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Ringing:

Answer Machine:
Your call has been forwarded to an automatic voice mail system:  

Rundt:

“Brad Rundt”

Answer Machine:
…is not available.  At the tone, please record your message.  When you have finished recording, please hang up—or press one for more options.  

“
[BEEP]
Robert:
Brad, this is Robert Lindsay; ahm..  Returning your call, ahmm.  This is in regards to the incident that happened yesterday, ahm…thank you very much.  The time is now 3:24.

[PHONE SOUND]


“Hello?”

Rundt:
“Yeah, is this Bob?  Robert?”

Robert:
Ah, Yes it is.

Rundt:
“Yeah, this is Brad.  I’m returning your call who returned, you know-- you, you know, you called me.

Robert:
Excellent yeah.  Ah, let me get my glasses, could your hold on for just a second?

Rundt:
Sure, no problem.

[Pause]

Robert:
Ahm, Good Afternoon.

Rundt:
Afternoon.

Robert:
Ah, this phone call is being recorded, you don’t mind do you?

Rundt:
Ahhhm….I actually do but…hmmm. (sigh)

Robert:
Well, I think that is the only way we are going to run this.



And I know you have you have a recorder on the other side..

Rundt:
I-I have no recorder on.

Robert:
Well…umm.

Rundt:
I am telling you I have not recording this.  I am talking to you---one to one.

Robert:
Right.  What is the case number…NT…in this…whatever is going on here.

Rundt:
You mean the..sup--the court order?, the…the case nu--the  Basically the  court case number?

Robert:
You have a charge against me, correct?

Rundt:
Yes.  You do have a case against you.  It ah, 270 of the California Penal Code.


Robert:
And what is the case number.

Rundt:
Sigh.  CM..010607…is what I am showing as a docket number.

Robert:
Okay.



What venue and jurisdiction does that come under?

Rundt:
I’m sorry I…you tend to use terminology that I am not familiar with.



So what, what is it, ah  I’m trying…what, what are you trying to say?

Robert:
What allegations of facts does Butte County District Attorney Michael L. Ramsey depend to establish the status of the accused within the purview of the statute alleged by Butte County.

Rundt:
In other words, what evidence do we have?  Is that what you are asking?

Robert:
What allegations or facts?

Rundt:
Well that would be evidence.  The elements of the crime—I’m trying to work with you here, but I, I you—you gotta understand, you talk in a different form..

Robert:
You mean, I talk legally.

Rundt:
You talk in a form that is not what is considered in 

Robert:
You’re [unintelligible] in a different venue and jurisdiction.

Rundt:
Yes.  That’s correct.

Robert:
Yeah.

Rundt:
And I’m trying to work with you, okay?  I want you to understand.  I’m trying understand that I am trying to comprehend.  So that is why I am asking you…so I can give you  what you want to know.  Okay?

I’m working in the California penal Code…and the evidence that I’ve got is,  I know you pay rent, I know you have income.  And that is what…

Robert:
I don’t have income.

Rundt:
If you do not have income, ah, then, where would money?  And, I uhmm…
Robert:
No-No..

Rundt:
Let me not go there, I don’t want to ask that question. Okay?  I don’t want to ask that question because that would…
Robert:
Well, let me ask you this, maybe this will help…Do you have a valid warrant?  And could you..

Rundt:
Yes.  Yes.  Yes we do have a valid warrant.

Robert:
And it’s got a seal, and its got a term of the court, and its got all of the things that is required by law?

Rundt:
As it is required by the Penal Code, yes.  The California Penal code.
Robert:
So, it’s not required by the Constitution of California then?  You didn’t put in the light of the Constitution of California.

Rundt:
We are under, what.  Sigh.  I’m telling you is that what is required by the state of California, our courts; it meets that requirement.

Robert:
Well, let me…ahm…have you do this.  Can you fax that to me?

Rundt:
Ah…I can try.  Ah.  Let me go ask.

Robert:
Sure…okay, I’ll hold.

Rundt:
Oh…I was going to say.  I can just call you back in  a minute if you want.

Robert:
Oh…that’s fine.

Rundt:
Okay?  Cause…I, I don’t even  know if the attorney is available…and ah.

Robert:
Who is the attorney?

Rundt:
Ah…Jack Schafer.

Robert:
Jack Schafer, okay.



Let me, ah.

Rundt:
Unless you…is there someth…while we are on the phone..is there something you would…anything else you  wanna?

Robert:
Well, no, find out if you can fax it to me and call me back!

Rundt:
Okay.

I was just going to say if I’m going up to him, if you had any other questions, I’d go ahead and ask him.

Robert:
Alright.  What is the square root of three?  That might be a good question.

Rundt:
Ah…Ha, Ha!  Aw.  Throw out  a tough one at me huh?  




How about the square root of ah,  thirteen?

Robert:
That’s even better.  Why don’t you talk to Jack, and give me a call back?

Rundt:
The square of thirteen is three point six-oh-five-five-five-one-two-seven-five.

Robert:
Excellent

Rundt:
Ha!



I’ll call you back in a minute.

[CALL BACK]

Robert:  
Hello??

Rundt:
Yes.  This is Brad.

Robert:
Brad, how are you doing?

Rundt:
Hey, let me ask you something.  What should I…what do you want me to call you?

Robert:
Robert Lindsay.

Rundt:
Robert Lindsay.  Okay.  That way, I mean, I try to call you what you prefer.

Robert:
I appreciate that.

Rundt:
I can’t get a hold of Jack.  I have no clue where he is at.  I went through the whole building…his car is out there…all I can figure is that he’ s in court.

Robert:
Sure.  Well, lets do this…ahm.  Get me a ...uh…matter of fact, here is a fax number, the fax number is 343.

Rundt:
…343.

Robert:
5770.

Rundt:
…5770.

Robert:
And all I want is a correct and proper summons.  Now, I’ll show up to court and I’ll do anything you want, but all we have to do is law.  Now you know that there is  a correct summons?  Correct?  A correct and proper lawful summons?

Rundt:
It is a correct and lawful warrant for your arrest as required by the penal code.
Robert:
No, no no.  

Rundt:
That is, what I am saying…

Robert:
Here, is, here…

Rundt:
That is all…what I am saying is… that is all I can get a good judge to do.

Kevin:

Now hang on a minute, okay?

Rundt:
What are you willing to follow?

Kevin:

Brad, hang on a minute. Okay?

First off, if you…uh.  The common law of California which if you look at the Civil Code 22.2, is a rule of decision of this state.  Okay?

Rundt:
Okay, I’m listening.

Kevin:
And that is, one of the stats…that even though, the code itself is questionable, the, that is one of the statutes of early statutes of California, that has never been overturned or overruled.  That says, okay, that a summons must issue first if the person who is being accused is not a flight risk, is a long time member of the community, and is not, you know, that there is a not violent underlying crime, 

Rundt:
Right.

Robert:
Correct

Kevin:

okay?

And, that if, you look at CCP sections 14 and 153 and any Blacks Law Dictionary definition of the word include, or includes, okay?  You will see that a summons, or a warrant of arrest, requires an imprinted seal of the court.  Okay?

Rundt:
Mmm, Hmm. (Afirmative)

Kevin:

Now, if it doesn’t have this you are not operating through we the people.

Robert:
Let’s have the complaint attached.

Kevin:
And we need the complaint, okay?  And the complaint has the have the term of the court, otherwise it is not a judicial court.

Robert:
Very simple things.

Kevin:
It has to be signed by a  Judge of oath or affirmation, and Bonded, that bond has to be backed by property held in allodium or by gold and silver coin, of property held by an equitable trust, or-or.

Robert:
Or what do  they have? Insurance?

