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Charles E. Collins, III
2642 Augusta Drive N. - 108 Brunswick Road

Clearwater, Florida 34621 - Troy, New York 12180

May 21,1993

T O :

United States Supreme Court
United States Congress
P r e s i d e n t B i l l C l i n t o n
New York State Court of Appeals
G o v e r n o r M a r i o C u o m o

Attorney General Janet Reno
W i l l i a m S e s s i o n s - F B I
John Simpson - Secret Service
U . S . M a r s h a l l S e r v i c e
New York State Legislature

THE FOLLOWINGDEMANDS ARE TO BE MET BY NOON FRIDAY MAY 28,1993

First, let me state that these demands and the actions that I am fosroed to take would not be
necessary had it not been for the federal judiciaiy, including the current United States Supreme
Court, holding that citizens of the United States and veterans who have served our country and their
feanily members are no longer entitled to the protection of their constitutional and civil rights. That
litigants can be charged, tried, convicted and sentenced to jaQ in secret criminal trials, that their
prcqperty and the property ofthdr family can be taken as a punishment in a secret trial \diere the
accused is denied all of his constitutional ri^ts. That litigants can be deprived of their children if
th^ refuse to forfeit their consfitutional rights and/or pay the extortion demands of the judge and
attorneys involved in the case. The current United States Siqneme Court justices are an absolute
disgrace to the int^rity of the United States Supreme Court This is the first Siqneme Court, in over
200 years of history, to ever hold that litigants can be tried, convicted and sentenced to jail in secret
trials. They have also placed themselves, federal and state court judges and attorneys above the
law. They must be removed from office! They wiU be removed finm office!

1. A federal injunction is to be issued against the New York State Family Court and/or any
other state court preventing them from holding any trial, civil or criminal, in secret. This would
include a charge of contempt for failure to pay support pursuant to court order. The New York State
judiciary is currently holding thousands of secret criminal trials for contempt each year where
the accused is being deliberately denied his or her constitutional rights. Family Court Act § 433 is
to be declared unconstitutional as it closes the court during a criminal proceeding.

I would refer you to my documentation and in C, (1948) 68 S.Ct. 499:

[7] ... Summary trials for alleged misconduct called contempt of court have NOT been
regarded as an exception to this universal rule against secret trials.

[8] ... no court in this country has ever before held, so far as we can find, that an accused can
be tried, convicted and sent to jail, when everybody else is denied entrance to the court, except
the judge and his attaches. And without exception all courts have held that an accused is at the
vmy least entitled to have his friends, relatives and counsd present, no matter what offense
he has been charged.

[15] Nor is there any reason suggested why "demoralization of the court's authority" would
have resulted from giving the petitioner a reasonable opportunity to appear and offer a
defense in open court to the charge of peijuiy or to the charge of contempt

[16] It is the 'law of the land" that no man's life, liberty or property may be forfeited as a
punishment until there has bemi a charge fairly made and fairly tried in a public tribunaL
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and Matter of Chase. Family Court, 446 N.Y.S.2d 1000 (1982), 112 Misc.2d 436:

[1] Richmond Newspapers. Inc. v. Virginia. — U.S. —, 100 S.Ct. 2814, commands respect not
only for its holding but for its jurisprudential and conceptual underpinnings. The Supreme
Court instructs that all trials, civil and criminal, are presumptively open, in vindication of
an independent right of access of the public and the press. Indeed, RichnionH. at 100 S.Ct.
2829-30, holds "tiiat the rig^t to attend criminal trials is implicit in the guarantees of the First
Amendment.... Absent an overriding interest articulated in findings, the trial of a
criminal case must be open to the public."

[2] The opinion of the Chief Justice and concurring opinions demonstrate unequivocally
that the historical and analjdical bases for the public rig^t of access in criminal trials
pertain equally to civil proceedings. Those grounds reflect a profound Anglo-American
commitment to open justice in criminal and civil proceedings. As identified in RirhmnnH,
supra, which treats each ground comprehensively:

2. The immediate release of any parent who is currently serving either straight time or
weekends in jail for non-payment of support or for any alleged crime where he or she did not
receive a public trial whether or not they demanded one.

