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Poorly Prepared 'Patriots’
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Provide Fodder for Judicial Cannon

y interest in the patriot movement over the years has

been to oppose and ultimately defeat the iooming tyr-

army which we all see appearing on the horizon. The
federales clearly desire to establish a society, here on our shores,
wherein they possess absolute power over the rest of us. This objec-
tive is now infecting the bureaucrats in the states, who also appear to
share this objective.

The questions facing us are these:

Do we want for both ourselves and our children to live in a con-
dition of slavery, or will we live in freedom?

If we desire freedom, how do we achieve freedom and what is
the cost?

Further, what mistakes have been made and how do we avoid
repeating them?

1t is obvious that this fight for freedom encompasses at least two
approaches.

First, we must garner political support for cur cause and its is-
sues, and the more people we-can involve into seeking freedom will
add strength to the political aspects of our movement.

Secondly, many of the issues we are pursuing will be decj
the courts, and this letter addresses this aspect of the ‘ﬁgf’ove-
ment.

What are the essential ingrediens¥io
One of my favorite issues use the money iss il

all admit that this one i énm(% @ most :mpo atft. The manner in
which this issue was raised in the, pas mnnstrates very critical
lessons about the way we mus ‘it the courts. In the 1970s, con-

cerned Americans raised this issue and butchered it. Then E. TFupper
Saussy came along with his book, “Miracle on Main Street,” and got
the issue into the thoughts of many, These masses believed that just
simply going to court and telling the judge about:Article 1, Section
10, Clavse 1, of the 1.8 Constitution would automatically result in
the oyemight destruction.of the current monetary-system. The below
cases show precicely:what was accomplished by people who meant
well, but who reaily lacked knowledge of the law and procedures.in

:the court and spent their time and efforts in the destruction of the

issue, -

Adverse Federal Decisions on Money Issues:

United States v. Daley, 481 F.2d 28 (8th Cir. 1973)
Milam v, United States, 524 £2d 629 (9th Cir. 1974)
Koll v. Wavzata State Bank, 397 E2d (8th Cir. 1968)
United States v. Gardiper, 531 F2d 953 (Sth Cir. 1976)
United States v. Wangrud, 533 F.2d 495 (9th Cir, 1976)
-United States v, Kellev, 539 F2d 1199 (9th Cir. 1976)
United States v. Schimitz, 542 F2d 782 (9th Cir. 1976)
United States v, Whitese], 543 E2d 1176 (6th.Cir. 1976)

Mathes v. Commissioner, 576 F.2d 70 (5th Cir. 1978)
nited ifen, 577 F.2d 1111 (8th Cir. 1978)

United States v. Andersop, 584 F.2d 369 (10th Cir. 1978)
United States v, Benson, 592 F.2d 257 (5th Cir. 1979)
Nyhus v. Commissioner, 594 F.2d.1213 (8th Cir. 1979)
United States v. Moon, 616 F.2d 1043 (8th Cir. 1980)
HM_M{M, 638 F.2d 182 (10th Cir. 1980)

i issigner, 646 F.2d 1185 (7th Cir. 1981)
United Stg_tes v, cht[, 521 F2d 1188 (9th Cir. 1975)

ni es v, H 2l§%2d 118 (9th Cir. 1977)

ited St 70 E8upp. 1209 (C.D.Cal. 1979)

Un ;;gﬁt tes M“‘”’m 601 zzd4oo (8th Cir. 1979)

_ .»W”L ,bﬂ F2dz400 (10th Cir. 1979)

se.Sfate Declsmns on Money Issue:
ghemackfﬂa, jomson, 302 Minn$213 N.W.2d 659 (1974)
, 293 Ala. 585, 308%S0.2d 242 (1975)
Al C .: 1 Kan.App, 24307, 564°P:2d 552 (1977)
Ep_rggn v. Kouba, ﬁgy.N‘w 2d167 (N% 978)
: Rer,306 N34 205K D. ~1981)
Afaska648. P23 ﬁomﬁi ﬁ;}pp 1982)
v ﬁ'g: ation ark
mission, 452 A.zd‘%awﬁﬁ’ﬁ 1982)
People v, Lawrence, 333 N.W.2d 525 (Mich.App. 1983)
itch v f Revenue, 519 P2d 1045 (Or.App. 1974)
Rush v. Casco Bank & Trust Co,, 348 A.2d 237 (Me. 1975)
Middigbrook v. Miss, State Tax Comu,, 387 So.2d 726 (Miss, 1980)
Trohimovich v. Dir. of Labor & Industry, 21 Wash.App. 243; 58