Kevin:
Insurance is a fractionalized system that, we the people never agreed to indemnify you, for any violations of our rights.  You have to, each one of you has to put up your own families property, or get a bonder that put up real property held for a bond, to cover us, in case you violate our rights…



You have to have…ah…let’s see.  What are some of the other things?



Uhm.  You have to ah.  The plaintiff has to be proper.  Okay?

We the people of the state of California, are not a plaintiff.  We are plaintiffs.  We are an unincorporated association of individuals.  When it says THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA : plaintiff; that falls under the government code, where it says, the state of California, as a commercial corporation, can bring actions “in the style of” quote “the people of the state of California.”  But, if it says plaintiff, then it is the corporation, and not the we the people.

And do you have a contract?  A corporate commercial contract with Robert Lindsay?  Or his power of attorney?  If you do, if it is a corporate commercial action, then we are going to need to see that.



You get where I am coming from a little bit?

Rundt:
I understand where you are coming from.  I don’t necessarily follow it, and I can guarantee that our courts are not going to follow it.

Robert:
WELL THEY HAVE TO!  BECAUSE IT IS THE LAW!!!  THEY BETTER BE FOLLOWING IT, ‘CAUSE THAT IS TREASON, IF THEY ARE NOT!!
Rundt:
“You-you…need to relax.  I’m not really the enemy here.  I’m trying to work with you, okay?

Kevin:

Now, now, let’s go on here.  

Okay.  Bob,’s name, Robert Lindsay’s name, has to be spelled in upper and lowercase letters.  Because if it is upper case, then it is indistinguishable between him as a partnership trust, corporation estate, something that is a creation of the state and doesn’t have inherent unalienable, God-given rights.   Okay.  But is subject to policy.  And Bob is not, --Robert not subject to policy.

Rundt:
Are you are referring to on the warrant?

Kevin:

On the warrant, and on the complaint, and any letters mailed to him.

Robert:
Yes…and letters mailed to me have to be mailed without a zip code.  And that is 1617 and one-half, Mulberry, Chico, California, spelled out—all in upper and lower case.

Kevin:
It’s like his parents gave him the name,  not like the corporate state wants to give him the name.

Robert:
So, that proper refusal I did on your service, is legal.  And it is binding.  And you’ve done an error, but the error is correctable, and all you have to do is, again; maintain the law, and ah—again; you can find this in your law, this isn’t our law.

Kevin:

Now, now.

Rundt:
Who, who, all am I talking?  Who else am I talking with?

Robert:
Kevin, you met him yesterday.

Rundt:
Who is it?

Robert:
Kevin Haddock.

Rundt:
Oh!  Okay.  Hi Kevin.

Kevin:
Okay.  Now the other thing that we want.  Is ah-um.. .the complainant.  The person who signs the complaint.  If you’ll check carefully, a complaint, based on information and belief, is brought by a private citizen, so that if the person who signs it signs it as deputy district attorney Joe Blow, he is not a private citizen.  He is bringing it as an immune corporate officer, and if you study, there is a case; State ex Miller v. Smith—do you have that cite Bob?  State ex rel?

Robert:
Yes…it is 283 Federal second…

Kevin:

No-no-no…that’s, that’s—ahh.  This is in Witney

Rundt:
Can I ask you guys a question?  Not really changing the subject…but do you ever guys, make, like this stuff available, to…

Kevin:

Public officials?

Rundt:
Yeah.  To the public in general.  I mean if, say if I was.  I’m now Brad Joe-Citizen.  Ah.  How do I go about  getting all the stuff---you’ve already done all this research—how do I go about getting that—what you’ve already done, so I’m not reinventing the wheel?

Kevin:

Well, it’s we—we ah—by in large, we used to have a TV show.

Rundt:
I know!  I watched it all the time.  I, I thoroughly enjoy it—and I thought you guys were going to be back on that one week that you—

Robert:
Loved to Brad, but I was in Jail!

Rundt:
No-no no.  Okay, Well.  You’re not now.



Heh….

But what I am saying, is that I did enjoy it, and I thought you guys were going to be back on, because that one week where you used it as a filler, and you re-ran a show or two, I only saw one.  But I guess you ran two.

I thought you guys were back on, I went around and told some of my friends, “hey” you guys are back on, and then, you---then—

Kevin:
We’d like to be back on, but we are kind of fighting a war of attrition here—do you know what I mean?

Rundt:
Oh no.  I, I, I’m just saying.  I just used to actually watch you guys.  So, ah.  I don’t always agree with everything with what you guys have to say, but I try to listen to every side.

Kevin:
Well, ah; what we have basically done.  See?  Let me just give you a little bit of the bottom line to it, so that you understand the kind of jeopardy that you are facing here.

Rundt:

Well, I’m not facing any, because my name is not on it.

Kevin:
Well, Well, now just let me just tell you what happened.  Okay?  The law says, that first off; the law loves economy.  And that is why they send out a summons before sending out an arrest warrant.  Okay?  And, and, Bob has, he has the right to expect you to operate within the de jure: that means as we the people established it, the laws of this union republican state.  Okay?  As it was admitting to the union in 1850.  As republican in form.

That is quite different from where you are operating now.  And we can show you where you are operating from.

But, there is the interesting thing.  This state is required to be republican in form, and founded on the English Common Law.  The English Common Law, was a vast improvement over the Roman Civil Law.  And a matter of fact, if you go back to your history, you’ll find that the Christians threw themselves on the swords of the Romans to get away from the Roman Civil Law; okay?  We and we and our forefathers, spilt our blood into the soil to bottle the civil law, that means the man made law—up in the wood-stove called the constitution.  Because it was inherently dangerous.  You want to, you know about the “clear and present doctrine”?  Well, man made law is perceived by Americans as being a clear and present danger, to our liberties.



And that is what you are trying to implement here.

Now, if you go back, and you study, you study the adoption of the Penal Code in 1872, you will find it is not a part of the body of the statutes of California, it was incorporated, it was copied in from the Statutes of New York, even though the code commissioners were chartered to codify the laws of California, and they did not!  They copied them in from New York, and the New York law—codes, were called the “Field Codes” and they came out of Louisiana, which is a Civil law, a French Civil Law, law of Napoleon, state.  Now you are enforcing Roman Civil law, which is totally in violation of the constitution, it is treason, and it is in violation of your oath of office.

Okay?  So, you better check out what is the criminal code of California from 1850, because that is the law.  The burden of proof is going to be on you, and your friends, and when you go down to the state archives you’re going to pull the original and enrolled statute, and you’re going to find out that it has no chapter numbers, and you are walking on quicksand.

Rundt:
Well, it just to be in all fairness here.  Ah.  You aren’t going to get a court in this country that is going to back that though.

Kevin:
Well, we happen to know where the skeleton’s are buried, and we’re betting that that is not the case.  Because, believe it or not, we’ve solved the Rubik’s Cube, and they did leave some judicial powers courts, in existence, and they knew well in advance, exactly what they were going to do.  You guys have martial law, military tribunals, and ah, but we know where real courts are, and we have the rocket on the launching pad, ready to go right to the top.  

Robert:

Figuratively speaking.

Kevin:

We will bye pass.

Rundt:

I know what you are talking about.  It’s okay.

Kevin:

Okay.  Well.  Like I tell you. 

We, you know the Rubik’s Cube—how, when you get the colors lined up and you make that  last turn and every thing comes into alignment??

Well, this is the way they’ve got the courts.  It’s a jigsaw puzzle, but we now know what they are doing.  And what they’ve done.  And they did it in advance, so that the wealthy and powerful, original “posterity” would be able, they, they, they, original posterity, would still know how to use the courts and get justice.  While the rest of us are running around like a bunch of rats in cage.

So, anyway, this is a very serious game here.   Now let me tell you something else.

If you correct the summons, and you send it back, I’m sure Robert Lindsay will be willing…

Robert:
No.  I’ll give you my word.  You do that I’ll be in court.