3. A federal injimction mandating that the New York State Family Court or the State
Supreme Court inform any parent who is to be punished pursuant to Family Court Act Section 454
what his or her potential maximum penalty is and that if it exceeds six months in jail or a $5000.00
fine or both they are entitled to a jury trial. Family Court Act § 435 is to be declared unconstitutional
as it deprives a litigant of a jury trial when his potential maximum sentence exceeds six months in
jail, or a $5,000.00 fine or both.

4. I want a guarantee that both my constitutional and civil rights will be enforced including
my right to sue those who have participated in the violation of my constitutional and civil rights
piu-suant to Civil Rights Act Title 42 Sections 1983 and 1985.1 have been willing to settle out of court
but why should the State and the attorneys want to settle when they can take a litigant's children
and sentence him to jail in a secret trial as a punishment for suing for the violation of his civil
and constitutional rights?

5. I want to argue all of the legal questions that I have raised in my documentation before the
United States Supreme Court. I am referring to my documentation titled "U.S. Supreme Court
holds it will not protect constitutional rights" dated March 31,1993. They are to rule on everything.
My U.S. Supreme Court docket number was 91-1552 and my mother's was 91-1891.

A copy of this documentation is being sent to each of the persons named above and to each of
the U.S. Supreme Court Justices. It is also being sent to the clerk of the Senate Judiciary Committee,
clerk of the House Judiciary Committee, clerk of the N.Y.S. Senate Judiciary Committee and the
clerk of the N.Y.S. Assembly Judiciary Committee.

6. A federal order directing the immediate return of my mother's real property to her or in
the alternative that Judge James and the State of New York guarantee payment of $1,500.00 per
month with payments to begin on June 1,1993 as long as my ex-wife remains in the house as
possession of the property was taken during a secret criminal trial in which my mother was told to
leave the courtroom. It has also been documented that Judge James had no authority to give
possession of the property to my ex-wife as he lacked subject matter jurisdiction to determine
possession of the property as well as personal jurisdiction over my mother to take her property as
she was not a party to the proceeding. I was charged with a crime and my mother's property was
taken as a punishment. This was an illegal proceeding. My mother has been attempting to get her
property back but the state courts are refusing to take any action until I can be tried, convicted and
sentenced to jail in a secret trial. This is fully documented.

G o d B l e s s A m o i e a — J u s t i c e a n d t h e U n i t e d S t a t e s C o n s t i t u t i o n b e P r e s e r v e d f o r A U
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7. That my mother be compensated by the State of New York and the attorneys who have been
involved in the deprivation of her constitutional and civil rights as documented in her complaints. A
trial date is to be set or there is to be a settlement. My mother has documented that it has cost her
approximately $1,000.00 a month which includes taxes, insurance mortgage pa3nnent, etc. Judge
James gave possession of the property to my ex-wife on April 22,1986. Total - 85 months at $1,000.00 per
month is $85,000.00. This $85,000.00 has nothing to do with the amount of money she is entitled to for
damages for the deliberate and malicious violation of her constitutional and civil rights by those
acting under color of state law. My mother has not named all of the attorneys or state officials that she
is entitled to damages against. She is to be allowed to amend her complaint.

8. That my step-father, Everett G. King, be compensated for the violation of his constitutional
and civil rights by Judge L. Foster James. Judge James was fully aware that he lacked subject
matter jurisdiction and personal jurisdiction to take possession of Mr King's 1/3 interest in the
house and give it to Ms Carella. He also forced Mr King to appear for my trial to give testimony
even though Mr King had two heart attacks and a stroke at the time and his doctor had written a
letter stating that this could have tremendous stress on his heart. Judge James lacked subject
matter jurisdiction over the issues during the proceeding pursuant to the state constitution and
therefore, he had no authority to force Mr King to appear. Mr King was then denied his right to be
in the courtroom during my trial. Also, Hearing Examiner Warner denied both my parents
access to the hearing in which he determined I was to be sentenced to jail and he told them they
were to continue to be under subpoena. He had no authority to do this. Mr King did not file suit in
federal court because I was sanction over $8,000.00 for demanding that I receive a public trial, etc.
and my mother was sanctioned over $1,500.00 for filing suit for the violation of her constitutional
and civil rights. Mr King did not want to have to pay those who have violated his rights by being
sanctioned by the court. Mr King is also a world war two veteran who served in the Indo-China-
Burma theater. Is this how we treat our veterans? Take their property in secret trials and sentence
their children to jail in order to extort money or property from them?

