlike the one we
face today.

The Litigation Explosion

Concerning today’s presidential
election controversy, some have sug-
gested that it has given every American

DECEMBER 2000

ARGUE THE CAUSE

David Boies, representing *

Al Gore, speaks before the
Florida Supreme Court

a wonderful lesson in civics, showing
how our government works. While that
may be true, the political dispute has
also revealed a near-fatal flaw in Amer-
ican society. What used to be a nation
ruled by law is now ruled by lawyers.
Gavin Esler, writing for the Indepen-
dent in London, noted America’s
propensity for being over-lawyered: “In
the Stephen Sondheim song, when
something bad happens in the circus,
they send in the clowns. In America’s
political circus, they send in the lawyers.
“The broad expanse of K Street in
the heart of Washington D.C. is known
as ‘Gucci Gulch,’ inhabited by the best-
paid lawyers in the world. Gueci
Gulch’s $475-an-hour legal gun-
slingers are now descending upon
Florida to help aggrieved citizens seek
redress for their inability to punch the
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REDUCE MARITAL STRESS-SAVE YOUR MARRIAGE

Do you belong to a profession that is particularly stressful to your marriage?
If s0, do you want to discover the very best way to improve your marital relationship?
Then read Relationship Power by Ronald Bibace*.

o You will discover the very best method to creating the best possible relationship
you can with your spouse.

e You will discover, and qulckly recogmze the hidden part in you that prevents you
from controlling your behavior in the way you want and whose existence you may

never have suspected.
e You will learn to control that part of you in a manner of which you may never

have dreamed.
e You should be able to apply the knowledge acquired and reap the benefits in very

little time.

If you are facing the possibility of a divorce, or have divorced already, the book should
help do all of the following:

e Minimize the legal and other financial cost of the divorce to all involved.

e Minimize the emotional cost of the divorce, to yourself, your spouse and
particularly to any children of the marriage.

e Help you (and hopefully your spouse) better understand each other’s point of
view in a way you may never have appreciated before.

o Prepare you to do better for yourself and your significant other in your next
relationship

*available online at relationshipbooksinfo.com for $19.95, with a 50% promotional
coupon ‘bestbook 2°. Also available at Amazon.com & Barnes & Noble but without a

promotional coupon.




How to win love
and increase
your income,
health, and
happiness
through the

power of good

relationships

This revolutionary book is surprisingly based on only one idea. This idea is
the crucial ingredient of every good relationship. How to implement this
invaluable insight is the subject of this illuminating book.

Dr. Joel Klass

The 5-minute Bibace Self-Test

. Ask yourself: What should | be doing to achieve a good

relationship with another person? Write down your
answer.

. Make a list of the 5 people with whom you have the

best relationships.

. Make a second list of the 5 people who make you feel

the best about yourself.

. Compare the two lists. If they are identical or 4 out of 5 are the same, you have

your answer. Your best relationships are with the peaple who make you feel
the best about yourself!

. Unless that was your answer to question 1, you will have just learned a very

important truth and this book will show you how to implement it in all your
relationships.

Here are a few things the book is very likely to do for you:

Improve your relationship with your spouse and family, as well as your social
and business relationships, making you a happier and richer person, both
emotionally and financially.

Help you understand yourself better than ever before, and through that
understanding, help you understand others.

Show you how to kindly and unobtrusively improve the behavior of others to
their life-long benefit as well as perhaps to yours.

Identify the main obstacle to previous failed efforts you may have made,
explain the source and degree of its power over you, and determine how to
overcome it.

Assist you in the easiest and quickest way to achieve all the above, in a manner
that you can very quickly check for yourself that it is working.

www.millcitypublishing.com
ISBN 978-1-938400-52-2
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Return Common Sense 1o Tallahassee

Elect Calhoun & Bailey For Governor-Lt. Gov.

Mike Calhoun: NPA (Non-Party-Affiliate) - Retired Businessman - Former Miami-Dade County
Commissioner - The James Madison Foundation Co-Founder - Calhoun County Resident
W.E. Bill Bailey; Democrat - Retired - Prominent Blountstown & Panhandle Businessman

It's the Govemnor's Constitutional Duty to get

Lawyers out of Public Office

IT'S THE LAW (outside of the Judicial/Court Branch of Govt.)