Kevin:

He’ll be in court.

Robert:
So there is no need for an arrest warrant.
Kevin:
When you came out with a warrant, what you in actuality were doing is misappropriating public funds.  Because, there was no real need for, to waste Chico Police’s time, and I’m sure you were on the payroll.

Rundt:
Actually, I wasn’t.

Kevin:

Okay.

Robert:
Wait.  I thought you were in a cop car.

Rundt:
I was.  But I didn’t get paid for it.

Kevin:
Well, I think you want to check out 12652 of the Government Code, because that is a $10,000 penalty to you, payable to the taxpayers   of the State of California, 

Rundt:
For?

Kevin:

For misappropriation of funds.

Robert:
Not only that…

Rundt:
For doing what?

Kevin:

What?

Rundt:
For doing what?

Kevin:

You were using a government car.

Robert:
Because this is all needless.

Rundt:
No-no.  First of all.

Robert:
If the summons was done properly, you would have never come out.  We would be on the fast track now.
Rundt:
Well, I’m going to tell you this, and I am just being perfectly honest with you.  I will talk with the Attorney, Jack Schafer.

Robert:
I know Jack.  Give him my regards.  

Rundt:
Mm, Hmm. (affirmative)  I’ll talk to him.

Robert:
I like Jack.  Jack and I have a personal friend we are both friends with.  So.  Ah.  Just.

Rundt:
Just as I told you yesterday, I really have no problem at all.  I thoroughly enjoyed ah--you guy’s show.  Ah.  I learned something.

Robert:
This isn’t about…This isn’t about a show.

Rundt:
No, what I am saying, is that I learned some things.  That is why I’m learning some things today.  And that is why I, I , I wanted the opportunity, ah—Frederick Earl…I offered to and told him, I’d appreciate if he did come out.  And he was going to give me some papers and we were going to sit and spend some time talking.  And promised him, I wouldn’t run in and to make sure there wasn’t any warrants or anything.  I promised him we’d just talk.



I’m looking forward to one of these days when that he will do that.

Robert:
Well, I’m looking forwards to a day where I can live in my own country.  Now.

Rundt:
Well…

Robert:
Hold On!  You’ve got to understand that during Viet Nam, I was the guy that stood up and volunteered.  Now I’ve done everything right in my life, and I have my kid stolen, and the second I become a father, somehow I get defined and invented into a criminal, I take great umbrage at it, especially during the fact, that in every single court—and you can ax--ask Jack about this, I’d ask for my son..

Rundt:
I know you have
Robert:
Of course.

Rundt:
I do know you have.

Robert:
He’s been on welfare, something I take great umbrage at; for thirteen years, she’s had two more kids; and she can have a drivers license, she lives in a home, she’s making the American dream, and I am being driven into abject slavery and poverty.  This is not in the best interests of the child.

Kevin:
Let me tell you another thing.  You cannot claim a damage for something you volunteer into, and the state volunteered to give the child over to Bob ex, which is  a violation of the common law.

Robert:
And over my objections.  Over my objections.

Kevin:
Secondly, they volunteered to pay for this kids upbringing, even when she has two college degrees, and perfectly capable of earning a living on her own.  And then thirdly, now they come along and claim they’re damaged, when it is their own actions that is causing the damage.  And now, let’s put it this way!  Why aren’t  you guys prosecuting her?  Where is her half of the Child support?  She’s going to the taxpayers!  I mean, you mean that she paid her half of the child support just by going and signing up for welfare?  Where is she toiling?

Robert:
Against my will.

Rundt:
I don’t think you are going to get a major fight about the welfare system.  Okay?  I’m not going to fight you on that one.  Because I understand your position.
But I also understand, that ah…sigh…I’m not going to punish the child for either parent in what they do.

Robert:
You don’t have to!  Number one.  When you ask me to fund my own destruction, you are setting up a system that is going to inhale my son, and he will have to fund his own destruction.

Now, you know what the first thing that happened when this happened?  I said, “Why the hell didn’t someone stand up and stop this and stop this 20 years ago, when  it first reared its ugly head?  Well, guess what?  I’m the guy doing it.  It should have been done 20 to 40 years ago, but this monster, and it is a monster, and you are part of this monster, has come on my watch.

Listen, I’m just a guy!  I play basketball.  You know?  I mean, I’ve never done any thing wrong!  You had to invent this crime!  And by the way…

Rundt:
No…I didn’t invent this crime.

Robert:
Hold on.  There is a lot of Father’s right now, getting thrown into jail, and I saw them, and EVERY-SINGLE—EVERY-SINGLE ONE WAS DIRT POOR!!  You are putting poor fathers in jail, to get $22,000 dollars from the federal government, so you can squeeze the Federal Government and turn around to the taxpayers and get money.  We know about Government Code Section 77,000, where you get funding and you get a percentage of what you make in order to harvest these guys.

Kevin:

One more question.  What court is this complaint in?

Rundt:
Ah…Superior Court.

Robert:
Who is the Judge?

Rundt:
Actually, I don’t know, I have to tell you, I don’t who the Judge was—I didn’t ask.

Robert:
Do you know who signed the warrant?  

Rundt:
No.  I don’t’.  I do not have the warrant in my hands.  It’s at the sheriff’s office.
[Unintelligible]  Wait a minute.

Rundt:
But it is available.  I mean.  That information should be available at the superior Court.

Kevin:

If you can, fax a copy of the com...

Rundt:
I will ask the attorney.  I can tell you, the biggest problem I’ve got, I-I-I know you guys aren’t going to agree with me, but I have a sincere concern, any time you  fax a warrant, that warrant is…is…even a photo copy of a warrant is valid.  As per the penal code.  I know you don’t recognize that, but the fact is, that we would have to secure a way, that never able to be served.  If you follow what I am saying.
Robert:
No I don’t.

Kevin:
That is why they do, --that is why under the real law, it is an imprinted seal.  And what you have there is essentially a bill that is being presented for payment.  You know ah…if you check out…the ah…the UCC, a couple of years ago, payment means just basically doing what the person asks.   And so, I mean…believe me.

Here is one of the things I wanted to explain to you and maybe you understand, maybe you are just enough into it to understand.

Rundt:
I am trying to understand you guys, I want you to understand that.  I am really trying.

Kevin:
Remember, discriminate used to mean have good taste, and now it means to be a bigot?  Okay?

Rundt:
Right.  Yes…you are correct?

Kevin:
Well, that is what they have done with the law.  We have the guys that write the law dictionaries, and write the Webster’s dictionaries, have changed the meanings of the words, underneath of the laws.  Okay?  Like, it used to be, somebody who was a U.S. citizen, was somebody who lived in America, and was free.  Now to say you are a U.S. Citizen, means you are a corporate slave living in Washington D.C.  Okay?

Rundt:
Look it, Look it, what a…the Second Amendment.  I know what you are saying.  The second Amendment, specifically states a well regulated militia, and a well regulated militia, at the time that was written, was, could not be any form of government.

Kevin:
Yeah.  Now, let me just tell you, again, give you another example.  I think it is article IV, the Constitution, which one is the one?  There is a section in the Constitution, says, that congress has basically absolute control over the District of Columbia and the Territories.  Now your dingbat attorney’s, will tell you  that the second amendment doesn’t apply in the states, but it can’t apply in the District of Columbia and the territories either, because that is under the absolute dominion of congress.  So where does it apply?   The moon? 



You see?  These guys play every angle against every other angle and…

Rundt:
Oh!  I agree.  There are something’s I totally agree with you guys.  

Kevin:

Okay, so.

Rundt:
If I didn’t agree with you at all, I wouldn’t have watched the show.

Kevin:
Well, Ha.  Well, we have some people that don’t agree that watch the show anyway.

