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STATE OF THE ART?

Ey: Chuck Christman

The sex offender treatment
design team have modified
and added speciality groups,
and other mandated programs,
to the original program over
the eight vears T have been
treatment. In  the “Treatment
Contracts” signcd by paticnts to bhe
accepted into the Phasc Bl treatment
through Phasc 1V it mentions thal all
informalion collected will be uscd (or
research  statistical purpose, This
conflidentially is watered down by
introducing reguirements for poly-
graph tests, PPG test, and then this
information is made available for State
Evaluators to use in re-commitment
reports given to the Court and
District Attorney. Group rules of
confidentially are agreed upon by
patient participants which arc limitcd
to not disclosing information about
participants outside thc groups. The
Phasc trcatmenl groups are | 1/2
hours per week. Previous mandatory
programs required more iime and
addivional work assignments, If the
interdiseiplinary leam recommends
substance abuse classes, patients are
sent to AA or NA meetings which are
monitored by staff.

There is a problem advancing
through the Phases in a timely
manacr. Treatment team clinigians
have the prerogative to hold back
patients on numerqus reason. Many
times certain required groups arc
delaved, or not offcred in certain
quartcrs, and this extcnds the time the
paticni s held back from compleiing
& Phase.

In my opinion, lthere are several
improvements which could be -
Continucd on page 8

A NEW CONSTITUTION?
AMERICA AT ITS BEST!
By R. Tetort
Most of us are aware of our
seemingly out-of-control judicial
system, ir which judges are ruling
more on their opinion instead of
properly interproting the Cons-
titution. But, why is that? The
philosophy of Relativism is the core

CAUse.

Relativism is a dangerous way of
thinking thal now greatly uadcrlics
and influences our law, government,
education svslem, psvchopolitics,
and our way of life in America.
Relativism is defined as “a view that
ethical truths depend on the
individuals and the groups holding
them.” The encyclopedia Britannica
describes Relativism as: “What is
right or wrong and good or bad is
not absolute but variable and
relative, depending on the person,
circumstancs, or social situation..”
{Ethical-Rclativism,
www . britannica.com). In other
words, Relativism says “there are no
absolule standards.” (Originsl intend,
by David Barton;, Wallbuilder press,
2000, Aledo, TX; The courts,
Constitution, and Religion, at p 227)

This humasnistic mind-set makes
man the measure of all things and
gach man his own measure.
Relativism claims that behaviors, are
just alternate kinds of behavior {i.e.
paraphitias, incest, €te.). Behaviors
which are to be appreciated as
acceptable in some cultures and not
others.  Relativism urges suspension
of judgement about right or wrong, as

the timcs change.
Continved on page 2.

REDEFINING LIFE’S EVERY
PROBLEM AS A MENTAL
DISORDER
From the Citivens Commission on Human

Rights Intemations] Mental “Discase” Dy
Design Jan Eastages, President, COOHRI

Have wou ever heard of Lhe
[ollowing mental disorders? Reading
Disorder, Disruptive Behavior
Diserder, Disorder of  Written
Expression, Mathematics Disorder,
Caffeine Intoxication,, Nicotine
Withdrawal Disorder, Noncom-
pliance with Treatment Disorder, or
Pariner Relation problem?

These are a few of the 374 mental
disorders that psychiatricts list in
their Diagnostic and Statistical
Manual of Mental Disorders-1V-TR.
Today, the DSM and the World®
Health Organization’s similar Inier-
nalional Classification of disease
{ICD) are used not only for
individual treatment, but also child
custody cases, discrimination cases
based on psvchiatric disability,
education or other court testimony,
and more. In fact, wherever a
psychiatric opinion is sought or
offered, the DMS and ICD are
presented and, increasingly accepted,
as the final word on sanity, insamity.
and so-called menial ilingss.

So, lets get a little mventive. What
about “Angry because he couldn’t
gel his way “disorder” or “ Sulking
because she was lold-off disorder™?

The point here is that with a Lillle
inagination, a person could continue
to invent and name new diagnosis
simply by observing the behavior of
people at work, school, or the mall.
This involves about the same degree
of scientific rigor and skill as
psychiatry uses in coming up with
Continved on page 3



A NEW CONSTITUTION

Continued from page 1

"Americans arc most likely to basc
truth on ftheir] feelings.” (The Barna
Update, Feb. 12, 2002
www.barna, org)

When Relativism is applied 1o the
area of law, it is called Legal
Positivism. John Eidsmoe, consti-
tutional scholar and professor, sums
up the five major beliefs: 1) There are
no objective, God-given standards of
law, or if there are, they are irrelevant
to the modern lcgal svstem. 2) Since
God is not the author of law, the
author of law must bc man; in other
words, the faw is law simply beeause
the highest human authorily, the
state, has said it is law and is able lo
back it up. 3) Since man and sociely
evolve, therefore law must evolve as
well, 4}  Judges, through their
decisions, guide the evolution of
law. 35) To study law, get at the
original sources of law - the
decisions of judges. Id. p. 227.