P:2d 467 (1978)

Union State Bank v. Miller, 335 N.W2d 807 (N.D. 198'3')
Richardson v. Richardson, 332 N.W.2d 524 (Mich.App. 1983)
State v. Pina, 561 P.2d 43 (N.M. 1977)

Daniels v. Arkansas Power & Light Co.,, 601 S.W.2d 845 (Ark. 1980)

When I got involved with Tupper back in 1980, I did a tremen-
dous amount of legal research on the money issue over several years
and found not only a wealth of authority then unknown to the move-
ment which provided support for this issue, but I also found the
above cases. With many adverse decisions facing us, advice to care-
fully plan litigation in this field went unheeded, and the money-issue
proponents went to court unprepared and added more defeats. About
11 years ago, I stopped adding cases to the above list, because every
time I turned around, there was some “patriot” who chalked up an-
other victory for the other side.

The most knowledgeable lawyer in all of America regarding the
money issue was-and is Edwin Viera, but‘how could he-and Solyom
accomplish anything beneficial by raising the rihey issue? Badto
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the many adverse decisions to overcome when Viera and Solyom
went to court, it was easy for the courts to look the other way and
reject the issues, notwithstanding being faced with the best case ever
devised. Both [ and Edwin now realize that the money issue is dead
in the courts. What about the issue of “wages are not income”? Bob
Golden did some very good research on the wage issue and devel-
oped the argument through his book, “Are you required?” The patri-
ots read this book and started a political movement around this
cause. But we had in our ranks some very desperate people facing

» criminal charges and they raised this issue pro se, only to suffer
defeat. Their briefs were almost impossible to understand and an
excellent issue was slaughtered on the alter of stupidity, Jeff Dick-
stein has written the historical treatise on the issue, “Tudicial Tyr-
anny,” and it analyzes every case where this issue was raised. The
evidence clearly shows that our cause was serionsly damaged be-
cause we sat back and allowed the most ill-prepared and desperate
within our midst to control an important issue.

Back in 1983 and 1984, the farmers got the heat from the finan-
cial institutions and tried to fight back. Carol Landi tried to champion
the cause and promoted an argument about the land patent, which,
to put it very bluntly, violated every established rule of preperty law,
most notably the rule that the feds cannot control the devolution of
real property within the states. She avoided addressin g this “hole™ in
her position and got thousands of farmers to follow her argument. To
make a long story short, she ended up in jail and so did some of her
followers. While lots of time, money and energy were expended in
this land patent fight, nothing but tragedy resulted.

Rick Elliot did the same thing with another stupid argument re-
garding the federal truth in lending laws. Bill Benson invested lots
of his time and money, along with several others, in developing the
proof that the 16th Amendment was not ratified during his monu-
mental work in 1984. While Bill was doing this, T did the legal re-
search on the issue and developed a very powerful argument to sup-
port it. When finished, the first thing we did was raise the issue in
the Janey Ferguson case in Indianapolis, where on Jan. 15, 1985,
Judge Nolan held that the issue was a political one the courts could
not address. This of course was completely wrong and we prepared
to go to the 7th Circuit with the argument. Most people are not aware
that shortly thereafter, Bill and I went to Topeka, Kan., and present-
ed this issue in a state case involving the Van Skivers; in response the
state dismissed its case against them,

Believing that things were proceeding very good, Bill went
on the road educating Americans about the issue. Lots of people
were very interested in this issue, including the desperate. Thomas
and Foster in Chicago were indicted in the spring of 1985 and raised
this issue pro se without offering any proof or argument: they
hollered, “The 16th Amendment was not ratified,” hoping they
could ride the coattails of the Ferguson case, which was months
ahead of them in the 7th Circuit. When they got to the 7th Circuit,
we were already scheduled for oral argument, so they just weakly
raised the issue with no evidence or argument. The 7th detected what
these idiots were doing and ruled in their cases first and then used
that as precedence against Fersuson; see Upited States v. mas,
788 F.2d 1250 (7th Cir. 1986); United States v. Foster, 789 F2d 457

(7th Cir. 1986); United States v. Ferguson, 793 F2d 828 (7th Cir.

1986).

With friends like them, who needs enemies — or the govern-
ment for that matter? A very important lesson tnay be learned from
what happened in the early 1980s. The evidence plainly shows that’
we had lots of ill-prepared and unknowledgeable"‘palriots" raising

our most important issues. They were slaughtered because they
knew nothing about procedure or the law. Does it help us in any way
to send these types of folks into the courts? Just like you don’t give
matches to either children or congressmen, nor do you let a drunken
teenager have the keys to the car, you cannot permit an untrained
soldier out on the battlefield.