But ah…the interesting thing is that, that there is a technical legal language, and then there is a common parlance legal language.  And believe it or not, if you look at section 4, of your various codes, Penal code, Code of Civil Proce[dure]…ah--Civil Code, and whatnot.  It says, that the rule of common law, that statutes in derogation thereof, in other words, in conflict with it; are to be strictly construed, has no application to this code.  That means, strictly construed, means to be stretched, or constrained such that, such that ah…that they are to be strictly interpreted.

Robert:
Strict Construction.

Kevin:
Well, well, if you look at, now—that makes it look like those codes are to be interpreted in the ordinary language.  But if you go to the Law Library and you pull the annotated code books, and you look at the cases underneath section four, it says, there are cases there that say: “Where private rights are concerned, these statutes are still to be strictly construed.”

So, in other words, a person, for instance, means corporation, firm, trust, or artificial entity, and all these codes apply to person..

Robert:
And I’m not a person…

Kevin:
And Bob, and a person, is less than a citizen.  And even though a citizen, even though a person can be a citizen, 

Rundt:
[interruption]  wait a minute.  Okay



A person, does not necessarily constitute a citizen.

Kevin:

That is right.  A citizen is something greater than a person.  It’s bigger.

Rundt:
Like back in the days when you were a Roman citizen, you had all the rights and privileges…

Robert:
That’s in the bible, Peter, when he, sent the messenger off to the Centurion, he said “Beware, a Roman citizen walks here.”

Kevin:

Right.  Okay.  I just wanted to make sure I was following.

Robert:
See, I have a birthright.  And it goes all the ways back to New England, I have a great grandfathers that was Vice President of the United States…

Rundt:
Do you really?

Robert:
Yeah.  I do.

I am the posterity.  This country was built for me.  And I defended this country, I’m like a lot of people.  And you would think, I would have the common courtesy to live on my own land.  And that hasn’t happened, and I’m, I’m very angry.  And I’m not the one in trouble here.  I’ve done no crime.

Kevin:
If you go back and study the Constitutional Convention notes, and you can get them from the rare book department of the Chico State Library.  The 49, and 79, in those meetings, they had sub-committees.  And in the sub-committee’s, they said: “How are we going to, we don’t want, all these Chinese and Blacks and Mexicans, and whatnot, living here.  And as you know in California, there was  a real problem with the Chinese labor—I’m not saying I advocate or agreed what they did.  But they said; that we need to form committees, to find out ways,  to write laws to drive these people out.  Slowly, in a Christian like manner, but nevertheless, to make them go home.

Now, a person, also includes an alien, a denizen, okay?  I mean, somebody basically without a country, or somebody from a different country.  And this is who these codes were adopted for.



And like it or not, America, is a multi-tiered class society.  And these…

Rundt:
Boy, you’re right there.

Kevin:
Ya.  These codes, if you look at who these codes were for.  They are for persons, U.S. Citizens, residents of California, and they…and those…that means that somebody who is a citizen of the District of Columbia, and that is  a lower case ‘c’—that means property of, a slave on the plantation.  Okay?

If you look at England, a lower case ‘c’ citizen is a subject with a voice to the king, through the house of commons, not a inherent, god-given rights Citizen such as exists here in America.

Rundt:
I got, I got somebody on the line.  Can I put you on hold for just a sec?  Can you wait just a sec?

Robert:
Yeah.

[PAUSE]

Rundt:
You there?  I’m sorry, that was my secretary, actually; she’s not a secretary.  That was bad terminology.

Robert:
Yeah…you there?

Rundt:
Yeah. You there?

Kevin:

Yeah… We’re here.

Rundt:
That was just my…the…I hate saying secretary.  That’s kinda’, sounds bad.  She’s our  office assistant.

Kevin:

Anyway. 

So, just give you a little snapshot of what is going on here.  And like I said, if you want to do law,

Robert:
Yeah.



We-we’ll certainly show you how to do law...but you got to…Bob’s…

Rundt:
Let me ask you.  This is…this is Just…I’m shifting, (we’ll pretend I’m on break here for a second)

Kevin:

Go ahead.

Rundt:
If ah.  I’m trying to think of the way to word this.  It’s hard talking when you are just talking on the phone.

Ahm.  What, if you aren’t going to follow…like…if the penal code doesn’t exist.  And that is generally what I am interpreting you to say.  Is it’s not…it was never correctly…adopted.

Kevin:

It’s called private law.

Robert:
It’s copywrited.

Kevin:

It’s a contract.

Rundt:
Okay.  If it is not correct.  But our courts, all the courts that I know of, that is what they follow.  State of California.

Robert:
Uh-huh.

Rundt:
And unless it is contradictory through the Federal Courts by Civil Rights, which it’s never been, that I know of—ah—said that doesn’t exist.  How do you go about…



This is just for myself…how do you go about fighting this?

Kevin:
Ah…how do you go about fighting it?  Or you as a lets say, as a law enforcement officer…
Rundt:
No I’m saying…as…as…okay; as I do violate.  I mean, I’m asking you honestly.  If, if we…if I…well, let’s use it.

I as a Police Officer, I follow the Penal Code.  Because there are others,  even if I said, “Okay, I agree with you a 100% and I don’t want to do anything with it,”  and another officer comes up, how do you go about fighting, where do you go to fight, his violating your rights by using the Penal Code?  And I guess that’s a…

Robert:
You just answered America.



What do you think I’m fighting?

Rundt:
But how, do, where do you go?  Wha.--  I mean if no courts.  No court.  Recognizes what you are saying.  They recognize the Penal Code, how do you go about fighting this?

Carl:

Excuse me.

There is two, there’s two courts in this nation today.  Or courts under two articles of this constitution.

Rundt:
Uh-huh.

Carl:.
There are courts under the original constitution of California 1849, Article IV, which are legislative courts.   Those are the courts we go into today.  The courts that are supposed to be perpetrated on the people, are the courts under Article VI, the Judicial Branch of Government, and you get it in the Judicial Branch on how you set your paperwork up.

Robert:
Actually, it’s Article III.

Kevin:

No…that is the US Constitution.

Robert:
Oh—Ohh…that’s right.

Carl:
No, it’s Article VI California Constitution 1849 is Article VI.  It’s how you set your paper work up to get it into the Judicial branch of government.  This is what people are in error on.

If you have a real concern and a real interest in learning the original law.  You need to start at the very beginning of law.

Rundt:
I-I kind of understand that.  And I, you’ve got me curious…

Carl::

Let me read a case here to you.

“The Constitution of this state, is not to be considered as a grant of power, but rather a restriction upon the powers of the Legislature.  And it is competent for the legislator to exercise all powers not forbidden by the constitution of the state, or delegated to the general government, or prohibited by the constitution of the United States.  People vs. Coleman, 4 California 46, People vs. Bigler 5 California 23, and William vs. Thompson, January Term, 1856.  

That Constitution was the California Constitution of 1849.  How do you suppose the Legislature usurped that Constitution?

Through a common law jurisdiction with a venue and support?  A corporate jurisdiction with a venue and support?  A maritime-admiralty jurisdiction with a venue and support?  Or a martial law jurisdiction with a venue and support?

Rundt:
At least I get where you are coming from…because I read uhm.

Carl::

We are under a Military Martial Law.

Robert:
Well, let me ask you this.



There is a California State Constitution, correct?

Rundt:
Well, according to what I understand, no.  According what Frederick Earl told me, there isn’t.

Robert:
There is no California State Constitution?

Rundt:
That is what he told me yesterday.

Robert:  
So there is no 1849 Constitution?

Fred:

No.  I said there wasn’t an 1879 constitution.

Rundt:
Okay.  The 1879 constitution.

Fred:
All I said was, actually, the date of repeal, that I really didn’t know what that meant, but it is in the little book that Bernie Richter gave me.