Harvard Law School BDean,
Christopher Columbus Langdell,
upplied Darwin’'s precmise of
cvolution to our system of law in the
1870s. He reasoncd that sincc man
evolved, man’s lsw musl alse cvolve,
and judges should be giving [oree for
the evolution of both law and the
constitution. Id. at p. 228. Original
Inteat.

Abraham Linceln stated that the
philosophy of the schoolroom in one
generation wiil be the philosophy of
the government in the next. This is
so truc of our legal colleges as well,
[t i3 interesting to note the rise of
Legal Positivism and the similarity
to the address by Beria, (The Russian
Textbook on Psychopolitics) to the
American students at the Lenin
University, who said: “You must
labor until we have dominion over
the minds and buodies of cvery
important person in yopur nalion”
And, “Youw must dominale the

hospital and universilies,” You
must “use the counts, use the judges,
use the Constitution of the country ...

and its laws to further our ends. And
when vou have succceded you will
discover that yvou can not cflect vour
own Legislation at will . And,
“leave a nalion leaderless.” (Beria,
Brainwashing, pp. 3-4, Russian
Textbook of Psycho politics)

Man, himself, is already a
political organism. Like the
“individual man” the state is a
cotlection of aggrepates. The
¢onstitution of man as an
individual body,or the constitution
of a state or a portion of the State
as a political organism are
anzlogous. Td, (Psycho/politics,
Emissary Pub., PMB 1776, 9205
SE Clackamas, Or. 97017 (503)
824-2050.

A number of men ingrained with
the mind-set of legal positivism in
colleges, brought their way of
thinking into congress and the
courtrooms of America - even as far
as the Supreme Court. “Charles
Evans Hughes held the philosophy
of Relativism, and he became the
Supreme Court’s Chief Tustice in
1930, serving until 1941
Absurdly, he declared: ‘We are
under a constituiion, but the
Constitution is what [we] the
judges say it is.”” (see, Original
Intent, at p. 230)

The greatest visible change in
direction on the Supreme Court,
however, came under the watch of
Chief Justice Earl Warren, who
presided from 1953 to 1969 Ile
proudly adnitied that “the court
struck down numerous long -
standing historical practices” with
out precedent. In essence, the
Court was declaring that it had
finally arrived at its full
evolutionary state, and it was no
longer bound by history [the
constitution] or precedent. Td.
Original Intent, at p. 230)

The real danger of Relativism, or
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Legal Positivism, ts that societal
changes are being made by un-
elected judges, whose personal
values not only ofien do not reflect
the values of “we the people,” but
by judges who are wvirtwally
unaccountable to the public. When
these interpreled “changes” arc madc
by state judges, the Federal Courts
must then give greater delerence o a
state’s own interpretation, under the
AEDPA of 1996, thanks to William
Jefferson Clinton. Thomas Jefferson
glated: “The great object of my fear is
the federal judictary. That body, likc
gravity, ever active wilh noiselesy
foot and un-alarming advance,
gaining ground step by step and
holding what pains, is engulfing
insidiously the (state} government
inta the jaws of that which {ecds
them,” Writings of Thamas Jeffersan,
v. 10:189; The Rape of Justice.
Eustice Mullins, at 183,

Article V, of the Constitution
places the power of “change” in the
hands of “we the people” -- noi the
court. Samuet Adams, Signer of the
Beclaration of independence, and
father of (he American Revolution,
statcd. “The peaple alone have an
incontcstable, wunalienable, and
indefeasible right to institute
govermmeent and 1o reform, alter, or
[to] tolatly change thc same when
their prolection, salely, prosperity,
and happiness require il ..." (Original
[ntent, at pp. 230-231)

Pray that God will honor his word
and restore our Nation’s judges to be
the God fearing, God honoring
judges and continue to voice your
heart to your state senator and
Congressional representalives, on
the issue of judge confirmation,
“GOD BLESS THE UNITED
STATES AND THIS COURT” is how
cach scssion is begun.  So, leis
continuc to pray or at least do vour
purl to voice you concems, for the
Accountability of Judges.

We con make a difference, if we act.
the time 15 now.




DEFINING LIFE’s
Lontinued from page 1

the DSM and ICD lists.

Profcssors herb Kulchins and
Swart A. Kirk, authors of making us
Crazy, warn: “The public at large may
gain false comfort from a diagnostic
psychialric manual that encourages
belief in the illusion that harshncss,
brutality, and pain in their fives and
their communities ¢an he cxplained
by a psychiatric labet and cradicated
by a pill. Certainby, there are plenty
of problems that we all have and a
myriad of peculiar ways that we
struggle to cope with them. But
could life be any dilferent? Far too
often, the psvchiatric bible has been
making us crazy, wherein we are just
human.”