Similarly, we cannot continue the disastrous course of letting
our best issues be raised and decided by the likes of these “patriots.
They alienate everyone, including the courts and the gavernment
and surely people surrounding them. To follow this course of action

“is just to simply waste our time and effort. Does truth have anything

to do with our movement? I think so, but I find little of it in major
areas.

For example, do you remember Roger Elvick? He promoted
many false beliefs, one of which was that you could file 1099°s
against public officials reporting that they receive income by dam-
aging some patriot. This crazy idea landed him and several of his
followers in jail and it only gave a sense of justification and self-
righteousness to our opponents. What about Bob Wangrud and his
*zip code” argument?

Here, contrary to clearly established principles of federal juris-
diction, he promoted the flaky argument that if you used zip codes
for your mail, you were giving the feds jurisdiction over you, What
about Hartford Van Dyke and his commercial lien position? He
paraded around stating that there was clear law supportive of this
argument, yet I have never found anything in the law even mention-
ing it. This lie caused several people to go to jail for no good reason.
Why? What 2bout some of the bad trust promoters? These Buys prey
upon the gullible and sell to people already in trouble for a bunch of
worthless papers.
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If you don’t know what you're talking about,
 the judge isn’t going to listen to you.
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This is money down the drain and into the pockets of con men,
such as Bob Chappell; see United States v, Chappell, 698 E2d 308
(7th Cir. 1983), who was convicted of mail fraud and ran. But per-
haps the biggest con man was Marsh. Back in 1983, a man from
Maryland started the “idea” that the IRS was this old, defunct
Delaware corporation. Investigation at that time resulted in credible
leaders of the movement demonstrating the utter folly of this concept,

At the same time, an "idea” was floated about the movement that
the “non-positive” titles of the U.S. Code were not law. I wrote an
article showing this to be entirely incorrect and the followers of this
“idea” even went to court back in 1984 and had the argument reject-
ed, and rightly so. Marsh, however, saw “gold” in these arguments
and started marketing them all over again, promoting these “ideas”
to the unknowing, Because these “lies” proved popular, other con-
men entered our ranks. While Marsh now languishes ir jail awaiting
trial, still his followers continue belief in falsehood.

The “non-resident alien idea” is growing. Also the ranks are
growing of those who follow Kar! “Bacon” Granse and his regula-
tion argument built on CTR cases.

We cannot sit back and sanctimoniously ignore what is happen-
ing. We now have a vast number of people believing lies who will
only be destroyed by an evil enemy. The foliowers of the lies further
give a bad name to the rest of us and any valid argument is quickly
labeled as being another one of those “stupid tax protester ideas.”

Nothing is new under the sun and we perish for iack of knowl-
edge, that 1s, for the lies,

1 have been and remain idealistic, which is apparently a fault, I
desire for the truth to prevail, but I look about this “movement” and
it has become nothing more than a “cesspool” of lies and idiocy. You

try to educate these people about something good and solid, and pre-
pare them for a long and hard fight which offers a hope of something
beneficial, yet they inevitably want “the easy road,” the comfort and
“quick fix” of following a Ke. The “road to fajlure” clearly appears
the rut in which we find ourselves, and from it, it is impossible to
extract ourselves.

This movement prides itself on its knowledge of the law, yet I
spent years sending out excellent briefs chocked full of case cites,
yet nobody has read the cited cases. Finding fault on my part for
being naive enough to think that people would go to the law library
and actually look up and read the cases, [ then started sending out
copies of the cases themselves, hoping that eventually somebody
might read them; I now know that only 1 out of 1000 “patriots” will
even read the cases.

If the patriots claim to understand and know the law, but never
read statutes and cases, I can only conclude that this ¢laim is noth-
ing but a ot of hot air. I cannot engage in a good conversation about
the jaw with patriots because they really have nothing but personal
opinions about the law. Frankly, I am fed up with their crazy and stu-
pid opinions about the faw.

I have just about reached my limit of tolerance for this “move-
ment.” It surely is not the movement I want or desire, since “lies” are
the order of the day. Do we hold ourselves out to the American pub-
lic as being worthy, credible and part of a good cause? I think not
and this movement will obviously be rejected by most Americans
because of our association with the “lies.”

To prevail, we must be ready for the long hard fight and we must
champion the truth. I this is not the objective of this movement,
then I want no part of it.
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