Rundt:
Yeah.  And I was kinda’ hoping you’d, you were going to show up, so I could, I wanted to read it.

Robert:
Okay. Well not only that.. let me continue here.

Do you know what the first Article of the California State Constitution says?

Rundt:
Actually, to be honest, no.

Robert:
Well, it says that “men have the right to acquire, and, ah, ah, retain and protect property.”



That is the first one.  Declaration of Rights.

Now, you tell me, out of ANY rights that are in the Constitution, you tell me what right I have?

Because I can’t protect my property.  I can’t protect my son, I can’t protect my home, I can’t protect my life.

You tell me just one.  Not just that one. You tell my any constitutional right that I have.



Because you are not doing proper summons on me.  That’s all y…

Rundt:
As per what you guys agree.



That’s why I was asking…

Robert:
But this is YOUR LAW!!


We didn’t write these laws that ask f7or a seal, and that has a raised imprinted seal, that has to have a complaint, that has to have oath, and ah…backed by oath and affirmation.



We didn’t write these laws!

Rundt:
All warrants are backed by a complaint.
Robert:
A verified complaint.  Taken under oath.

Rundt:
Yeah…ah…well..  It is actually, ah.  It can be.  Ah.  We don’t normally do that except on a Governor’s Warrant.
Kevin:

Alright, let me just give you a…

Rundt:
I think, maybe I wasn’t clear.  I’m asking, where do you go?
If an officer comes out.  Obviously, I’m sitting at my desk.  Because I’m not coming by.  Trust me on this.  I’m not going by there.



Ahm…I have a wife at home I prefer being with.  No offense. But.

Kevin:

I hope for your sake you don’t have kids.

Rundt:
Oh.  I got kids.

Kevin:

Oh.  Okay, well, treat her damn good then.

Rundt:
Ah.  Believe me, I think about it every day.  In the job I’m in.  I think about it every day.  I’m just telling you.



I-I- (sigh)

Kevin:

Your question was, “Where do you go”

Rundt:
Let’s use Robert Lindsay as an example.

The police tonight at midnight, come kick the door in—drag him out.  And haul him off to jail.

Where does he go to challenge what has happened?  If all our courts recognize the Penal Code and there has been no violation?



Is really what I am asking.

There must be somewhere, that you are saying that you can go—but where is that?

Carl::
What you do Brad, is that you file a Demand for Bill of Particulars from, against Michael Ramsey.  I have filed personally,. Myself, four of these actions against Michael Ramsey, and requested all the same information.

Rundt:
And what happens?

Carl::

Mike has failed to answer them, and in the last case, they dismissed.

Rundt:
That is what I am saying.

Carl::
He will not answer the question, because the Bill of Particulars has o be answered under oath.  And Mike doesn’t want to do that because he doesn’t want to expose the Martial Law jurisdiction of this state.

Rundt:
My question would be then..

Carl::  
If he doesn’t answer it, the court attempts to set another trial date or a trial date period, we appeal immediately to the higher court.  And we walk it up the ladder to the [California] Supreme Court, and if necessary to the Supreme Court of the United States of America.  It is an unalienable god-given right that the Citizens of this country have the right to know the nature and cause of the instant accusation brought against before them.  And this is exactly what we will challenge on this information that you are attempting to perpetrate on Bob.

Robert:
Well, Brad, let me tell you something Brad.  Ah.  The people across this nation right now, are up in arms about this, because they know what has happened to me.  Eleven other fathers have undergone hunger-strikes, eleven other fathers have undergone hunger-strikes across this nation.  

Ahm.  There is a boycott of Butte County because of this.  Is still going on.  Let me tell you something.  If I go into jail, I do another hunger strike…and let me give you a news flash, all this year.  I’m talking all of this year.  From November all the ways to up until last month.  I was deathly sick.  

I can’t do another hunger strike.  But you put me in jail, I will kill myself with another hunger-strike if need be.



And I tell you what.  The Fathers Rights movement is ready to explode.

[Silence]

Carl::

Ah.  Back to your question that you asked.

It is required by law, under the original laws of this state, that the ah…ah…in order to bring down an indictment against anyone, since what you guys are moving on, has to be done, whether it be a misdemeanor or felony, has to be done by a grand jury indictment.  And I doubt very much that you have a grand jury indictment against Bob.



Do you have a Grand Jury indictment?

Rundt:
No, we don’t go through that.  As I said, the Penal Code doesn’t’ require.
Carl::

Right, and the Penal Code is in extreme error.  And in..

Rundt:
That is what I am asking…how….what…(sigh)

Carl::

You have to get…

Rundt:
Has any cases ever gone all the way to the Supreme Court and been upheld ah.. by…or…

Carl::

No--No they haven’t.  Because the courts get real nervous when…

Rundt:

Not lose my point--That is what I’m leading to.

Carl::
When you, when they, when you start running a common law action and defending yourself at common law, the courts do not want to tell the military martial law venue and jurisdiction we are under, and they drop it.  And it is exactly what happens.

I can tell you of a case of a Black man up in Ashland Oregon, that filed a suit against the Federal Government.  He filed it the first time, it took them one week to deny it.  Because he had in the legislative branch of government.

He met the people we study under out of Oregon, they showed him how to set up his paperwork up, he filed it again, it took him 8 months to give him a case number.  They gave him a case number.

And the first thing he motioned for, and this may or may not upset you, he motioned for an all free white Christian male jury.  And they haven’t responded yet, because they know that all his point are directly on point, or all his issues are right on point and that he is in the right branch of government, the judicial branch, under article III, for the federal constitution.

Robert:
Can I interject here?

Carl

Certainly.

Robert:
Ahm.  You-You said you saw what happened in the last trial, correct?

Rundt:
Yes.

Robert:
Do you know what happened on April 29, 1996?  With Judge Howell?

Rundt:
Actually, I was not there was Howell.  I was there with [unintelligible]

Robert:
Okay.  I gave Judge Howell,  ah—Notice of Defects and Presumption of Facts.

Rundt:
Uhm-hmm.

Robert:
I hammered on it, and this is what he said.  And I want your response on this.  He said, quote:  “I have no jurisdiction in this matter.”



What should have happened to this case?

Rundt:
If I’m not mistaken, what he was saying, is that his response, was; cuz I read  the response that he had, because I saw the written—and the response to it.  And I don’t want to (sigh) its been too long since I read it…but if I’m not mistaken…what he was saying—what his intent was is that I have no—there is no reason to respond to it…

Robert:
Oh No—that’s not what he said.   And I’ll quote it again.

Rundt:
I’ll have to dig it up, because I have to be honest with you.

Robert:
I’m telling you the truth, the absolute truth…matter of fact: were you there?

Kevin:

No.  I wasn’t there.

Robert:
Ah…I had witnesses there…but this is what he said:



“I HAVE NO JURISDICTION IN THIS MATTER.”



That is a direct quote.
Then he tried to move to try and set a court date, and I objected, and I demanded that the court be read back…he knew what he said.  Because then I DEMANDED five times that he read back what he just said, and he wouldn’t do it.  I demanded that he read back the record, and he wouldn’t do it.  So he knows…if he...if it was a little item there, he would have gone right back and oh, no-no—that isn’t what I meant.  That what was meant.



Now, what without jurisdiction, what is wrong with that?

Rundt:
Well let me ah---(sigh)   Well-well, that would create a problem, if that is what he said.
Robert:
That is what he said.

Rundt:
I have, I have…what I am…

Robert:
He dragged me across the bar without me ever…in Cumming’s Court…they dragged me across the bar, without me every giving my name, without any jurisdiction, and under the Civil C-- Code of Civil Procedure, if jurisdiction is challenged, it must be proved.

You have to first censor the proceedings, then you have to prove jurisdiction.  That was never done.