9. A Congressional investigation into the deliberate and malicious violation of Civil and
Constitutional Rights by both the New York State Judiciary, the Department of Justice for the
Northern District of New York and the Federal Judiciary.

a. That United States Supreme Court Chief Justice William H. Reinquist, James L. Oakes -
Chief Judge - U.S. Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit and District Court Judge Thomas J.
McAvoy along with the other federal judges involved in my case and in my mother's case
testify as to why they are allowing litigants to be tried, convicted and sentenced to jail in
secret criminal trials. Why litigants who demand their constitutional rights to a public
trial, due process, equal protect of the law, etc. are being sanctioned by the federal courts.

b. To have the Justice Department for the Northern District of New York state why they are
refiising to stop the oppression of constitutional and civil rights by those addng under color of
state law. I would refer you to my documentation concerning the violation of state and
federal penal laws and in particular: Title 18 - Federal Crimes - Section 241 - Conspiracy
against Civil Rights:

If two or more persons conspire to injiu-e, oppress, threaten, or intimidate any citizen in the
free exercise or enjoyment of any right or privilege secured by him by the Constitution or
laws of the United States, or because of his having so exercised the same; * * * They shall be
fined not more than $10,000.00 or imprisoned not more than 10 years or both;...

I have fully dociunented that the United States Supreme Court, the Federal Court of Appeals
for the Second Circuit, the Federal District Court for the Northern Distaict of New York, the New
York State Court of Appeals, the New York State Supreme Court, the State Appellate Court for the
Third Judicial District, the New York State Family Court and the New York State Attorney
General's office have conspired to oppress my constitutional rights to a public trial, jury trial, due
process, equal protection of the law, etc. and my civil rights as specified in the Civil Rights Act,

God Bless America—May Justice and the United States Constitution be Preserved for All



4

Title 42 Sections 1983 and 1985. They have conspired to injure me by having me tried, convicted
and sentenced to jail in a secret trial and to deprive me of my children. They have sanctioned me
over $8,000.00 in order to intimidate me and have issued a warrant for my arrest because I have
demanded my constitutional rights and refuse to forfeit them. This is a threat to keep me out of the
State of New York for if I come back into New York State I face immediate incarceration.

c. Justice Reinquist should state why he and the state and federal court judges and attorneys
should not be held accountable for the oppression of constitutional and civil rights.

All the Supreme Court Justices should be given a public opportunity to explain their actions in
the oppression of constitutional and civil rights. In order to preserve the integrity of the United
States Supreme Court the current Supreme Court judges should be allowed to resign and no
criminal charges should be brought against them. On the other hand, if they refuse to resign they
should be impeached and criminal charges should be brought against them.

The United States cannot afford a Supreme Court that refuses to uphold the United States
Constitution and protect constitutional and civil rights. The citizens of this country will not submit
to the deprivation of their constitutional and civil rights by government officials.

d. In my complaint 91-CV-0349 (NDNY) U.S. Court of Appeals # 91-77031 documented the
following in 269 pages with 155 exhibits including pages of transcripts, violation petitions, court
decisions and orders, correspondence, etc. totaling approximately 600 pages. I have been tried,
convicted and sentenced to jail on numerous occasions and the following has taken place:

