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SCHWAB AND THE ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE (AGO) WENT TO THE U.S.
SUPREME COURT IN ATTEMPTS TO ELIMINATE THE GUARANTEED
CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHT TO DEFEND ONE'S SELF. AND TO CARRY OUT
SCHWAB AND THE AGO'S CONSPIRACY TO MAKE CALIFORNIA INTO A NAZI
LIKE PRISON STATE IN WHICH ANY MADE UP, RIDICULOUS STORY COULD BE
USED TO IMPRISON CALIFORNIA CITIZENS. THIS WAS SO THEY COULD USE

THEIR BRIBED DEFENSE ATTORNEYS—--AND ALSO THEIR RIGGED JURIES--TO
CONVICT THE ORDINARY, POWERLESS CITIZENS THAT THEY TARGET, AND
ESPECIALLY SO THEY COULD IMPRISON "WHISTLE BLOWERS" WHO EXPOSE

THEIR RACKETEERING SCAMS TO RIP OFF THE TAXPAYERS.

THE U.S. SUPREME COURT "RULED" AND "ORDERED" THAT "WHAT" SCHWAB
AND HIS ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE WERE CONSPIRING TC DO WAS A
VIOLATION OF THE GUARANTEED CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS OF THE
ORDINARY, POWERLESS CITIZENS IN CALIFORNIA.
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PRIOR HISTORY:
CERTIORARI TO THE COURT OF APPEAL OF
CALIFORNIA, SECOND APPELLATE DISTRICT

CASE SUMMARY:

PROCEDURAL POSTURE: Petitioner challenged the
judgment of the Court of Appeal of California, Second
Appellate Districti affirming the lower court's ggng that
he had no gonstitutionai n'g]_:t to represent himself at his
criminal trial for grand theft, and affirming his convic-

tion.

OVERVIEW: Petitioner initially represented himself
against state charges of grand theft, but after the trial
court determined that petitioner had not intelligently and
knowingly waived his right to counsel, he appointed a

public defender, ruling that petitioner_had no constitu-
tional right to conduct his own defense. Petitioner was

convicted, the state appellate court affirmed the ruling
and the conviction, and the state supreme court denied
review. The United States Supreme Court granted certio-
rari and reversed and reman%ea, _g_______Eo Iding that the state
Emere————rT——
not constitutionally force a 1 itione
because he was literate, competent, and understanding,
and voluntarily exercised his informed free will. The
Court said that while the right to effective assistance of
counsel of U.S. Const. amend. VI was part of the due

process of law guaranteed by U.S. Const. amend. XIV to
defendants in state criminal courts, st upon

petitioner wu-u'ld not be an assistant, but a master, "Tepre-

senting" g legal fiction, The
Court gited the long history of the right of self-

@;ggegtatjon, and the consensus .of federal court author-
ity and state constitutions in support.

OUTCOME: The judgment was vacated and the case
was remanded. The court held that the_state could not
constitutionally force a lawyer upon petitioner because

he was literate, competent, and understanding, and vol-
untarily exercised his informed free will in waiving his
right to the assistance of counsel.

LexisNexis(R) Headnotes

Constitutional Law > Procedural Due Process > Scope
of Protection

Constitutional Law > Criminal Process > Assistance of
Counsel

[HN1] U.S. Const. amend. VI and XIV guarantee that a
person brought to trial in any state or federal court must
be afforded the right to the assistance of counsel before
he can be validly convicted and punished by imprison-
ment.

Criminal Law & Procedure > Trials > Defendant's
Rights > Right to Counsel > Effective Assistance
Criminal Law & Procedure > Appeals > Reversible
Error

[HN2] A California conviction will not be reversed on
grounds of ineffective assistance of counsel except in the

extreme case where the guality of representation was_so
poor as to render the frial a farce or a sham.

Constitutional Law > Criminal Process > Assistance of
Counsel
[HN3] The right to the assistance of counsel in U.S.

Const. amend. VI implicitly embodies a_correlative right
er's Eel :

to dispense with a laﬂ p

Constitutional Law > Criminal Process > Assistance of
Counsel

[HN4] An accused, in the exercise of a free and intelli-
gent choice, and with the considered approval of the
court, may waive trial by jury, and so likewise may he
competently and intelligently waive his constitutional
right to assistance of counsel.
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a
Note
Schwab conspired to eliminate the Constitutional Right of self-representation so they could frame citizens.
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Constitutional Law > Criminal Process > Assistance of
Counsel

[HN5] The constitution does not force a lawyer upon a
gefendant,

Constitutional Law > Criminal Process > Assistance of
Counsel
[HN6] See U.S. Const. amend. VI.

Constitutional Law > Substantive Due Process > State
Application of Bill of Rights

Constitutional Law > Criminal Process > Assistance of
Counsel

[HN7] Because rights under U.S. Copst,_amend, VI are
basic to our adversary system of criminal justice, they
are part of the due process of law that is guaranteed by
U.S. Const. amend. XIV to defendants in the criminal
courts of the states. The rights to notice, confrontation,
and compulsory process, when taken together, guarantee
that a criminal charge may be answered in a manner now
considered fundamental to the fair administration of

—————— .
American justice -- through the calling and mterrogatnon
of. favorable witnesses, the g ina ion t.:)f adverse
witnesses, and the orderl xplro'duct{on of evidence. In
short, the Amendment constitutionalizes the nght In an
adversary criminal trial to make a defense.