You guys just steamed rolled over me, I never participated, and the reason was, like I didn’t pick the jury, I didn’t make an opening statement, nothing!  I remained silent—because, because Howell, said, he knows he said it.  Now he says he can’t remember saying it…



But I have witnesses, and I have affidavits…this case is…

Rundt:
I wasn’t there with Howell.  I have to tell you.  I was not there.  So I did not hear it, I’d be…

Robert:
This is a case without jurisdiction.
Kevin:

Brad let me tell you a little story.  This is Kevin again.

Rundt:
I’m kinda’ recognizing your voices now.

Kevin:

Okay.  Let me tell you a little story.  

There is a case over in Superior Court called, David Kasakov, vs. Shane Redmon.  And you can go look it up if you want.

Now, we have a—some of the research through Military Law, we have arrived at the understanding that this judge is like the captain on a ship.  Okay?

And there are three ways to confer jurisdiction to this Judge.  Once this jurisdiction is conferred….the Judge has absolute, the power of God over this person.  And one way is to give your last name, what is called your war name, this is—the reason we have what is called a Christian Name, is because our Christian forefathers invented a middle name, so we have two names to give to the Roman soldiers, so there wouldn’t go out and go after our families.  Okay?  And…

Rundt:
Hence the middle name and last name, and…

Kevin:

Right.

The Christian name is the first and middle name, and the last name is your family name, which; is like asking how much money you make—it’s rude and none of your business.  Okay?  My family name is none of your business, because, if you are Roman, you’ll go after my family.  And so we came up with a Christian name.  Okay?

The second way is to cross the bar…that railing of the ship that is in the courtroom there.

Robert:
And I was dragged across.

Kevin:

Physically with your person, okay.  To cross the bar.

The third way is to address the judge with any kind of title.  “Sir” “Your Honor” “Judge”  anything other than mister.  Imparts to him some kind of position of authority over you.  You recognize his authority.  Okay?

Now this is the real secret, and, and you can go check this paperwork out for yourself, you can do a little

Rundt:
Oh…I’m going to do some reading this evening…

Kevin:

Now let me just tell you 
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Rundt:
Uh-huh.

Kevin:

And has no business in the courts…because if you look up
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Kevin:

…by the law of that nation.

Robert:
USC Title 4.

Kevin:
Yeah.  USC Title…uh.  Four USC 1, I think it is --and Blacks Law Dictionary.

Now, here’s the thing…in this case.  We put in a Motion for Flags of Peace in a Court of Peace.  Okay?

Rundt:
Okay.  I do remember that.

Kevin:

Okay.  And we put in two contacts.

One contract we said, well, if it is too inconvenient for the Judge to replace the flags, then; we can have him just sign this simple contract, that says for all intents and purposes, this action will be administered and adjudicated as if it was in a court of Peace, under flags of peace.

We put in two contracts; one was a contract for the remainder of the action to be administered under a court of peace…and one was a contract to be administered for that one hearing only; so that we can discuss the flags, with the judge being responsible for his decision, as to whether or not he should be responsible for any of his decisions.  Okay?  The legal morality of him being responsible for just that one day.  To talk about whether he should be responsible at all.

Now, County Counsel Bruce Alpert put in an opposition that said that “we really don’t have any opposition, we’ll just go along with whatever the court wants.”  

Now these judges have been lying to everybody, saying: “Oh, these flags are just there ‘cause they are prettier, and these Patriots are crazy, because these flags really don’t mean anything.”  Okay?

Bruce Alpert walked up to the tentative ruling page on the door, and flipped it up, and said “Oh my god, the tentative ruling was to deny the motion.”  

Gilbert was the Judge, he refused not only to sign that contract for that one day, he said:  “When you come to McDonald’s you know what to expect.”  He said  “You came and you filed in our court, and you know what you expect.”



Yeah.  Marshall law.



You know?

Their power grows out of the power of a gun.  And that is communism. Okay?  Our forefathers, tried to find something better than government based on raw, aggression, and military power.  It’s called ‘consent of the governed.’  It was something that is supposed to be more civilized.  And but, we’ve gone full circle, study the ‘Rise and Fall of the Roman Empire,’ they’ve taken us full circle back to the time before Justinian, when the lawyers, then known as the Decemvir’s, totally ran society, drove everybody crazy, and Justinian came alone and swept them out of office, and that was where the word ‘Justice’ came from.  And since then, American Jurisprudence, as it was established in 1787,-

Robert:
It has been subverted.

Kevin:
Has been, which was three or four layers of generations improvement of the law of Justinian, has been taken full circle back to the dark ages of the Roman Empire.

Robert:
Yeah.  We’ve gone backwards.



Let me ask you a question.  You must have looked at my record, correct?

Rundt:
Ah...record of?

Robert:
Me.



My criminal history.

Rundt:
Ah…actually to be honest, I didn’t.  You probably only have probably like a 270..

Robert:
That’s it.  That’s all I’ve….

Rundt:
I’ve, I’ve

Robert:
And let me tell you something.  If it wasn’t for this, you would have would have know who I was, you would have never seen me on TV, I would have never had to…
Rundt:
Oh-no-no-no.  I watched you on TV before any of this.

Robert:
NO!!  I wouldn’t have BEEN on TV!

I would never have gone on—I would not have been who I am right now, this hated, embattled Patriot, “Deadbeat” quote/unquote Dad.

Rundt:
I don’t think hated is, is a correct word, because I don’ t hate you.

Robert:
You weren’t in jail.  There were guards in there that wanted to kill me.

Rundt:
Well, yeah, but guards…that’s guards.   I really don’t hate you, I don’t know you…

Robert:
Let me make my point.  

My point is, that I’ve been Mr. Clean all my life.  And this thing has come in and devastated my life, and it is devastating other father’s lives.  And there’s, there’s no equation—I mean—you would have never seen me!  I would have never had any type of ah—you know, I don’t steal, I don’t do drugs, I don’t do nothing.  I’m Mr. Squeeky clean.  This thing has undermined my life, and I cannot do a thing about it.  The only thing I can do, pay…you guys want me to pay, you want me to pay, you want me to pay and it’s destroyed my life between me and my son.

This thing has driven me into poverty, and I’ve never wanted it from day one.  And everyone is saying: “We’ll gee whiz, you know he is so intelligent, he so this, but, you know,  he can do everything: except run his own life.  The DA has to run his  life, in regards to his own son.  And he won’t let the DA run his life.  So we have to put a violation in on him.

Rundt:

Okay.  But…(sigh)

Carl::

Brad, let me ask you a question. 

Has the District Attorney in any way referred to the Bill of Particulars?  The Affidavit by Special Appearance, or the, uhm.

Rundt:
If he, if he—anything regarding that, he wouldn’t talk to me about anyway.  I’m just being perfectly honest with you.   I’m too low on the food chain to.  That he would not be—that would be something that he would  be talking to me about.  It would be more that he might…

Carl::

The [unintelligible] that were already filed.

Rundt:
What I am saying, is that he, that is, he has never responded in any way to me.  He probably talks to Jack, or the other attorney’s about it.  But not me.

Carl::
Okay.  Are you familiar with the Redress of Grievances that was filed on the city council?

Rundt:
I’m not familiar with it, I just know it exists.

Robert:
Are you doing what you are doing right now because of the Redress of Grievance?

Rundt:
What do you mean?  Doing what?  You mean, the 270?

Robert:
Yes.

Rundt:
Has nothing to do with it.

Robert:
Okay.

Rundt:
As a matter of fact, I-I—I know so little about it, I just know that there was something done, and it has nothing to do with this whatsoever.

Carl::

This 270 a misdemeanor or a Felony?

Rundt:
It can be both.  It can be, the second time around, it can be a felony.