As Dr. Loren Mosher, a
psychiatrist and former United States
Nativnal Institute of Mental Health
rescarcher, stated, “The issue is what
do the categories tell us? Do they, in
fact, accurately represent the person
with the problem? They don’t and
can't.” He added, “If vou Lell a lie
long enough, it becomes the truth.”

Often tapged “junk science”
according to an intcrnational poll of
mental health carc cxperts conducted
in England in 2001, the DSM was
voted of one the the tem worse
psychiatric pupers of the millennium,

Most psychinlric diagnosis have
heen voled inlo existence by nothing
morc than a show of - hands of
Amecrican Psychiatric Associatton
{APA)-committec-members.
Additicnaily most psychiatrig
diagnosis generally are devoted to
diagnosis by a categorization of

symptoms only. not by the
observation of aciual physical
diseasc. .

Kutching and Kirk [ound “ample
reason to conclude thal the latest
versions of thc DSM as & clinical tool
are unrcliablc and 1iherefore a
questionable validity as a
classification system.” I

Allen J. Frances, Professor of
Psvchiatry al Duke University

medieal Cenlter and chair ol the DSM-
IV Task Force, stated: “There could
arguably oot be a worse term than
mental disorder to describe the
condilions classified in DSM-TIV.”
Psychiatric diagnosis arc polilics,
not medicine, In 1973, APA
committes members voted 5,584 (o
3,810 to cease calling homosexuality
a mental disorder aftcr gay aclivists
picketed the APA conlerences.
Attorney Lawrence Steven's
comments:  “If mental illness were
really an illpess in the same sensc
that physical illnesses are illnesses.
the idea of deleting homosexuality or
anything else from the catcgories of
illncsses by having a vote would be
as absurd as a group of physicians
voling to delete cancer or measlcs
from the concept of discase”
{Lawrence Steven's, 1.D.
“Does mental Itiness Exist™?)

Nk ARX

1S THE HYDRICK CLASS
ACTION SUIT HEADED [N

THE RIGH'I' DIRECTION
By William King

As we all know the Deputy
Atlorncy General defending the
hospital and D M.H. against the
Hydrick lawsuit, challenging the
conditions of confincment at ASH,
have managed to stall all lrial court
proceedings by dragging oul the
appeals process in the Ninth Circuit.

The Court has sct Apnl 5, 2003, as
the date to consider the slate’s appeal
on the mcrits. A ruling should be
rendercd within 90 days. 30 days
after that the case will be activated
beforc Judge Hauter and a tnal date
sct, assuming that all discovery
matters have been reselved, and
preliminary injuactions are not
necessary to prevent us from suffering
further irreparable hamm.

I believe that Latham and Watkins
are intentionally incompeient in lwo
very important areas. 1) Addressing
the many varied individual hardships
suffered by many of thc persons in

this class. And 2) Eamestly seeking
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to obtain monilary damages for the
Class as u whole. These incidenis
have been duly reported to Latham
and Walkins. No investigation of
them has occurred. The excuse is that
the stay put on by the Court
proceedings has alse thwaried all
attempts to pursne forther discovery
simply does not wash when looked ai
realistically.

The issue hefore the Ninth Circuil
18 whether Judge Haller abused his
discretion by denying the
defendant’s molion for summary
judgment based on the doctrine of
Qualificd Immunily. This doctrine
mcans (hat a public official is imnune
from having t¢ pay damages to
someone c¢laiming to have been
injured as a direct resull of some act,
or failure to act, on the part of that
public official while they are acting
under ‘the authority of their pubiic
office. The doctring of qualified
immumty is inicnded {o protect
officiats from frivolous lawsuils that
wounld make it difficult 1o perform
their duties.

On the other hand, public officials
are not immune from monitary
liability for acls they, themselves
perpetrale with calious disregard for
the civil rights of people affected by
their official acts. Nor can public
olficials react with deliberate
indifference 1o the injury to a plaintiff
thal a recasonable person should
foresee as the likely result of their
actions. In order to defeat a
defendant’s c¢laim to qualificd
immunity a plaintf has to allege that
the injury suffered not only was
caused by the defendant but thal the
defendant knew he was causing Lhal
injury to the plaintiff and did so
despite that knowlcdge.

In the Hydrick case, the plaintiff's
proved to the courl’s salisfaction that
the public officials claiming qualified
immunity wcre not entailed to il for
thc rcasons stated above Those
defendanls are liable for monitary
damages if a jury finds for the plantiff
at tnal.- Continued on page 4



HYDRICK CLASS ACTION

Continugd {rom poge 3

This issue of monilary damages gives
rise 10 one of the most disturbing
problems with the stated goals
Latham and Watkins say they are not
reaching for. They appear not to warit
to persue monitary damages for the
Class, as a whole, or for individual
members of the Class who warrant
such individual considgration.