SYLLABUS:

The Sixth Amendment as made applicable to the
States by the Fourteenth puarantees that a iaefenaam ina
state criminal trial has an independent constitutional right
of self-representation and that he @ay proceed to W
himself without counsel when he voluntarily and intelli-
gently elects to do so; and in this case the

te_courts
orrad in fhrmine ao
& ;m io

e 3 B 9V o
Soiitiviacd abdlidi (1S W 0 deCeEpL a

state-appointed public defender and n denying his re-

e

(

II
In the federal courts, the right of self-representation

=——
rotected by statute since the beginnings ol our

Nation. Section 35 of the Judiciary Act of 178?, 1 Stat.

73, 92, enacted by the First Congress and signed by

President Washington one day before the Sixth Amend-

ment [*813] was proposed, all the
courts of the Uniled States,

provided that "in
co the partics mav plead and
manage their own causes personally or by the assistance

of.. counsel..." The right is currently codified in 28
US.C. § 1654.

Schwab—in violation of the Constitution and
in arrogant, egregious violations of U.S.
Supreme Court "rulings"--as the California
Deputy Attorney General, conspired to
eliminate the Sixth Amendment Right for the
ordinary, powerless citizens in California to

defend themselves. This was so Schwab, and
his accomplices in their racketeering schemes,
could falsely imprison, with their rigged
trials, anyone who exposed their racketeering
and organized crime. Or anyone they targeted
to steal their money and property. This was
"the goal" of Schwab and the State's Attorney
General's Office: to eliminate the Sixth
Amendment Right for the ordinary, private
citizens in California, so they could use
their bribed defense attorneys to block all
defense and rig convictions and create a huge

prison empire. Schwab and the Attorney
General's goal was to also control the
appellate attorneys that they selected,
assigned and bribed to block all effective

guest to conduct his own defense. Pp. 812-836.

Vacated and remanded.
COUNSEL:
Jerome B. Falk, Jr., by appointment of the Court,

417 U.S. 906, argued the cause for petitioner. With him /

ba tice bviefs was Rogey 5. Hangon,
owar: z Deputy Attorney General of

California, argued the cause for respondent. With him on
the brief were Evelle .J. Younger, Attornev General, Jack
R. Winkler. Chief Assistant Attorney General, 5. Clark
Moore,  Assistant Attorney General, and Russell

[uuigerfch and Donald J. Oeser, Deputy Attorneys Gen-
eral. *

)

appeal issues, so they could keep innocent
ordinary citizens falsely and illegally
imprisoned.

Schwab——after Robert Peernock, defending
himself, completely impeached the story and
testimony blaming him for the murder
"committed" by Schwab's accomplices——"staged"
an illegal second trial. And although Schwab
had "nmo jurisdiction" to stage this second
trial--using a story and testimony already
litigated and completely impeached and
dismissed as untrue——Schwab refused to allow
Robert Peernock his gquaranteed Constitutional
Right to defend himself, so Schwab could use
his bribed defense attorney to block all
defense and rig an illegal convictions.
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a
Note
Schwab and his buddy Judges repeatedly had Peernock beaten for requesting self-representation, his Constitutional Right.


































a
Note
Schwab didn’t care what the U.S. Supreme Court ''ordered,'' and Schwab continued to violate the Constitution to frame those targeted.







a
Note
Schwab, the A.G. and Governor conspired to retaliate and remove Judges who would not "take part" in corruption and Constitutional violations.



















a
Note
Although the Adjudication Trial proved the allegation as made-up and untrue, Schwab staged a rigged second trial with no defense allowed.










a
Note
Schwab and his buddy Judges retaliated against the Judge for allowing Peernock to defend himself and prove the allegations "untrue".







a
Note
Although acknowledging that ''Double Jeopardy'' forbids retrial, Schwab deliberatly violated  the U.S. Constitution.













a
Note
''Double Jeopardy'' forbids Schwab to stage a second trial, but all Judges covered up for Schwab's illegal and criminal acts.
















a
Note
Violation of Brady and Due Process for Schwab's conspiracy to hide defense evidence, but all Judges covered-up for Schwab.























































a
Note
Placing enemies, as bribed defense attorneys, in the defense camp is common and any Judge who condemns this is attacked and removed.
















a
Note
Schwab and his buddy Judges bribed each defense attorney ''to block'' all defense.







a
Note
Judges rigging juries is common, and Schwab got a "law passed" to cover-up their Constitutional Violation to imprison innocent citizens.

























a
Note
Judges give corrupt Cops the jury list, but block the jury list to innocent citizens to cover-up the Judges' criminal jury rigging.
















a
Note
Judges reward Cops for framing innocent citizens, and conspire with the corrupt Cops to steal taxpayers' money.
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