1. I have been denied my right to a public trial in all instances.
2. I have been denied my right to a jury trial in all instances.
3. I was not informed of my right to counsel and when I did have coimsel I have been
denied my right to effective assistance of counsel.
4. Counsel has refused to protect my right to a pubhc trial, jury trial, etc. when asked to do so.
5. I have been denied my right to cross-examine witnesses against me.
6. I have been denied my right to subpoena witnesses on my behalf.
7. I have been forced to self-incriminate myself. The court has refused to allow me to
explain or give a defense for my actions.
8. Even though I have filed motion papers with the court, the court has refiised to inform
me of the nature and cause of some of the allegations against me.
9. Evidence has been suppressed that would show my innocence.
10. During the secret criminal proceedings my parents property has been taken firom
them as a punishment even though the judge lacked both subject matter jurisdiction over
the property and personal jurisdiction over my parents. My mother was not allowed in
the courtroom during the proceeding. My parents have been denied access to other
hearings and trials.
11. The Saratoga County Support Collection Unit has filed criminal charges against me
that they knew to be false, my support checks were stolen in order for them to have criminal
charges filed against me, documents have been back dated, documents have been altered,
they supplied my ex-wife's attorney with documentation to be used in court against me that
they knew contained false information and information that could not be verified.
12. The judges have made numerous statements of fact that they knew were false in their
decisions and orders in violation of state law. In one decision their were over 20
statements of fact that the judge knew to be false in order to sentence me to jail. The facts
were designed to fit the decisions instead of the decisions fitting the facts.

e. Why have the federal judges refused to protect my constitutional and civil rights, as well
as the rights of thousands of other parents who have been charged with contempt of court for failure
to pay support pursuant to court order, to a public trial? Why have they refused to address the
constitutionality of Family Court Act Section 433 as it closes the court to the public in a criminal
proceeding in violation of the First, Sixth and Fourteenth Amendments to the United States

God Bless America—May Justice and the United States Constitution be Preserved for All
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Constitution and applicable U.S. Supreme Court rulings?

f. Why have the federal judges refused to address the issue of the constitutionality of Family
Court Act Section 435 as it deprives a litigant of a jury trial when he or she faces a potential
maximirai sentence that exceeds six months in jail, or a $5000.00 fine or both under state statute?

g. Why are the federal court judges refusing to address the issue of whether the New York
State Constitution, state statute or case law expressly deprived the family court judges of subject
matter jurisdiction to render any order concerning the enforcement or modifications of my
supreme court divorce decree and thereby holding them personally liable for their actions?

h. To address the issue why the U.S. Attorney General's Office for the Northern District of
New York has conspired with state officials to allow the state to hold secret criminal trials, deprive
a person of their property without due process, to allow the state court judges to use their positions for
extortion and why the Department of Justice made statements of fact in their brief to the federal
district court that they knew to be false.

10. The New York State Legislature is to immediately repeal those laws that it has passed
that violate the New York State Constitution and/or the United States Constitution. I have fully
documented the state statutes that violate the New York State Constitution and/or the Federal
Constitution and why they violate them.

By refusing to hear my appeal, the United States Supreme Court has held for the first time that
an individual charged with a crime is not entitled to a public trial, is not entitled to a jury trial as
the potential maximum sentence exceeds six months in jail, or a $5000.00 fine or both under state
statute, is not entitled to a court of proper jurisdiction, is not entitled to assistance of counsel for his
defense, that a litigant can be charged, tried and sentenced to jail in secret and that another's
property can be taken as a punishment. I have also used the transcripts of the proceedings to
document that I have been refused my constitutional rights to cross examine witnesses against me,
to call witnesses on my behalf, to know what the nature and content of some of the accusations
against me, that I was forced to testify against myself and then denied my right to present evidence
to the contraiy or to explain my actions.

For Governor Cuomo - You are always taking about constitutional and civil rights. How do
you explain New York being the most repressive State in the United States. Your office has been
fully aware of everything that has been taking place in the state and federal court proceedings.
Have you been using your influence to cover up for these corrupt officials? Did you authorize
Attorney General Abrams' office to have me tried and sentenced to jail in a secret trial? Why
don't you do something about the violation of constitutional and dvil rights? Are you a hjrpocrite?
How would you like having your children taken away from you in a secret trial? Have your
property taken away firom you in a secret trial? Be sentenced to jail in a secret trial? Have your
constitutional and civil rights taken away? From what I see - your all mouth and no action!