Article |1, Section 3, Florida Constitution: -The powers of the state government shall be divided into
legislative, executive and judicial branches. No person belonging to one branch shall exercise
any powers appertaining o either of the other branches unless expressly provided herein,
(Note: Lawyers-Judges have & conflict of interest discussing Separation of Powers Violations)

Reduce Crime - Corruption

Save Fla. Jobs - Pensions - Families - Health - Schools - Cities - Taxes - Courts
Enron -Bush/Gore-Election Disasters just tip of iceberg -caused by elected lawyers!
($335 mitlion pension losses -Fla Statute 101 5614 permitting ballot-switching -Federalist 86 at
www.constifutionalguardian.com/ -& Florida’s growing 67,000 lawyer-law schoof population])

Nothing to Lose - Everything to Gain

-by exercising constitutional rights-

L to R: Mike Cathoun And Bill Bailey in front of (20865 S.E. Fannin Ave., Blountstown, FL 32424}
the new James Madison Foundation National Headquarters (A National Heritage Foundation>nhf.org)
& Constitution Separation of Powers Educational Center across St. from Cathoun County Court House.
Any U.S. Citizen can contribute up to $500 -Include Name-Address and send to:
Calhoun Governor Campaign, cio W.E. Bailey, Campaign Treasurer

P.0. Box 188, Blountstown, FL 32424  850.674-1000 - 850.237-2086

Pd. Pol. Ad.



News Desk:

Elected lawyers caused Enron. They are the issue, not the Enrons -says
Mike Calhoun, a former Mia.-Dade County Commissioner and rural Calhoun
County's Governor Candidate. Isn't it the Governor's Duty to fire all elected
lawyers outside the Judiciary (Courthouse)? continues Calhoun.

He answers with an explosive YES — BUT: with 67,000+ Fla. lawyers
creating “jackass compromises” every day -citizens will have to enforce this
doctrine themseives by vofing for non-lawyer candidates. it's too late to look to
the legal system to discuss settlement -because Lawyers, Judges, and Bars
have a conflict of interest in discussing their own Separation of Powers
violations ~ much less advising jurors or trying to police themselves.

Art. Il, Sec. 3, Fla. Constitution states: *-The powers of the state govemn-
ment shall be divided info legislative, executive and judicial branches. No person
belonging to one branch shall exercise any powers appertaining to either of the
other branches unless expressly provided herein.

Expert legal opinions/arguments/reasons can be found in The Federalist
Papers & Federalist #86 at www.constituionalquardian.com
...knowledge of Constitutional Rights is almost nonexistent in American society,
which has allowed a full-scale assault on personal liberty by govt.; lapdog
media; tax-funded colleges; & cultural elites..” *John C. Calhoun Foresaw This’ -
articie about Bush/Gore elect. fiasco -By/Prof. Thos. Dil.orenzo-Ludwig von
Mises Institute (www.mises.org)

What's to lose in supporting a campaign based on Constitutional Princi-
ples? A govemnment with fewer laws is the only way fo resolve FI. issues:
classrm.  size; elderfy/youth/healthcare/crime/judges/courts/jails/neighborhood
rehab./bonds/roads/transportation/zoning/schools/divorce/domestic  abuse/immi-
grationffaxes/$3.1 Billion Fla/ tobacco/law-fees/financiallethics >Enron’s 245
lawyers controlling Management/Pensions/Board & 1week before bankruptcy
hiring large law firm fo give clean bill of health; Fla’s growth-problem >foo many
lawyers (65,000) with more tax-financed law schools on way >thanks fo a
Lawyer-Publisher & a State-supported College Pres. >efc.!

Spread the word! Start own clean-up gowvt. crusade! Grassroots donations
welcomed. Law requires namefaddress each/contribution. Send to: Calhoun
Governor Campaign, clo W.E. Bailey, Campaign Treasurer, P.O. Box 188,
Blountstown, FL 32424; Tel: (850) 237-2086 & (850) 674-1000.