This very dclicate subjcct was
discusscd between mysclf and Joel
Krischer, who is the lcad allomney of
the team of lawyers Latham and
Watkins has assigned Lo represent
the Class. [ managed to reach Mr.
Krischer by phone, His reason for
nol seeking monitary damages [
found to be both slarming and guite
suspicious. He claims that because
we are suing individvals in their
individual capacitics we canngot
collect any award from people who
are not rich enough 1o pay it. Nor,
would the state be liable for paying
damages for emplovees sucd in their
individual capacities.

Government Code §825, mandales
that thc State of California [ully
indcmunify any public employee, and
henee, must pay in lull any and all
monitary awards assessed against a
stale employee who is sued for acts
commilled while performing the
duties of his or her official oftice.
Collecting an award against a state
emplovee is the easiest kind of award
10 callect, bar none,

Concerning Latham & Watkins
compiete inactivity since the filing of
the appeal in the Ninth Circuit, it is
totalty unwarranted. This is a
weakncss in the representation by
Latham & Watkins.

The oaly conlroversy at issue in o
claim to qualificd immunily is
whether the defendant is liable for
monitary damages. The issue of the
propricty of mnjunctive relief is not an
issuc of the docirine of qualified
immunity, The stay on the trial

proceedings is due only to the
vourl’s need to know whether the
plaintiff’s can legally ask for
moenilary damages for the jury. That
need of the court does not touch on
the issuc of imjunctive relief.

These legal realities make me
wondet why Latham & Watkins
retfuses te move the court for
preliminary injunctions io cnjoin
ASH officials from instituting new
rulecs and regulations thal clearly
violate the civil rights of the Hydrick
Class. Judge Hatler should be
amenable {0 considering motions for
preliminary injunclion that seek only
lo slop ASH officials from
implementing the kind of utierly
punitive rules that have implemented
A ruling on the propriety of such
mjunctive relief would not impact
the Ninth Circuit’s ultimate ruling
on the issue of qualified immunity.

There is still the issuc of why
Latham & Watkins docs not
investigate thc abusc of may class
members who arc in dirc need of life-
saving mcdical carc and who are
dying beecause they do not get it. I'm
sure thal Judge Hailer would see the
uller necessity of ruling on such
molions for preliminary injunctions
immediately, 1 am equatly sure that
Judge Hatter would rule in our favor.

It is because of these glaring and
potentially deadly short comings in
Latham & Watkins representation of
the class thai 1 fesl we still need to be
represented by someone who truly
wants to champion all the interesis of
the class, sncluding monitary
damages, and not just thc minimal
interests to which Latham & Watkins
appear to stubbomly restrict our
CHUSC.

Mr. Krischer’s apprehension is
quilc misplaced as 1o the concern that
SVP's will make very self-defeating
witnesses, because of their past sex
crimes, In federal jurisdiction, a
wilness, ospecially the defendant or
plaintiff, cannot be impeached with a
felony conviction if that conviction
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occurred more than ten (10) years

prior to the beginning of the irial ef a

civil case. Even if the conviction

occurred less than ten vears ago, the

witness still could not be impeached

with it unless it estabiishes moral

turpitude. This would require lving

or dcccption by the crime’s
perpetrator.  Almost none of the 6600

civil class could bc impeached with

crimes  Lhal predicated their
involuntary confinement under the

SVP Acl,

ft will be interesting to sce how
our representation uscs the recent
ruling in Jones v, Blanas, 393 F. 3d
918, 933 (9th Cir 2004), Although
this case involves conditions of
confinement, far pretrial detainee, in a
Jail, the tanguage of the court applies
equally to the situation of ASH.

Sincc it docs not appear likcly that
an attorncy othcr than Laitham &
Watkins tcam will be rcprescnling
us, I cun only hopc thal this
discussion and other pleas for betler
represenialion [from Latham &
Watkins will not fall deaf ears, and
that they will change and persue this
case more diligently by, first, investi-
gating the many instances of abuse
we have suffered.  This is especially
needed where denial of Hfe-saving
medical care is involved,

lFor Latham & Watkins 1o ignore
these issues is to declare that they do
not , rcaily, want to remove us from
harms way. [ reiterate, T hope 1 am
cntirely wrong about suspicions
about Mr. Krischer and his tcam. 1
also hope this discussion scryves
nolicc on them lhal we know what
compelent represeniation 1s and thal
we will accepl nothing less with out
a fight to obtain such representation
from another source,

So, Mr. Krischer, we all anxiousty
await your first move upon the
reactivation of the case before Judge
Hatter. And, of course hope that vou
and your team will puruse this cause
in ways more productive ol actually
stopping ASH from plowing ahcad



LHNPOILAALLY, We IIOpe you Wil IOV |

lo investigate the mullilude of
instances of abuse we have suffered in

the two odd years since this case has

been stayed pending appeal.
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THE ALLEGED “WORST
RIOT IN ATASCADERO’S
HISTORY™ Dy Steve White

On Aupust 3, 2004 at about the
&:30 p.m. smoke break, Mr. David
Smith was in the Unit 32 courtyard.
Somcthing was said to a femalc staff
traince. The female staff felt
threatened and slated something Lo
Mr. Smith. He responded by saving,
“it would lake Gfly (50) of you to
take me down.

