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John (Jack) R. Venrick

From: "Jack Venrick" <jacksranch@skynetbb.com=>
To: <jacksranch@skynetbb.com>
Sent: Monday, March 31, 2008 9:50 AM

Subject:  Dr. Rivera's Reply to Investigative Report On U.S. District Courts
[ wanted to forward Dr. Rivera's comments below giving his
new web site.

« What Happen To Justice -
http://sedm.org/ItemInfo/Ebooks/WhatHappJustice/WhatHay

 Dr. Rivera's Bookstore http:/www.sedm.org/cgi-
bin/ccpS 1 prod/cp-app.cgi?
usr=51F5738578&rnd=5123278&rrc=N&affl=&cip=209.14

« Litigation Tools - http://sedm.org/Litigation/LitIndex.htm

o Frequently Asked Questions -
http://sedm.org/FAQs/FAQs.htm

e His new web site www.sedm.org

« He was a candidate for Governor in California
http://www.smartvoter.org/1998jun/ca/state/vote/rivera_e/

Jack

----- Original Message ----

From: rivera office

To: Jack Venrick

Sent: Sunday, March 30, 2008 8:25 PM

Subject: RE: Investigative Report On U.S. District "Courts"

Jack, my latest research on the courts can
be found on www.sedm.org What
Happened to Justice? Why You Can't Get
Justice in Federal Courts and What to Do
About It This CD book tells all and shows
all in several thousand pages.
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My latest research shows there is no executive
branch. Yes, Congress is completely in charge.

Dr. Eduardo M. Rivera

————— Original Message-----

From: Jack Venrick [mailto:jacksranch@skynetbb.com]
Sent: Sunday, March 30, 2008 6:02 PM

To: Undisclosed-Recipient:;

Subject: Investigative Report On U.S. District "Courts"

PROTECTING PRIVATE PROPERTY WAS
A PRIME OBJECT OF THE FRAMERS

“Interferences with'[ private property]
were the evils which had more
perhaps than any thing else produced

this convention.”

—James Madison /
Constitutional Convention |
1787 / ;

Washington State Supreme Court Justice Charles Sanders

To: Property Rights Movement, Freedom Foundations, Senator Roach, Representative
Hurst, Representive Roach

Ed Rivera's "brief" on Article III United States District Courts

An outline of this excellent article follows.

My Overview By Extracted Key Quotes. with especially notable points underscored and
enlarged

1. Also Check out this letter to a local county Sheriff
http:/www.angelfire.com/oh4/befree/WRNFJMCS.html

2. Dr. Rivera's site www.edrivera.com is mysteriously down, it has been up in
the recent past

3. "Disguised administrative courts are being used to
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subvert freedom

4,

"United States district courts are being used by Congress primarily to
prevent the rendition of law and equity in national courts by masquerading as
Article III courts. These courts are incapable of achieving justice because they
are not Article III courts. Generally speaking, we have a federal government
that consists of a Congress of the United States, a President of the United
States and district courts of the United States because there is one in Hawaii
and one is Washington D. C. "

"Lawyers and judges must be aware of the true nature of the courts they
practice and preside in. Everyone must be made aware that the United States
district courts established in California and in 48 other states by United States
Statute are not Article III courts. "

"Congress has established Article III district courts in Hawaii and the
District of Columbia. The 2 district courts of the United States that were
ultimately pronounced ordained and established by Congress pursuant to
Article III of the Constitution are the only ones that can exercise the judicial
power of the national government. "

"All of Title 28 U.S.C. provides for the territorial government of the United
States and nothing of Article III can be put back into it without destroying the
entire Title 28 U.S.C. as positive law. In other words, there may be a present
belief by all of the state and federal judiciary, all the legal academic
community and all the local, state and federal government officials that the
United States district courts for the 50 states of the Union are Article I11

courts, but they are wrong. "

United States Government people are required to obey the United States
Code; it is their duty to obey that law. The government’s law requires the
total obedience of government’s officers and emplovees.

Citizens are not part of government and they are not its

subiect . Citizens can impose upon only themselves certain legal duties, if
they want. There is only one duty that citizens have that indirectly protects
the government. In the words of the Declaration of Independence,

“Governments are instituted among men”
to secure God given rights.