Pd. Pol. Ad.
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Ronald A. Bibace Text of Robert Bertrand’s oral argument before the Supreme

Fresi®ent - Court on the matter of Florida Bar Rules Amendments, Case # 83,222

In 1949 this Court made a decision integrating the Florida Bar (40 So. 2d 902,
1949). It did so by declaring that it had the “inherent right’ to do so as an
extension of its mandate under Article V of the Florida Constitution that
assigned to it responsibility for the admission and disciplining of lawyers. This
court took the position that the “practice of law” was the exclusive monopoly of
“lawyers”. Yet the “practice of law” is a term never clearly defined by anyone
and defies the level of definition required to pass constitutional muster. It
then took the further position that criminal sanctions were applicable to those
acting in alleged violation of this decision. From that unconstitutional seizure of
power from the Legislature and improper act, however well intentioned, all other
problems stem.

By it's action this Court effectively declared itself to be sole judge, jury and
executioner in matters respecting Article V, accountable only to the US Supreme
Court. Such a decision is in direct violation of the principle of separation of
powers of the US Constitution. It then compounded the injustice and
unconstitutionality of the whole process by creating a so called “arm of the
Court” which it named the Florida Bar, to which entity it then effectively and
unconstitutionally, transferred much of it's power to discipline lawyers.

Yet the Governors of the Bar responsible for it's operation are elected by their
colleagues to protect the interests of the legal profession, first, last and always.
They do not now and never did represent the people of Florida. | ask this court
to take judicial notice of this fact. | ask the court to revisit it's opinion integrating
the Bar in 1949 in the light of the present circumstances.

The Court will find that the core concept cited in the integration rule was that a
"lawyer’s responsibility to the public rises above his responsibility to his
client”, (40 So. 2d 902, 1949), let alone his own financial interests. It is
absolutely essential to the concept of justice in this land. Without it the Court
would not have made the Rule which integrated the Bar and gave Lawyers a
monopoly on the practice of law. The counterbalance and sole justification
for the seizing of this monopoly power is the concept that it will and must
be used first and foremost in the interests of society.

Are we over the 16 trillion dollar debt limit yet?
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I ask this court to reaffirm the principle of the 1949 decision and to
promulgate a Bar Rule embodying it.
In the same spirit | further urge this court to change all references in Florida Bar
Rules from the words: “the best interests of the Florida Bar’, to the words: “in the
best interests of the people of Florida.”
| further urge this court to reject any attempt by the Bar to reduce the
insignificant threat of punishment represented by a system of “discipline” run by
lawyers for lawyers, by the creation of any so called “practice and
professionalism enhancement programs’. First because no such system exists
for any other profession regulated by the DPR, and should not be permitted for
lawyers alone. Second because it is specious to suppose that lawyers commit
unethical acts because they do not know better. They do so because they are
persuaded that they will get away with it. Should this Court accept the Bar’s
recommendation this court will create the perpetually sought “second bite at the

- apple” which the profession uses it's power to try to obtain.

As you have previously been made aware by another, the Bar has not seen fit to
enforce Rule 3-7.4(h) as written by this court in March 1990. The change in the
Rule stripped the respondent of his unconstitutional minitrial rights by striking
the language originally granting those rights. To avoid any possible continuing
misinterpretation of the Court’s intent, | urge this Court to specifically prohibit
the respondent’s so called “minitrial rights.”

The incident of the universal non-enforcement of Florida Bar rules in the case of
the minitrial rights of the respondent under Rule #3-7.4(h) does at least raise the
possibility that such action constitutes deliberate, premeditated wrongdoing.

| urge this court to investigate the matter and make it's own determination. If the
court finds wrongdoing | urge it to pursue all appropriate remedies. In the
meantime | urge this court to promulgate a Rule calling for permanent
disbarment of any person or persons found to have deliberately and
systematically violated the rights of the people of Florida by deliberately
refusing to apply and/or enforce Bar rules.

Florida Bar Rules impact every citizen in the State. Yet standing to petition or
sue the Court on said Rules is limited to either 50 lawyers acting jointly or the
Governors of the Bar. This is a violation of the equal protection clause of the US
constitution known as the 14th amendment. Standing on matters constitutional
should rise to a constitutional right. The Court of Appeals of the State of New
York has already reached that conclusion in Schulz v State of New York, (May
1993). The principle involved is that any constitutional right carries with it the
inherent right to petition the Court to be heard on the violation of that right. This

Court should follow the New York lead and affirm that right for Floridians.
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BY STEPHEN FLURRY

US CHRIST'S MESSAGE GENER-

g ally led audiences to respond
in one of two ways: He aston-
ished the general public; He
angered the educated elite.