After the smoke break, the treainee
went straight to the office and said
she was afraid of Mr. Smith. When
she did, D P.S. was called in as back-
up.
Other staff had talked to Mr. Smith
i between because his PAS Level 3
was pulled for team review. Mack
Lassarian ¢camc back from lunch and
was informecd as to what had
happcned and tricd to speak 1o Mr.
Smith, however al that lime he wasn’t
a problem and was calm.

However the new Shift lead
wanted to flex his muscles to try to
show his new power and really made
things a lot worse. After DP.S.
spoke to Mr. Smith he agreed to stay
in his room the rest of the night
After about three minutes, he went to
get drink a of water which is on the
other side of the unit.

Mark Lassarian decided that
sincc hc camc out of his room, for
whatcver rcason, that Mr. Smith
nceded to be placed in five point
restraints.  Stall member Roger was
wailing [or him 1o come by and Mark
was behind him, Stafl Miller, pushed
Smith into Mark and was crammed
into the window of the unit office. It

Wi Ultvwaliagiied, QUL DY LKL oldll
and D.P.S.. It should also be noted
that the only reason that the patients
on Unit 32 reacted the way they did
was due to the way that Mr. Smith
was being physically abused by statf
and D P8 alike.

Several red lights were pulled and

approxtmately 50 staff rcsponded.

Several womcen remained on the
sidctincs while somc of the the
women wcre involved in the
sitwation. Nancy Brown, P.T.
immediately ran to the office and
staved there uniil the incidenl was
resolyed.

After about 3 minutes, Fred
Overson got up to go to his room.
When he got 16 the double doors,
Officer Scott Tintka bent over and ran
head first inte Owerson, which
caused the patient to push into the
day room 2 or 3 feet. When they came
hack toward the hallway, Officer
Timko was under Overson’s left arm.
When Overson looked down, he saw
il was a D.P.S Officet, he pul his arms
up, and Olficer Timko hil Overson in
the face with a closed fist, Then stafl
put Overson on the window in [ront
of the Uni Office.

Staff only put Overson and Smith
in cufts, then staff took Overson to
the seclusion room. After the
incident was quelled, Nancy Brown
came out of the office. Then when Mr.
Smith was taken down, she bolted to
the office again.  However she
reported that she observed Mr. White
jumping on the back of Officer Timko
and hit him i the face.

Brown gavc this statcment
on August 4, 2004 and on August
11, 2004 she reportéd that Mr. While
ran over Lo Officer Timko and
delivered scveral uppercuis lo his
lhead and flace, Further, in the
Pretiminary Hearing, she testified
that she did not actually see Mr.
white strike the offtcer.

Had Mr. White been convicted, he
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seallilily QL d abalvl delidic Sidll
member, who hid in the office during
the entire incident.

Alex Alvarez, failed 1w do his job
and investigate the incident before 4
people were arrested. Then the courls
altowed him to be the investipator for
the District Attorney which was a
clear conflict of interest.

Aficr all was said and donc, Mr.
Smith was scntenced to 6 years at
80%, Mr. Ovcrson reccived 2
concuercnt 25 Lo lifc scnicnecs, and
Mr. white and Mr. Vargas werc
nequitled of all charges.

Dr. Paladino testified that all four
defendants are competent to stand
trial for a three strikes case. Mr.
Overson hung himself on the stand.
Further the DA, had Mr. Overson
showing extreme anger in less than
two minutes. This was all done
against his auomey’'s advice. It was
overheard by three attorneys that the
jury had doubt of his charges until he
took the stand.

David Harris on Unit 32 gavc
D.P.8. a stalemeni that Mr. Whilc
called him and suid “Arc you going
to rat?, keep vour mouth shul” and
hung up. The investigator told Mr,
Harris that he was lying and to tell
the truth. Harris said to the
investigators that his lifc wouldn’t
be worth shit if he did. Mr. Harns
also stated that Mr, Vargas hit Officer
Timko.

Its pretty bad when staff lie, but
it"s reat sad when one of qur own - a
6600 tries to hang us out 10 dry and
have an investigator call him a liar at
the samc time. For all those who are
intcresicd, a copy of Mr. Harris's
statcment is available upon rcquest
from me, Mr. White Unil 24. Cascs
pending on Mr. Whitc and Mr.