Citizens have a duty to discover the true authority of those claim government
power. The consequences of not investigating and not determining the nature
and extent of the authority claimed is that you may have to bear the costs of
vour failure to do so.
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10. All the United States district courts in 49 of the several states are other than
Article III courts. There is no evidence that the United States district courts
for any state other than Hawaii is ordained and established pursuant to
Article I11, Section 1; therefore, they are not vested with the judicial power of
the United States. Article III has not been invoked by Congress in creating
any other state’s federal district courts and the 1911 Judiciary Act specifically
creates those federal courts from the territory of the United States. When it is
apparent that court officials are unaware of the limitations on their authority,
it is never wise to attempt to correct these officials in their own court.

Non-judicial, legislative, administrative and territorial courts are incapable of
exercising the judicial power of the United States, which can only be found in
an Article III court. Article III of the Constitution has expressly granted to
Congress the power to vest courts inferior to the Supreme Court with the
judicial power of the United States. The Constitution does not prohibit the
creation of federal courts outside of Article III. It follows, therefore, that at
the very least Congress must invoke the authority of Article Ill in creating
Article III courts just so one court can be distinguished from another.

11. There can be no question that the Congress has
established but not ordained an Article III in Hawaii and
in no other states. All that remains is to understand the
consequences of what has happened and to learn from it.

12. Legal scholars assume without justification that the federal district courts are
Article III courts. I have discovered and I hope proven that no responsible
public federal officer has ever questioned their assumptions. In all the legal
literature I examined, status of the United States district courts as Article III
was assumed despite all the contrary authoritative evidence. The United
States Supreme Court in two cases: Balzac v. Porto Rico, 258 U.S. 298 (1921)
and Mookini v. United States, 303 U.S. 201 (1938) made it clear that a
“district court of the United States” described a court created under Article
III and a “United States district court™ described a territorial court. The
former identified a constitutional court of the United States exercising the
judicial power of the United States and the latter merely identified a court for
a district of the government of the United States.

13. Legal scholars are interpreting the power and authority of the federal courts
without resort to the statute law that created and established them. The
complete statute law and enacted Title 28 U.S.C. is presented here for your
consideration. You are again, however, cautioned not to take the issue of

jurisdiction to the federal courts as they are presently constituted. The
federal courts are territorial legislative courts. This means
that they are administrative courts without judicial power
and vou are without judicial protections if you submit
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vourself to them. The judges of these courts are there to
serve the Congress and not any of the people. "

Source:

http://www .suijuris.net/forum/court/....html?posted=1

DR. EDUARDO M. RIVERA
Attorney and Counselor at Law
California Bar No. 52737
Admitted june 2, 1972
www_edrivera.com
email:edrivera@edrivera.com
P.O. Box 13295

Torrance, CA 90503
310-370-3361

Dear Reader:

Note: This version is not yet complete. The text has not been thoroughly edited and the
letters that appear at the end will be expanded and substantial revisions will be made to
the ones you see. When this letter is completed and hundreds of pages of statute law
complement it, it will be the Magic Bullet many have sought. The Magic Bullet is being
provided to you in its present form solely for the purpose of making you aware that the
underlying principle is sound and completion is only days away.

The Magic Bullet makes the federal trial courts disappear as Article I1I judicial bodies.
The removal of the “least dangerous branch,” as the federal judiciary has been called,
shrinks the federal government to a minor annoyance that arises only when entrance to a
national park is sought.

For those who do not believe in magic I, also, am preparing a Silver Bullet that is based
upon the hoopla gay marriage is getting. So far no one, excepting my clients, is aware
that gay marriage presents the greatest tax issue since the income tax. Gays are not being
denied marriage, for that it available to all consenting humans, they are being denied civil
marriages, which are marriages with the state. The final outcome of whatever legal fights
that will be fought is that come May 2004 gay couples will be getting legally hitched in
Massachusetts. There is a “kicker.” The common law gave validity to all man and wife
marriages when the spouses traveled among and between the states. Civil marriages are
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