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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 TO DO WAS A

VIOLATION OF THE GUARANTEED CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS OF THE

ORDINARY, POWERLESS CITIZENS IN CALIFORNIA.
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

No. 73-5772

422 U.S. 806; 95 S. C1. 2525; 45 L. Ed. 2d 562; 1975 U.S. LEXIS 83

COlfStitutiollal Law> Procedural Due Process> Scope
ofProtectioll
Constitutional Law> Criminal Process> Assistance of
Counsel
[HNI] U.S. Consl. amend. VI and XlV guarantee that a
person brought to trial in any state or federal court must
be afforded the right to the assistance Of coullsel before
he can be validly convicted and punished by imprison­
ment.

he was literale, competent, and wlderstanding, and vol­
untarily exercised his informed free will in waiving his
right to the assislance of counsel.

LexisNexis(R) Headnotes

,.

Crimillal Law & Procedure > Trials > Defelldallt'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 quality of representation was so
poor as to render the trial a farce or a sham. -

Constitutional Law> Criminal Process> Assistance of
Counsel
[HN3] The right to the assistance of counsel in U.S.
Canst. amend. VI. impliCitl'h embodies a correlative right
to dispense with a lawyer's eip.

COllstitutional 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 cOWlsel.

OUTCOME: The judgmenl was vacated and the case
was remanded. The court held that the state could no!
constitutionally force a lawyer upon p~eT because

lARETTA v. CALIFORNIA

PROCEDURAL POSTURE: Petitioner challenged the
Judgmenl of the Court of Appeal of California, Second
Appellate District. affirming the lower court's ruling that
he. h~d no ~onstitutional right to represent himself at his
cnmmaJtnal for grand theft, and affirming his convic­
tion.

422 U.S. 806, *; 95 S. Ct. 2525, **;
45 L. Ed. 2d 562, **'; 1975 U.S. LEXlS 83

PRIOR HISTORY:

CERTIORARI TO THE COURT OF APPEAL OF
CALIFORNIA, SECOND APPELLATE DISTRlCT

CASE SUMMARY:

Page I

Argued November 19, 1974
June 30, 1975

OVERVIEW: Petitioner initially represented himself
against stale charges of grand theft, but after the trial
court detennined that petitioner had not intelligently and
knowingly waived his right to counsel, he appointed a
pubhc defender, ruling that petitioner had no constitu­
tional right to conduct his own defense. Petitioner was
convicted, the state appellate court affmned the ruling
and the conviction, and the state supreme court denied
review. The United Stales su~eme Court granted certio­
rari and reversed and reman ed, hOldmg that the state
could not constitu~ionally force a lawyer upon petjtioner
because he was !tierate, competent, and understanding,
and voluntarily exercised his informed free will. The
Court said that while the right to eiIective assistance of
counsel of U.S. Const. amend. VI was part of the due
process of law guaranteed by U.S. Canst. amend. XlV to
de~e~dants in state criminal courts, Gmmsel thrust upon
.peh~lo~~r w~u.ld not be an assistant. but a master,~
sentmg pehtlQoer Only tbrouO"h a legal fiction The
Court .• the long history of the right of self­
representation. and the consensus-.of federal court author­
ity and state constitutions in su·pport.

a
Note
Schwab conspired to eliminate the Constitutional Right of self-representation so they could frame citizens.
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422 U.S. 806, *; 95 S. Ct. 2525, **;

45 L. Ed. 2d 562, ***; 1975 U.S. LEXIS 83

CmtStitutinnal Law> Criminnl Process> Assistance of
Counsel
[1-IN5] The constitution does not force a lawyer upon a
defendant.

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

Constitutional Law> Substantive Due Process> Stale
Application ofBill ofRights
COllstitutional 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
arc 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 fuodamental to tl,e fair administration of
American justice -- through the calling and interro~ation

of favorable witnesses, the c(Ossj(xawmation of a verse
witnesses, and the orderly introduction of evidence. In
short, the Amendment constitutionalizes the nght III an
adversary criminal trial to make a defense.

SYLLABUS:

The Sixt~ Amendment as made applicable to tbe
Stales by the !'ollTteenth guarantees that a defendant in a
state cdminal trial.has an independent constitutional right
o~ self-rep.resentatlon and that he may proceed to~
h,mself WlthoUl counsel when he voluntarily and intelli­
gently. elects .to do ~~; and in this case the slate courts
"'!T"'~ m f?rcmg pet~ti.vt.icr <:'';;li:\$l his vriii io ·accept a
statc.appomted public defender and in denying his re­
guest to conduct his own defense. Pp. 812-836.
Vacated and remanded.

COUNSEL:

Jerome B. Folk, Jr., by appointment of the Court,
417 U.S. 906, argued the cause for petitioner. With him
on tke blitrs \\'~. Roge" S:;.;,..:::7'!:J!!!"'1fO!1'''l,... ----

. HOl~'ard J Sch1Wh Deputy Attorney General of
CahCorma, argued the cause for respondent. With him on
the b~iefwere E~e/le.l. Younger, Attorney General. Jack
R. W,nkler. Chief Assistant Attorney General, S. ClarK
Moore,. Assistant Attorney General, and Russell
Jungench and DOl/aid J Oeser, Deputy Attorneys Gen­
eral. *

II
I

In the federal courts, the right of self-representation
has beep protected by statute since the beginnings of our
Nation. Section 35 of the Judiciary Act of 1789, 1 Stat.
73, 92, eoaeted by the First Congress and signed by
President Washington one day before tl,e Sixth Amend­
ment [*813] was proposed, provided that lIin all the
courts of the {'piled States, the panics may plead and
manage their own causes personally or by the assistance

:of... counseL .." The right is currently codified in 28
U.S.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 ord1nary, private
citizens in california, so they could use
their bribed defense attorneys to block all
defense and rig convictions and =eate a huge
p£ison 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
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 acconplices--"staged"
an illegal second trial. And although Schwab
had "no jurisdiction" to stage this second
trial--using a story and testimony already
litigated and coopletely i.ntJeached and
dismissed as untrue- Schwab refused to allow
Robert Peernock his guaranteed Constitutional
Right to defend himself, so Schwab could use
.his bribed defense attorney to block all
defense and rig an illegal convictions.













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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