Vargas lor dismissal.
LEE XS]




ATTORNEY MELNIK ON A
ROLL - GETS JOHANNES
REI.EASED pyv: G. Johannes

Attorney Todd Melnik has
obtained the retease of another of his
W&IC 66k00  clients, Gerald
Johannes. This is thc fourth such
release Melnik has effected in the past
12 montbs.  FEarlier this year, after
being re-evaluated by DMIIL
psychologists, clienl Don Anderson
went home, as did Art Laub last fall,
also due to re-evaluations. Last
spring, Meinik cblained the releasc
of Jack Sporich afier two hard feught
trials that ended in hunp jurics.
Before thal. Melnik client Alicn
Bradlcy was granted his freedom afler
Dr. Paledine decided shc’d rather
nol Nace Melnik in the courtroom and
backed out of testifving al the last
minute.

Like somc¢ of the others, the
dismissal of the 6600 petition
against Johannes resulled from re-
evaluations. These re-evaluations
dida’t just “happea”™ however and
Melnik's advocacy was instrumental
in producing the result. Among his
key moves was obtaining a favorable
evaluation from Dr. Amy Phenix,
who formerly headed the Sex Offender
Commitment Program for DMH and
who was retained by Mclnik as a
defense expert in Johannes® case.
Melnik also flew to Boston, Ma. and
interviewed one of Johanncs® alleged
“viclims” who retracted the allega-
lions made in the police reports
which. according to the “vietim’s”
statement made to Mclnik ten years
later, were obtaincd by the police
throngh pressare Llactics and
mtimidation.

Meclnik hag been nominated for
several “Lawyer of the Year” awards,
both for his advocacy of G6(H) clicnts
and for his now famous discovery of
the “Dodger Stadivm  Alibi™ in a
criminal case last yeat.

Johannes, who was by all aceounts
“rcbetlious  and
during his four-y ear stay ai ASH, was

opposttional”™

released from Los Angeles County
Jail on March 1, 2003 and currently

lives in Canada.
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GO FIND YOUR OWN STALL,
THIS ONES MINE

Mr. Dean’s corner

What makey people ¢laim somcthing
thal cannot ever be theirs?

Is it gread?

It really isn’t anyihing wav out, at
least not to me. Bul to them it’s
nothing short of sin. Can these guys
handle it bevond their want? a fow
can and will go there over
entitlement! And as is the norm, I'm
going lo fall back an Mtr. Webster's
fine book,

Entitle; To give Designate, 1o
furnish with proper grounds [or
secking or claiming something, “this
ticket” the bearer frec admission, '

entitlement: To as liltle as I can,
“ Entitlement is voy and 7. T was
here first, and (his is my stall, you
people go mess up those other stalls
and stay oul of mine.

Believe il ot not | heard that from
somcbody on Ward 31 the very day
we moved down there from Ward 9.

You know how people {ike to
claim things even though they know
noboedy's going 10 lislen to anylhing
as stupid as that!

Entity: Being, existence -
independent - scparate - or self
contained - the existence of a thing as
contrasted with ils attributes -
sométhing that has separate and
distinct existence acd objective or
conceptual reality

. The onc thing that makes us equal
in every way ase our “Entitlement -
[ssuﬁs”.

Our commitment has an abundance
of entitlement issues, say 1'm wrong
and you’'ll be in “Denial™
This is only nry breath. you nced nol

inhale.
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There 15 so much pood in the worst
ol us, and so much bad in thc best of
us, that it ill behooves anv ol us, 1o
[ind fault with the rest of us.

Author - unknown
EEEE N E
11.S. COMMISSION ON
CIVIL RIGHTS

The U.S. Civil Righis (US.C.C.R)
has no power to enforce laws and
hence. cannot resolve individual
complaints-of-discrimination.
However, if you are uncertain what
agency vou should contact to file a
complaints of discrimination, vou
may contact the commission at the
following address and they can assist
yvou by referring your matter to the
appropriale civil rights enforcement
agency.

U.8. Commission On Civil Rights
Office of Civil Righis Evaluation
Complaints Referral
624 Ninth Strect, NW.
Washington, DC. 204225
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REPUBLIC v. DEMOCRACY

By 2w Barton

America’s principles of right and
wrong were not based on the rapidly
fluctuating (eelings and emotions of
the people but rather on whai is
identified as the “principles that do
change.” Benjamin Rush simiarly
observed:

“Where there 15 no law, Lthere no
liberty; and nothing deserves the
name of law but thal which is certain
and universal in its opcralion upon
all the members of the commumity.”

In the Amcrican republic, the
“principles which did not change™
and which wcre “certain and |
universal in their operalion upon all =
the members of the community™ were -
the principles of biblical natural law.
In fact, so [irmly were these principlcs
cnsconeed in the American Republic,
that carly law books taught that
govermnment was free to sct its own
policy only if God had not ruled ia
un ares.