_ We read of both reactions in
€’ Matthew 22:33-34. After see-
ing how the multitudes were moved by
Jesus’s words, the Pharisees and Sad-
ducees gathered themselves together to
plot against Christ.

“Then one of them, which was a
lawyer, asked [Christ] a question,
tempting him...” (v. 35). Put to silence
by Christ’s message, the leading Jews
conferred among themselves and then
sent forward their lawyer. He wasn’t
interested in truth. He wanted to
“tempt” Christ—to trick Him into
doing or saying something “unlawful.”
But Christ would not be tricked. He

knew how to expose the chicanery of
so-called experts in Mosaic law.

In verse 46, it says “no man was able
to answer him a word, neither durst any
man from that day forth ask him any
more questions.” Yet this was toward
the end of His ministry. As we will see,
Jesus Christ had several confrontations
with lawyers prior to this. And in every
case, they persistently dogged Him, try-
ing to expose any flaw they could find,
even after Christ put them to shame.

It was quite some time before Christ
was finally able to silence the lawyers.
His situation is not unlike the one we
face today.

The Litigation Explosion

Concerning today’s presidential
election controversy, some have sug-
gested that it has given every American

2 THEPHILADELPHIA TRUMPET DECEMBER 2000

ARGUE THE CAUSE

David Boies, representing =

Al Gore, speaks before the
Florida Supreme Court

a wonderful lesson in civics, showing
how our government works. While that
may be true, the political dispute has
also revealed a near-fatal flaw in Amer-
ican society. What used to be a nation
ruled by law is now ruled by lawyers.
Gavin Esler, writing for the Indepen-
dent in London, noted America’s
propensity for being over-lawyered: “In
the Stephen Sondheim song, when
something bad happens in the circus,
they send in the clowns. In America’s
political circus, they send in the lawyers.
“The broad expanse of K Street in
the heart of Washington D.C. is known
as ‘Gucci Gulch,” inhabited by the best-
paid lawyers in the world. Gucci
Gulch’s $475-an-hour legal gun-
slingers are now descending upon
Florida to help aggrieved citizens seek
redress for their inability to punch the

AWYER
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SHOULD LAWYERS RUN FOR NONJUDICIAL OFFICE 9

- . .
No: Reject tyrann
! = & : : _ suffers from what Madison, Montes- LEFEwig
‘ : ' quieu, Thomas Jefferson and Alexande: & nt Bg
' : Hamilton called, *‘the very definition of cE58gH
- { " tyranny.”’ That-tyranny arises EE3TE K]
Ronald Bibace is a Fort Lauderdale Businessman, constitu- -when a single same-hand: Tw =
tional scholar & is a James Madison Political Education Foun- group makes the law, enforce: e

tended consequence’’ of the 1949 action

dation Advisor-Director (A National Heritage Foundation) the law and interprets the law.

awyers who are members
I of the Florida Bar are

barred legally from run-
ning for public office in the
executive and legislative
branches. The Constitution pro-
hibits them from running for
mayor, commissions, school
board, sheriff, the Legislature
or any other elected office that
is not part of the judicial branch
of government.

“The language of the Florida RONALD
BIBACE

Constitution’s se_paratiomof-
powers clause, Article 11, Sect.

3, is unambiguous. It states:
“No person belonging to one branch
shall exercise any powers appertaining to
either of the other two branches unless
expressly provided herein.”

In 1949 the Florida Bar was ‘‘uni-
fied"* with, and became a part of, the
Supreme Court. (See Petition of Florida
State Bar Assn. 40 So. 2d 902.) That
made every state Bar member/lawyer a
person ‘‘belonging-to the judiciary
branch of government.’’ They are, there-
fote, barred from holding public office in
the other two branches of government.

www.constitutionalguardian.com « www.judicialaccountability.org * www.americans4legalreform.com « www.disbarthefloridabar.com

This prohi{‘)iticn. is not, an ‘‘unin-

by Florida"s lawyers. The prohibition
lies at the very heart and soul of both the
Florida and the U.S. constitutions.