Robert:
When did that law come out?
Rundt:
Well, it’s always been basically around, I can…if ..if…your.  If you recognize the Penal Code, which I’m understanding that you generally don’t.  But let me see if it is listed…

Robert:
Because the penal code only says it is a misdemeanor.
Rundt:
Ah.  Let’s see.



It’s the second, ah—time around…it becomes a felony.  Or can be.

Robert:
I-didn’t, I didn’t, I haven’t seen that.  I don’t see that in the penal code.
Carl::

At this point, what would you like Bob to do?  Or what do you think?

Rundt:
I think we have established the fact that he is not going to recognize this warrant.

Robert:
No.  

Rundt:
And so at that time.

Robert:
NO.  I’ll recognize a  properly served warrant.
dt:
I’m just being honest with you.  Ah… I recognize the fact that you aren’t going to recognize a warrant that is based on the Penal Code.  And done through the procedures of the court system, as we are required to do things.  

On the other hand, ahm--at some point at time, it is going to be forced upon you.  In other words, at some point along the way, you are going to be driving along, you are going to get stopped, or somebody is going to get pissed off and they’re going to kick your door in, and drag you out.  The fact is that, ah…

Robert:
It’s illegal.

Rundt:
(sigh)  Whether it is illegal or not…by what…by your terms it is, but by the Penal Code, it is going to be valid.  I didn’t say it is going to me.  What I’m saying, is that, ahm…somebody, somewhere, along the way, you are going to get stopped or whatever, and you are going to have to address the issue of the Penal Code.  That is why I was asking you—how do you go about challenging that?  I’ve, I’ve got a real curiosity, if our courts are not truly recognizing, they either ignore it, or say it doesn’t exist, and you are blowing smoke and we’re not going to do it.

I mean, Legitimately, the last time you filed all these in brought all these points out—and this is out of curiosity—but yet, you were sentenced to jail, and you did quite some time in there.

And, if ah…there must be someway to challenge this.  And that what I was curious, how do you go about challenging this?

Carl::

Do you know what a writ of mandamus is?

Rundt:
Yes.

Carl:

Do you know what Articles of Impeachment are?

Rundt:
But what I am saying is, that is, that nothing ever happens.  They just totally blow you off.
Robert:
Let me put it this way.  Is that the Father’s Right movement is fighting this, they don’ t have any redress, and it is designed as a no win scenario.  Now, you say “Oh--the penal code, the penal code, the penal code”  Well, you know, the Penal Code says, well “Gee whiz.  If the father has a broken back, well then,  we can’t him in jail for failure to provide.”  You know?

Rundt:
Right.  If he has, medical, or psychological, or he has been really made and attempt to find a job—or whatever—sure, then they are not put somebody in jail for…

Robert:
Well, no, that is not true.  Because we have a case with Earl Wellwood, you got about five inches worth of medical history on him, he’s got a bad back, he’s had two operations, he’s going in for a third, and your trying to put him in jail.

Rundt:
This party isn’t…I know nothing of this.

Robert:
Well, I’m telling you the facts.

Rundt:
Okay. What I’m saying though. That, make sure, that this one in particular I know nothing about.

Robert:
When I was in jail, I didn’t see any rich fathers in jail.  You are putting poor people like me in jail.  It is a program.  It’s, it’s reprehensible.  And there’s, the fathers--you know, I tell you what?  You say, you know, you get the court to say, well, “get pink toilet paper, and write an explanation and we’ll consider that”—and I tell you what--and the Father’s Rights movement would do it.  Because, it is a no win scenario.



Murderers don’t get treated like Father’s do in this nation.

Carl::

Is it, ah…your perception to come over to, Oroville, I guess?

Rundt:
My deal—okay.  I’ll have to be honest, if Bob showed up in my office, I have no choice but to arrest him.  And that is why I’m being perfectly honest.  That’s why, if I’m on the phone to him, I’m obviously not going to be doing that.



I—I, that would be the ideal situation, and fight it through the courts.

But, when you don’t have a recourse, my concern I have, I don’t see the courts as being responsive  to your complaint.

Robert:
Why don’t you do a proper summons?  That would fix the whole thing?

Rundt:
The proper summons…what I’m saying…and I will…I am going to up as soon as I hang up the phone, I’m going to go talk to the attorney.  He hasn’t come down here, so I don’t even know if he’s in right now.  But when I get the first change I get I’m going to talk with him.
Carl::
How about if we type up a summons for you and bring it over, will you sign it and get the judge to sign it and put the court seal…”

Rundt:
I’ll make a deal with you.  If you do one, the best I can do, is I can give it to the deputy District Attorney.  Who can, will review it and do whatever.

Carl::

What about, will you allow the Grand Jury to review it?
Rundt:
I don’t, I gotta tell you.  I don’t’ have that authority.  That has to come from above.  I’m just a peon.  Okay?  I just want you to know.  I don’t have any authority to do that.  All I can do, is that if you want to bring something over, I can relay it, and move it on.

Carl::

Who would be directly above you, Mike?

Rundt:
No.  Directly above me, is my supervisor, and he is the assistant Chief, and that is John Chaplin.  

Carl::

John Chaplin?

Rundt:
Right.  And he is an assistant Chief.

Carl::

And he is under Mike?

Rundt:
And then we have a Chief Investigator, and then we have the District Attorney, and that is our direct chain of command.

We don’t answer directly to the attorney’s.  Ah.  They’re kind of a separate group, and then they have, and then they go up through a different rank.

Because I am a law enforcement portion of the unit, we don’t respond to non-law enforcement people.  So my direct supervisor is assistant chief John Chaplin.

Carl::

If you arrest Bob in your office, ahm.  What, will bail be set?

Rundt:
Bail is set.  I would guess...you know, I don’t…let me see if I can look up and see if I can find what the bail was actually set.  I believe it is like, ten thousand or something.

Carl::

What judge signed that?  Do you know?

Rundt:
As I said, I do not know who the Judge was, because we don’t--it is not something that we have to keep track of.  Let me look at—



Oh—wrong one.  Sorry, grabbed the wrong case.

Carl::

Does the Judge set the bail?  Or does Mike set the bail?

Rundt:
No-no-no.  The Judge does.  It’s actually, Actually, the courts set a bail, they sit around and they have a bail setting hearing.  And they basically determine what all crimes bail are going to be.  And I’m showing five thousand.

Carl:  

Five Thousand.

Rundt:
Five thousand.

Kevin:

You are talking about a schedule of bail?

Rundt:
Yes, there is a bail schedule that they follow.

Kevin:
Now, if you check out Penal Code, ah—I think it is 1275—there’s a magistrate, you’re supposed to go before the magistrate, and he’s supposed to set bail based on that you’re a flight risk, you’re likelihood of appearing for trial.

Rundt:
And they do vary.  I will tell you that, that is why I didn’t know how much it was.  I’ll be perfectly honest, I’ve seen bail as low as a thousand, and I see them as much as a million dollars, for 270.

Carl::
(laughing)

Rundt:
I’m just being honest with you.  And I’ve seen some that have had no bail.

Robert:
I couldn’t afford either one.

Rundt:
But the fact was, that you asked, and I’m telling you what the bail is.  And I’m being honest with you, also, that if he showed up—I commit a crime by not arresting him.  Okay?

Yesterday, when I chose to leave, I thought it was to give everyone a chance to think.

Carl::

Are you an attorney by any chance?

Rundt:
Oh no.  Don’t put me with attorney’s here.  Don’t put me in with them.



You know what the bible says about attorney’s and tax collectors.

[Laughter]

Carl:: 
Very good.  I had hopes you would be.  Maybe we can make a DA out of you.

Rundt:
Oh no!  I got five and a half years, and I’m outta here.  The day I turn 50, I quit.

Carl::

What are you doing that for?

We need guys that will sit call and talk with people.  You know?  Most of these guys, they just go and shoot people and arrest them on their emotions.