Continued on page 7




REPUBLIC V. DEMOCRACY
Continued from page 6
For example, Blackstoncs commen-
taries explained:
“To instance in the case of murder;
This is expressly forbidden by the
divine.. if any human law should
allow or enjoin us to commit it we are
bound fo transgress that human law.
But, with rcgard to matters that
are..zol commanded or forbidden by
those superior laws such, as
exporting ol wool into forcign
countries, here the ..legislalure has
scope and oppor-tunily 1o intcrpose.”
The founders echoed that,
“Alt [laws], however, may be
arranged in two different classes.
1y Divine. 2) human... but it should
always be remembered that this [aw,
natural or revealed, made for men or
for nations, flows from the same
divine sourcc; it is the law of
God.. Human taws mus{ rgst its
authority of thal law  which is
divine,”
James Wilson, Signer of the
Constitution; U.S. Supreme Court
Justice.

*[The] law...dictaicd by God himsell
is, of course superior in obligation to
any other. Il is binding over ail the
globe, in aly countrics and at all
times. No human laws arc of any

validity :f contrary 1o this.”
Alexander Hamihion Signer of the
Conslilution.

“[The] law cstablished by the
creator... extends over the whale
globe, is everywhere and at all times
binding upon mankind...

| This ] is the law of God by which he
makes his way known lo man and is

paramount to all human control.”
RufusKing, Signer of the
Constitulion.

The founders understood thai
biblical values formed the basis of the
republic and that the republic would
be destroved f the people’s
knowledge of those vulucs cver be
lost.

A republic is the highest form of
government devised by man, but it
also requircs the greatest amount of
human carc and mainlenance. If
neligected, it can deteriorate into a
varicty of lesser forms, including a
democracy {A system in which each
person detcrmines his own rules and
slandards); Oligarchy (A government
run by a small council or a group of
elite individuals): or dictatorship (A
government run by a single
individual), As John Adams
explained:

“|Dlemogracy will soon degencrate
into an anarchy; such an snarchy that
every man will do whai is right in his
ownh cyes and no man’s life or
property or reputation or liberty will
be secure and everyone of these will
soon mold itself into a system of
subordination of all the moral virtues
and intcllectual ahilities, all the
powers of wcalth, beauty, wit, and
scichce, Lo capricious will and the
execrable [abominable] eruclty of one
or a very few.”

AERRAAR

THE BLIND LEADING THE
BLIND  By: Kevin Campbel!

“Though, as to our persccutors, we
are sure that we havc right on our
side; and they are the wrongdoers, yet
we are not relieved, we arc not
righted. We have not done justice to
one another and therefore God sullers
and we are far as ever from being
restored to our right and recovering
our hives again. Oppression is near
us, and judgment is far from us. Qur
cacmics arc far from giving our case its
duc considcration, but still hurry us
on with violence of their oppression
and justice docs not over take us, o
rescue us oul of their hands.™

Netther Ged nor man appears for
our succouwr we look for salvation,
because God (we think) has promised
il, and we have prayed for it with
tasting;, we look for it as brighincss;
but it ts far off from us, as far off as cver
and still we walk in darkness.™

“We grope for the wall like the

7

blind; we see no way open for our
reliet, nor which way to expect il, or
what to do in order to do it. Il we
shut cur ¢ves against the light of
divine truth, it is just with God the
hide from our eves the things that
belong to our peace, and if we usc
nol our cyes as we shonld, it 15 just
with him (o let us be as if we had no
eves.”

Matthew Henry
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SEEKING INFORMATION
FROM 6600 By. Steve Foree

I'm  sceking itnformalion
concerning “Minor child visitation™
al  Atascadero pursuant 1o
Admimstrative Directive (AD) §713,
Section V1, subsection 4.

Whal I’m intcrested in actually is
any information [rom you gentlemen
who' have been c¢ither “denied
visitation with vour ‘minor’ family
members”, or been “aspproved
vigitation with your ‘minor’ [amily
menders”, when the child or children
ARE NOT a victim or either domestic
or sexual assault by vou in particular,

I have filed 42 U S.C. §1983 Civil
Rights Lawsuit on the heels of Jerry
Howard’s §1983. in the Central
Disirict of California. complaining,
that AD §713, VID4 violates “our”
right (0 inlimate family association
and companionship via the First,
Ninth, and Fourtcenth Amendments,
when the institution bans visitation
of “minor children” (under age I8
vears) based upon the child (or
children) with whom you wish to
visit being in a patienls’ so-catled
“victtm profile”.

“We”, Jerry Howard and I, arc
interested in discovering whelher
thcrc are any other individual’s
under the SVPA {or other patient’s
in the institution with child victims)}
who havc been either “denied” or
“approved” visitation via Form
Ga 62 (“Minor Visitation Authoriza-
tion™} via their Treaiment Team and

AD §713, VID4.
Contimued on page 8




STATE OF ART
Conttnued from page 1
immptemnented by the design team, Cliniclans
arc conlingously introdncing specialty
groups a3 they believe the suientific
comrmumnity progresses in discovennyg fulure
Ireatment modalities.