Nonlawyer James Madison’s Consti-
tution had one [principal goal: to create a
government that had sufficient power to
govern, but insufficient power to
oppress. To dg so, he neutralized the
first four knowp sources of tyranny,
which he identified-as the monar-
chy, the aristocracy, the: military
and the church,

Madison then addressed the last
source of ‘tyranny,; which he
defined as: ‘‘a same-hands group
or faction that had a common
interest adverse to the Nation as a
whole.’” Lawyers and every other
professional group fit this definition.

To. protect the state against this
“‘same-hands’’ tyranny, Madison

-implicitly instituted the separation-of-

power principlein the:U,S. Constitution.

explicit state eqpivalent.. -

“Rlorida la\ng?’ers ‘and judges have

ighiOFEd this prohibition. -~ .

- What is-true in Florida is also true.all
over the land. From this abuse of power
bythe legal profession, this nation now

In Tlgfida, Article 11, Sect. 3, is the-

That tyranny, whether or no

. perceived, is at the heart o

most of the nation’s problem!

in the areas of crime, education

health, welfare, frivolous law.

suits, devastating divetces anc

countléss other-problems. Tha

tyranny has undermined. the

Constjtution and fundamentall

‘flawed all ;government. It ha:

resulted in epormeus hafm A

Y‘eople, “both. in dollars. anc
emotional distress. | ] '

Historically tyrants néither acknowl

edge their tyranny nor voluntarily giv(

up their power. That explains ‘why the

members of the legal profession are in

state of: denial.
That is why the people must correc
the situation by voting all lawyers out o

“office outside the-judicial branch. Unti
that occurs, very little substantial an(
permanent improvement will occurany |

where, If the situstion is.not corrected |
the nation Jikely will go down to chaos |
revolution and, perhaps, even civil wa |
in the near future.. ; B ;

B Further infortnation on this an |

-other constitutional matters is availabl

at wwiw.constitutiorialguardian.com -
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No: Reject tyrann
! = & : : _ suffers from what Madison, Montes- LEFEwig
‘ : ' quieu, Thomas Jefferson and Alexande: & nt Bg
' : Hamilton called, *‘the very definition of cE58gH
- { " tyranny.”’ That-tyranny arises EE3TE K]
Ronald Bibace is a Fort Lauderdale Businessman, constitu- -when a single same-hand: Tw =
tional scholar & is a James Madison Political Education Foun- group makes the law, enforce: e

tended consequence’’ of the 1949 action

dation Advisor-Director (A National Heritage Foundation) the law and interprets the law.

awyers who are members
I of the Florida Bar are

barred legally from run-
ning for public office in the
executive and legislative
branches. The Constitution pro-
hibits them from running for
mayor, commissions, school
board, sheriff, the Legislature
or any other elected office that
is not part of the judicial branch
of government.

“The language of the Florida RONALD
BIBACE

Constitution’s se_paratiomof-
powers clause, Article 11, Sect.

3, is unambiguous. It states:
“No person belonging to one branch
shall exercise any powers appertaining to
either of the other two branches unless
expressly provided herein.”

In 1949 the Florida Bar was ‘‘uni-
fied"* with, and became a part of, the
Supreme Court. (See Petition of Florida
State Bar Assn. 40 So. 2d 902.) That
made every state Bar member/lawyer a
person ‘‘belonging-to the judiciary
branch of government.’’ They are, there-
fote, barred from holding public office in
the other two branches of government.

www.constitutionalguardian.com « www.judicialaccountability.org * www.americans4legalreform.com « www.disbarthefloridabar.com

This prohi{‘)iticn. is not, an ‘‘unin-

by Florida"s lawyers. The prohibition
lies at the very heart and soul of both the
Florida and the U.S. constitutions.

Nonlawyer James Madison’s Consti-
tution had one [principal goal: to create a
government that had sufficient power to
govern, but insufficient power to
oppress. To dg so, he neutralized the
first four knowp sources of tyranny,
which he identified-as the monar-
chy, the aristocracy, the: military
and the church,

Madison then addressed the last
source of ‘tyranny,; which he
defined as: ‘‘a same-hands group
or faction that had a common
interest adverse to the Nation as a
whole.’” Lawyers and every other
professional group fit this definition.

To. protect the state against this
“‘same-hands’’ tyranny, Madison

-implicitly instituted the separation-of-

power principlein the:U,S. Constitution.

explicit state eqpivalent.. -

“Rlorida la\ng?’ers ‘and judges have

ighiOFEd this prohibition. -~ .