Though, I do not believe at this time in Willisun Shakespear's adage, "First, let's kill all the
lawyers," I do believe that we are headed in that direction if the lawyers and judges continue to
deliberately and maliciously violate and deprive litigants of their constitutional and civil rights.
We have hundreds of thousands of families that are being destroyed and terrorized by the judicial
system each year that is the direct result of the violation of constitutional and civil rights by our
court systems. It is the attorneys, who are the only ones making money off these proceedings, and
who are dehberately violating the law!! The longer the case takes, the more money the attorney
makes. The attorney has a financial interest in perpetuating the case. THIS MUST END. THE
COURTS MUST BE OPEN TO THE PUBLIC. CONSTITUTIONAL AND CIVIL RIGHTS MUST
B E P R O T E C T E D ! !

Black's Law Dictionary -1979 - page 452 - Duress - Duress consists in any illegal
imprisonment, or legal imprisonment used for an illegal purpose, or threats of bodily harm or

God Bless America—May Justice and the United States Constitution be Preserved for All
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other harm, or other means amounting to or tending to coerce the will of another, and actually
inducinghimtodoanactcontraiy tohisfiree wUL * * * One who, under pressure of an unlawfiil
threat fiK>m another human being to harm him (or to harm a third person), commits what would
otherwise he a crime may, under some circumstances, bejustified in doing what he did and thus
not he guilty of he crime in question.

I face an illegal imprisonment as the trial is to be held in secret and I am being denied a jury
trial as I face a potential sentence that exceeds 6 months in jail or a $5,000.00 fine or both. I have
also documented that the proceeding is to have me sentenced to jail in order to extort over
$100,000.00 from my parents and to give my ex-wife a superior bargaining position in the supreme
court proceedings.

The Declaration of Independence states in part:

We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal, that they are endowed
by their Creator with certain unalienable Rights, that among these are Life, Liberty, and the
pursuit of Happiness.

That to secure these rights. Governments are instituted among Men, deriving their just
powers from fhe consent of fhe governed.

That ^en any Form of Government becomes destructive of fhese ends, it is the Ri^t of fhe
People to alter it or abolish it, and to institute new Government, laying its foundation on such
principles and organizing its powers in such form, as to them shall seem most likely to effect their
Safety and Happiness. Prudence, indeed, will dictate that Governments long established should
not be changed for light and transient causes; and accordingly all experience hath shown, that
mankind are more disposed to suffer, while evils are sufferable, than to right themselves by
abolishing the forms to which they are accustomed. But when a long train of abuses and
usurpations, pursuing invariably the same Object, evinces a design to reduce them under absolute
Despotism, it is their ri^t, it is their duty, to throw off such Government, and to provide new
Guards for their future security.

The Federal Judiciary has allowed the New York State government to:

1. Pass laws that violate the United States Constitut ion.

2. Take away our right to a public trial.

3. Take away our right to a jury trial as the potential maximum sentence that can be imposed
exceeds six months in jail, or a $5000.00 fine or both.

4. Take away our right to due process and equal protection of the law.

5. The state and federal court judges are refusing to protect constitutional and civil rights
and are participating in the oppression of constitutional and civil rights.

6. The judges are depriving litigants of their children if they refuse to forfeit their
constitutional and civil r ights.

7. The judges are depriving litigants of their children if they refuse to pay the extortion
demands of the judge(s) and attorneys involved in the case.

8. The judges are charging one person with and crime and taking another's property as a
punishment while depriving that person of his or her right to be in the courtroom.

President Kennedy stated: Ask not what your country can do for you, but ask what you can do
for your coimtry!

God Bless America—May Justice and the United States Constitution he Preserved for All
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Getting rid of corrupt government officials - who are deliberately violating and covering up
the violation constitutional and civil rights. That is what I intend to do for my countiy!

The following are some of the options that are available to me if the United States Congress
and the U.S. Supreme Court refuse to protect Constitutional and Civil rights.

1. Do I firebomb state or federal office buildings? The Empire State Plaza would be a perfect
target. (Underground parking — Remember the World Trade Center?)

2. Do I kidnap state or federal officials and hold them for ransom for our constitutional and
civil rights?

3. Do I kidnap their children? Parents have been and continue to be illegally deprived of
their children. I have documented that because I have refused to forfeit my constitutional and
civil rights I am no longer allowed to see my children.