In fuer, (het has been the on-going
shifting from one perudigin to another
throughout the last 30 years Aluseudero
State Mospital has been in the “Soclal
Fngineeting” business

EEEFTES

SEEKING INFORMATION
Continned fronr page 7

The institution likewise has nsisted that
they ARFE NOT obligated Lo file a
“DEMIAL Of  PATIENTS' RIGHTS’
pursuant 1o cslablished protocel under
Catifornia Code of Regulations (CCR) Title
9, §588%4, and B#S for denial of visitation
under CCR Tit 9, §884(L) (1), and “we”
are intercsted in whether anyune has been
given such “Dental of  Patients” Rights”
when they where denied “miner
vigitalion” under AT? §713. V11,

Ulcasc contuct either mysell’ (Steve
Force, Unit #30) or Jeuy Howand, Tnit
#21  Any valid imput will be welcomed
from you. Your name, and information will
reman confidential if you chaose to remain
anonvmous. Thank you gentlerun, and
please enjoy the freedom to assoetule with
your fumily without state intrusion, until you
too find hel your being singled out for
restriction and banning due to some
heightencd hyperbolical stigmatic infuny
us the child vietimizer. .,
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COALINGULA
By: Lanee Porcell

l.ois of people are reatly looking
forwurd to getting to the new pnisen oul
therc in the asbestos dusted desert of
Coalingula. Nol oo tneny staff, though.
Fspecially salared personnel like those
Stepford doctors. They won't be all smiley
faccd loward Sacramento 1f theyre
dratted into this new war on terror. So
maybe they won't be so Slepludy then,
we'll see. ’

Anyway, (bere’s so much scuttlebutt
Nying around aboul what we will ar won't
have there 1 thought i°d give vou he really
1eal Truth about what conditions will be
like thete.

l“irst off, you're going b have to wear
vour own clothes. | know it's a hig
headache washing every week, but they’ll
probably bave to pravide us with some of

those electronical washing machines with
the math co-processor embedded in the
motherboard. And  speaking of
motherboards, we'll all be provided with
new compulers, since they’re all so scared
of Latham & Watkins they wani lo
appease us by improving conditions thera.
And we'll be able to buy real coffee, |
meun, why the hell not. No MDOs or
psvch meds, dght? Amd the canteen is
going to start slocking u whole new line of
kealth foods, only they'll be cxtremoly
cheasp, but it won't matter because we will
be so rich from working at out § - 5 jobs
starting at minimum wage and going ap 10
1) bucks an hour.

There's gong to be a mall there to00, so
get ready (o do yous patriotie duty to spend,
spend, spend. Gotta pump that mwoney back
into the system and kecp the GNP flailing
ulong.

One of the thinws that are changing is the
way diagnoscs ure perfonined. There will
be a master list of psychologists qualified 1o

perform them based selely on their .

credentinls. They promuse not (o cherry-
pick the ones whu elways agree with the
D.A. All the names will go inle a big hat
and they'1l just choose them blind. And the
conelusions are all going to be based on
dypamic laciors, like how are you doing
right now? They're ull going to follow
sorract protecol = not DIVH protueol, AMA
prutocol.  And they are going to tell the
truth. $o are all the new staff there. And
any tme you have a problem, they’ra going
to jump at the chsnce to solve il [or yuu,
ufler all, you're going to be therc
involuntarity, without the ability to solve
muny of yow own problems, and they're
going to figure it's only fair .

Tinally, after they roulize (here are only
fourteen men in the entire state of
Califumiv who suffer from a genuine
mental disorder lhat predisposes them to the
commission of scxually violenl, predutory
acts, they are going to sell Atascadero lo
CDC (For housing and treating incat-
cerated MDO (ypes) und transfer all the
DMII patients to the new [weilily at
Coalingula, whereupon all of the above
tules changes will hecome moot. By the
way, did you gel the snide pame | gave
place? Coalingula? Like, double-speak?

HEQUEST FROM THE DESK OF
THE 122 BLIND TYPE SETTER
Artticle writers please please use 1.3 line
spucing on your articles, its to easy fot me
to miss or overlap, Thanks, John O.
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Absent Comrades
In Memoriam

ECWOES ask cveryone, cvervwhete
to pause for a bricf moment each day
and remcmber, with kindness, each
of these, our 24 Absent Comrades.

TNavid Stansherry.
Charles Rodye
Colman.........

e
Ludyd Juhrmon. ...
Wayne (iraybeal.
Freddy Copper
Fatrick Seehm. .
Robert Alperin .
Fim Ml lanahag
Wayne Porter. ...
Cank O Thowd
Fimer Pock...
Dave Gonick. .
Vinkjotia Joco .
Llorwin Welisy
Houes Washington.
Righard Bishap......

Released from this oppressive prisen by
the Compassionate [Tand of God.
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