- What is-true in Florida is also true.all
over the land. From this abuse of power
bythe legal profession, this nation now

In Tlgfida, Article 11, Sect. 3, is the-

That tyranny, whether or no

. perceived, is at the heart o

most of the nation’s problem!

in the areas of crime, education

health, welfare, frivolous law.

suits, devastating divetces anc

countléss other-problems. Tha

tyranny has undermined. the

Constjtution and fundamentall

‘flawed all ;government. It ha:

resulted in epormeus hafm A

Y‘eople, “both. in dollars. anc
emotional distress. | ] '

Historically tyrants néither acknowl

edge their tyranny nor voluntarily giv(

up their power. That explains ‘why the

members of the legal profession are in

state of: denial.
That is why the people must correc
the situation by voting all lawyers out o

“office outside the-judicial branch. Unti
that occurs, very little substantial an(
permanent improvement will occurany |

where, If the situstion is.not corrected |
the nation Jikely will go down to chaos |
revolution and, perhaps, even civil wa |
in the near future.. ; B ;

B Further infortnation on this an |

-other constitutional matters is availabl

at wwiw.constitutiorialguardian.com -
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Rothstein
fallout hits
law firm, bank

B A federal sanctions hearing involving
3reenberg Traurig and TD Bank is sure to air
sgly fallout from a $67 million jury verdict
von by investors burned by South Florida
»onzi schemer Scott Rothstein.

3Y JAY WEAVER
weaver@MiamiHerald.com

When two-of Miami’s bariking and legal giants step
nto federal court for a contempt hearing Thursday,
hey face an unusual public airing of embarrassing
nistakes — or, worse, deliberate misconduct — that
:ould tarnish their reputations.

The Miami-based Greenberg Traurig law firm and
ts client, Toronto-Dominion Bank, will be grilled by a
ederal judge over their failure to turn over key docu-
nents for a trial involving investors burned by convict-
»d Ponzi schemer Scott Rothstein,

In January, Miami federal jurors found TD Bank and
ts officers collaborated with Rothstein by telling his
nvestment victims their money was secure as he
Jrained their trust accounts. The bank, which was or-
Jered to pay $67 million, was represented by Green-
yerg Traurig.

A lawyer for the investors, known as the Coquina
Sroup, has accused TD Bank and Greenberg of failing
‘0 turn over iricriminating financial documents, and of
sroducing “doctored” paperwork that made Rothstein

Bank, law firm Tace fallout from Rothstein scandal

e HEARING, FROM 1A

look like a low-risk custom-
er when they knew he was,
in fact, a “high risk” whom
they needed to scrutinize.
The disbarred Fort Lau-
derdale lawyer is serving a
50-year sentence for orches-

‘trating a $1.2 billion invest-

ment scam involving the

sale of fabricated legal

settlements.

The landmark Coquina
case ended with the nation’s
first civil verdict against a
bank for “aiding and abet-
ting fraud,” by assisting
Rothstein as he laundered
millions of dollars in his law
firny’s trust accounts kept at
TD Bank, to pay for what he
has described as his “rock-
star lifestyle.”

U.S. District Judge Marcia
Cooke now will weigh
whether TD Bank and
Greenberg lawyers violated
so-called discovery rules —
the exchange of evidence
between the two sides —
and whether they should be
sanctioned, fined or held in
contempt of court. The
judge could also strike ev-
ery pleading by TD Bank
and Greenberg, which
would cripple the bank’s ap-

. peal of the $67 million

judgment.

Coquina’s lawyer, David -

Mandel, who has alleged
that TD Bank committed
“fraud” during the trial, has
asked the judge to refer the
matter to the U.S. attorney’s
office for a criminal
investigation.

~ “Throughout this litiga-
tion, [TD Bank] has en-
gaged in a calculated course’
of conduct designed to im-
pede and obstruct the dis-
covery process,” Mandel
and his lawyer-wife, Nina

Mandel, wrote in a court fil-'

ing. “T'D Bank has buried
documents, produced them
out of order, late, or outright
failed to produce them
entirely.” - :

Maridel declined to com-
ment for this story. TD
Bank, which earned nearly
$6 billion last year, and
Greenberg, an 1,800-lawyer
international firm with
headquarters in Miami,
both declined to answer
questions about Mandel's
allegatioms.