4. Do I take over a law school class room and hold future lawyers hostage or just bomb the law
school so they can see what will happen if they intend to follow in the footsteps of other lawyers
in the violation of constitutional and civil rights? (Are N.Y.S. law schools teaching students
how to violate constitutional and civil rights?)

5. Do I firebomb law offices throughout the state or take lawyers as prisoners and hold them
as hostages?

6. Do I firebomb attorneys and judges homes?

7. Do I start mailing letter bombs to attorneys offices, government offices, etc.?

8. Do I take action during the Belmont or during Saratoga racing season? Do you want to
risk the interruption of these races on live national TV?

9. Do I force a boycott against New York State until it changes its policies? How many
companies are going to move to a state where their employees will face the loss of their
constitutional and civil rights? Maybe we should go after companies who do business with
the state? The Belmont race would be a good place to start. South Africa was boycotted for its
oppression of rights as well as other countries. New York should not be any different!

10. Do I go after the legislators who passed these laws that violate our constitutional rights?

I have no intention of taking any action if fhe federal government complies with my
demands. I have not demanded anything that I am not enthled to, or my parents are entitled to or
other citizens of the United States who hiqipen to reside in New York State are entitled to under fhe
Declaration of Independence (1776), the United States Constitution (1787), the Bill of R^its (1791),
the New York State Constitution, the Federal Civil Ri^ts Act and case law. I am not the one who
has been violating the law and it is my ri^t and my duty pursuant to the Declaration of
Independence to take the actions that I am taking.

If I decide to take hostages my only demands are going to be that constitutional and civil
rights be enforced for all. All the hostages will get to read this documentation. Is the federal or state
government going to order the assassination of these hostages in order to keep them fi*om talking
about why they were taken hostage in the first place?

Based upon the violation of my rights I do not believe that there is a juiy in this coimtry that
would find me guilty. I am willing to take vdiat ever action is necessazy to protect and defend the
United States Constitution against a comqit government.

God Bless America—May Justice and fhe United States Constitution be Preserved for AH
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Judge James, referring to the petitions I filed dated 8/19/87; 9/8/87, and 9/18/87 made the
following statement on November 20,1987:

"However, I would like to state for the record that among the allegations being made in these
papers are personal attacks that Mr Collins has made on myself and Hearing Examiner
Warner, which is unfortunate but I assume is a result of the extreme frustration and anger
Mr Collins has felt and esqierieneed over the last couple of years, and probably
understandable. However, he should be assured no speciEd treatment or consideration has
been given to this file, no action has been taken or withheld to assist or harm Mr Collins or
Ms Carella, and that this case has been handled no differently than any other. No special
consideration was given to any party or to any consideration."

The state and federal employees have not begun to feel the extreme frustration and anger that
I have experienced over the past seven years dealing with a corrupt state and federal judiciary. I
have been illegally denied my children, have been forced to flee the state because of the violation of
my constitutional rights, there is a warrant for my arrest because I refused to appear for trial in a
closed coiutroom in violation of the United States Constitution. I have nothing but contempt for the
state and federal judiciaries. Th^ are corrupt. And this corruption and the violation of
constitutional and civil ri^ts is going to mid!! These judges and attorneys want their $8,000.00
that I have to pay for them for violating my constitutional and civil ri^ts. They will get it in
spades. This is not a threat - It is a feet!

The judges and attorneys believe in terrorism. They are terrorizing hundreds of thousands
of families each year with their illegal actions. I do not want to become a terrorist! I do not believe
in terrorism. But if I have to become a terrorist in order to preserve and defend ihe United States
C o n s t i t u t i o n — I W I L L ! ! T h e c h o i c e i s t h e i r ' s .

This government is a disgrace when it refuses to protect constitutional and civil rights and
its citizens have to resort to terrorism in order to have their rights protected and enforced.

Justice Reinquist, the other judges of the Supreme Court and the other state and federal
employees have shown the contempt that they have for constitutional and civil rights. Would they
allow this to happen to their children? In order to shut me up and to cover up their illegal actions in
the deprivation of constitutional and dvil rights is Justice Reinquist going to order my
assassination, or is it going to be Attorney General Reno, the Justice Department, New York
Attorney General Abrams, Governor Cuomo, the New York State Coiu-t of Appeals? Some other
government agen(?y? They have all shown that they have nothing but contempt for our laws and no
respect for individual rights or the United States Constitution. Were these government officials
just giving lip service when that swore to defend the Constitution of the United States? Is the
protection of their brotherhood their first priority? I have documented that four people are dead
because of the deprivation of constitutional rights.