“There are alot.of big rep-
utations ridirig on this case,”
said Charles A. Intriago, a
lawyer and president of the
Miami-based Association of
Certified Financial Crime
Specialists. “And witly the

Internet, these reputations
carry a long way.”

Miami lawyer David
Weinstein, former chief of
public corruption and

. counterterrorism at the U.S.

attorney’s office, said the al-
legations of fraud could lead
to heavy financial sanctions

_for TD Bank and possible

malpractice claims against
Greenberg. j .
“The only person who
seems like he’s going to
come away from all this
with clean hands is David
Mandel,” Weinstein said, re-
ferring to Coquina’s attor-
ney. '
TD Bank has already fired
Greenberg as its counsel in
the controversial case, re-
placing that firm with an-
other, McGuireWoods. For-
met U.S. Attorney Marcos
Jimenz has also joined the
bank’s defense team. Mean-
while, one of Greenberg’s
attorneys, Donna Evans,
who was based in Boston
and worked with the firm’s
Miami lawyers on the Co-
quina case, has left Green-
berg. She could not be
reached for comment.
Although Mandel repeat-
edly accused TD Bank and
Greenberg of withholding
critical financial records

about Rothstein and his
firm’s trust accounts before
and during trial, it wasn’t
until last month that Judge

Cooke decided to hold the

sanctions and contempt
hearing.

‘The turning point came
in late April: Greenberg
lawyers admitted to the
judge that TD Bank pos-
sessed a key financial docu-
ment on its anti-money
laundering policy that the
bank and its lawyers had
said did not exist during the
trial. The docurnent, called
a “Standard Investigative
Protocol,” spelled out the
steps TD Bank must take
under federal law to know
its customers and prevent
money-laundering
activities.

Before TD Bank supplied
the document on April 24,
Mandel had argued in court
papérs that the bank’s fail-
ure to produce it during trial
“improperly bolstered the
defense and undermined

Coquina’s ability to present’

its case.”

Mandel also convinced
Judge Codke to consider an-
other sanctions issue: He
has accused TD Bank of
“doctoring” a document
used at the Coquina trial
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Scott Rothstein is on The Judicial Nomination Commission
Scott Rothstein is on The Florida Bar Grievance Commitiee

Scott Rothstein has Broward Sheriff Al Lamberti

to help him with his escapades.

that showed the bank
viewed Rothstein and his
law firm as “low-risk”
customers.

But in a separate Roth-
stein-related investment
case awaifing trial, TD Bank
produced the same docu-
ment showing the lawyer
and his firm were actually
“high-risk” customers.
Mandel, who is also repre-
senting the investors in the
other case, said the bank’s
“Customer Due Diligence
Form” was relevant to the
“risk status” of Rothstein
and his firm, Rothstein, Ro-
senfeldt & Adler.

“Even a cursory examina-
tion of the recently pro-
duced document shows that
... the document admitted
into evidence in [the Coqui-
na] case is a frand,” Mandel
wrtote in a court filing.

“In the ‘true’ document, a
bright red band at the top of
the page states unequivocal-
Iy and in capital letters that
the RRA accounts were des-
ignated ‘HIGH RISK, ” he
asserted, “In what can only
be charactetized as a fraud
on the court and the jury,
the ‘HIGH RISK’ designa-
tion appears to have been
blackened out and omitted
from” the document in the

Coquina case.

Mandel said TD Bank’s
alleged altering of the docu-
ment was “relevant” be-
cause at trial Greenberg
lawyers argued the bank did
not view Rothstein and his
firm as “high-risk” custom-
ers. As a result, the bank
maintained it did not have
to perform “robust monitor-
ing or serutiny” of Roth-
stein’s accounts, and used
that as an excuse for its “fail-
ure to detect the massive
money laundering” going
on in Rothstein’s Ponzi
scheme.

Eight other defendants,
including lawyers and em-
ployees of Rothstein’s de-
funct law firm, have been
convicted in connection
with his scheme.

Intriago, the anti-money
laundering legal expert, said
he now wonders how much
the federal jury would have
awarded the Coquina inves-
tors if jurors had considered
the newly uncovered
evidence. '

“Ifthey had seenthe actu-
al documents withheld,

" omitted and doctored, God

only knows what they
would have awarded to
Rothstein’s investment vic-
tims,” he said.