Up to this point I was willing to appear before any public tribunal where my constitutional
and civil rights would be protected. At this point, I do not believe that any court is going to protect
my rights. If I turn myself in, I will probably never see the outside again or will I ever be allowed a
public trial to present my case. Therefore, I will only appear before an open United States
Congressional investigation that is investigating the violation of constitutional and civil rights
by the federal judiciary.

Inscribed above the fi-ont entrance to the Supreme Coiurt building are the words "Equal justice
under law". The is no justice when the U.S. Supreme Court authorizes the denial of constitutional
and civil rights by state and federal officials. For over 200 years of this country's history secret
trials have been outlawed. Today, our Supreme Court is allowing them. These nine "so-called"
justices are a disgrace to principles upon which this country was foimded and they must be
r e m o v e d f r o m o f fi c e .

God Bless America—May Justice and the United States Constitution be Preserved for All
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President Clinton, when he nominated Janet Reno as U.S. Attorney General stated:

She's demonstrated throughout her career a commitment to principles I want to see
enshrined at the Justice Department: No one is above the law, that our legal system must
protect the innocent and punish the wrongdoers, that promise of equal protection under law
must be a reality for eveiy American.

Have the justices of the United States Supreme Court conspired to oppress constitutional and
civil rights? By allowing secret criminal trials to be held in violation of the United States
Constitution this is exactly what they are doing. They are violating Title 18, Section 241. Are they
above the law? What right do they have to take away a persons constitutional and civil rights?

March 10, 1993 - Speaking on her own behalf, Reno said, "Attacking violent crime, drug
trafficking and public corruption must be the first priority of the department, and if you confirm
me, it will be."

March 13,1993 - Reno said "What I want to do is to build a great department, a department
that's marked by excellence, that marked by integrity, and that reflects America. Where people
feel it's their Justice Department."

Attorney General Reno - On April 7, 1993 the St. Petersburg Times stated "Reno: 'Make
justice a reality for all' - Reno said they should address each issue with one overriding question:
"What is the right thing to do."

Parade Magazine May 2,1993 • Reno answered "There's a sign at the entrance to the
Attorney General's office that says 'The United States wins its point where its citizens gets justice
i n t h e c o u r t s . ' "

January 20, 1993 - Zoe Baird during her nomination hearing stated "I think people are fairly
questioning whether there are classes of people who hold themselves above the law."

Title 5 § 3331: Oath of office for federal employees:

An individual, except the President, elected or appointed to an office of honor or profit
in the civil service or uniformed services, shall take the following oath: 'I,..., do
solemnly swear (or afBrm) that I will support and defimd the Ck>nstitution of the
United States against all enemies, foreign and domestic; that I will bear true faith
and allegiance to tibie same; that I take this obligation freely, without any mental
reservation or purpose of evasion; and that I will well and faithfiiUy discharge the
duties of the office on which I am about to enter. So hdp me God."

Does this oath mean an3rthing? To the Supreme Court judges it doesn't!

Respectfully yours

Charles E. Collins, III

1. Saratoga Star paper dated April 25,1990 to individuals above - clerks of others hsted.
2. Saratoga Star paper dated May 22,1990 to individuals above - clerks of others listed.
3. Paper July 15,1992 titled A Constitutional Crisis - to all individuals above, all 100 U.S.
Senators, to U.S. House Judiciary members on the Subcommittee on Crime and Criminal Justice
and the Subcommittee on Civil and Constitutional Rights and the House leaders of both parties.
4. May 1993 paper - to all individuals above, all 100 U.S. Senators, to U.S. House Judiciary
members on the Subcommit tee on Cr ime and Cr iminal Just ice s ind the Subcommit tee on Civ i l and
Constitutional Rights and the House leaders of both parties. Also to New York State Senators and
Assembl3unan on the respective judiciary committees.
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