Rundt:
You know.  I got into law enforcement, because long ago I said I gotta be able to be a better job, than a Concord Cop that I ran across many years ago.  And I’ve tried to treat people like I want to be treated.  Even, you know I don’t expect anybody to always agree with me, but I try to treat them with respect as best I can.

Kevin:
Now let me ask you this.  If I came in, and brought unequivocal proof, that these penal codes, and these various codes, are not the statutes of California, what could you do about it?

Rundt:
I’m being honest.  The best I can do, is distribute it, up through my ranks.

]Kevin

Uh huh.

Rundt:
And I’m being honest.

Robert:
So, so if you knew that they weren’t law, then you’d be following them anyway?  Is that what you are saying?

Rundt:
I d—I don’t know.  I have to tell you.  I don’t know.  



I know that…sigh…I don’t know!  I gotta tell you.  You know?

Kevin:
You know what they did to the Nazi in Nuremberg who said that they were just following orders?

Rundt:
That is why I said, I’m being perfectly honest…I don’t know.  That is why I was perfectly interested, when I was told I was going to have a visit paid to me.  I have left on principles at other jobs before.

Kevin:
We’ll come and visit, you, and we’ll get some paperwork together, for you—it might take a little while.

Rundt:
That is alright.

Cheney.
I want you to know, that I am not a criminal, I never have been a criminal, at umbrage at the process that’s being done against me.  And idea that you guys won’t do proper service and proper laws…is again, another umbrage.  Because, again; I didn’t write these laws.

Rundt:
Do you prefer Robert, or Bob?

Robert:
My personal friends call me Bob.

Rundt:
Well what do you want me to call you?

Robert:
I prefer Robert, please.

Rundt:
Robert?  Okay.

Let me say this.   I really honestly, wanted to talk to you before any of this came about.  I did call you.

Robert:
I never got a message.

Rundt:
No… You talked to me, and you hung up on me.

Robert:
I didn’t hang up—I said:  “Excuse me, I give you no information.”

Rundt:
Right.  But I was trying.

Robert:
And I hung up.

Rundt:
Had we talked then, a lot of this may able to be avoided.  And the fact was that I was, I had just talk to—ah—hello, brain dead here for a minute.  Ah.  Albert Mitchell.  And I met him down at Pep Boys.  Nice guy.  I’ve talked to him before, but—I actually sat around—we weren’t specifically about you  in general, we were just talking in general.  And I was thinking of talking to him, because he always does the tapes of the County Counsel meetings, and I watch him frequently on TV too, and he keyed me into something; and I knew they were working on a case about you.   And I said, wait a minute, let me just talk to him.  Let me just see where he is coming from, before anything gets out of hand.

That is what I was calling you about.  I really wasn’t trying to do anything.  I was actually trying to work something out here.  Because I didn’t know what was going on.  So I legitimately, was trying to—I actually thought I could help.

Robert:
You want to help?  Get out of my life.

[Laughter]

Robert:
I’m serious, you’ve destroyed me.  You guys won, you know, you guys should be thrilled.  

Rundt:
Oh no, this doesn’t thrill me.

Robert:
Well let me tell you—Butte County has dumped probably $100,000, 150, maybe $200,000 thousand dollars, going after me; for nothing.  For stealing my son.

Rundt:
As I said…

Robert:
I can run my home, better than Butte County, better than Mike Ramsey, and you’ve destroyed the relationship with my son, you’ve driven me into poverty; and you have the arrogance to try to bill me for it?

Do you know it China, after they kill a family member of a person, they bill the family twenty-two cents for the bullet?

Rundt:
It wouldn’t surprise me.

Robert:
You’re more expensive.

You’re more ruthless, and more expensive.  You’re trying to bill me for stealing my own son, you are trying to get me to pay for my own destruction.  So you can have a good cellular phone, and a brand new T-Bird.

Rundt:
Actually, that phone is my personal cellular phone.

Robert:
I can’t afford one!  I can’t afford a T-Bird.

Rundt:
The T-Bird is, was ah-- the cheapest car we could get by bid.  It went out to bid.  So.  Ah.  That was cheap.  That’s why we got it.  It had nothing to do with a great car.

Robert:
I can’t afford a T-Bird, I can’t afford a Volkswagen.

Rundt:
I gotta tell ya…I drive a ’84 Jeep Cherokee, that has, that uses more oil than you know, what the Opec minister’s can produce.  Because I cannot afford to fix it.  I don’t have a lot of money.

Robert:
I don’t have a lot of, I’ve got 100th of what you got.

Rundt:
And I don’t dispute that.

Robert:
And then you are coming after me for how much?  What—I don’t even know what the bill is.

Rundt:
Actually, I don’t have that in front of me.

Kevin:
Yeah.  Good thing to find out just for curiosity sake, how much do they want?  Do you know?  If you could find out that for us.

[Unintelligible]

Rundt:
I can give you a call like tomorrow, I don’t have that information, I gotta, I’m just being honest with you, I can give you a call…when I find out.  If you’d like me to do that.

Kevin:
Just for jollies.  I mean, their mathematics’ is pretty funny, last time, what was it?  It ended up, you owed for seven months, and it came up with $36,000 dollars at $360 dollars a month.  I mean it was ridiculous.

Robert:
No…it was $11,000 dollars, eleven grand…and then I don’t know what it is now.  That is why I went to court.

Kevin:

For six months or a year--?

Robert:
Yeah—Yeah, for my motorcycle accident!  You know, it is kind of funny, that I became a criminal after I lost my job at Chico State.  Don’t you find that remarkable?

Rundt:
Ah, were you paying by wage assignment before that or something?

Robert:
No!  I never paid!  They had it garnished.  I had fought this thing from day one.  When you stole my son---

Rundt:
That’s what I said, it was a wage assignment.

Robert:
Yeah.  I said, I said no.  And I would not pay and I would not do anything until this was remedied, and you guys just rolled over me.

That’s your law now.  This is the vaunted law that you bring up in the Penal Code, that essentially it is a steam roller.  Trust me, I’ve been there.
Rundt:
That is why I’m open,  I’m listening to you guys.  I’m spending my time listening to you.

Robert:
Well, I tell you what…Why don’t you guys stop running my life and maybe I can get a-a chance and get back to my son.
Rundt:
As I said.  I, this is really not mine—I do not sign the complaint, I do not authorize the complaint.  All I can do is relay information, and as I said—if you guys have something you like to give me, if you don’t want to drive out here, you can tell me where you’d like to meet me, and it doesn’t have to be with Robert there.

Carl::

Are you on Muller Street?

Rundt:
Yes.  

Carl::

Is that what you address correct?

Rundt:
Right.  I gave you my card.  That is my desk telephone number.

Carl::
I’d like, ah…I’d like to thank you for saying “I don’t know.”  It’s real tough to get people in public service to say “I don’t know.”

Rundt:
Oh.  I’ll tell you the truth.  To the best of my ability, I-I mean—I try not to lie to people, because I don’t want to be lied to.  I do, you know,  the best I can, and as I said, I got into this, because I failed as an accountant for two airlines.

I didn’t fail…they, they—one went bankrupt, I had nothing to do with it, the other one closed; we basically leased our aircraft out, and we couldn’t come up with negotiations, and I was a financial analyst for them.  I needed to support a family, and this is where I ended up.

Carl::

Your communication skills for this point are very good.

Robert:
By the grace of God, you could be where I am at.  By the Grace of God.

Rundt:
You know, I’ve got to tell you.  I know at any give time, having two kids myself, I could be.  Because all it takes is my wife to decide that she doesn’t want to be there anymore.  

Robert:
That is all it takes.

Rundt:
And I do recognize that.

Robert:
And you are talking about a woman, in my situation, that was totally immoral—Again, there is a maxim of law that “ he who is without clean hands, cannot benefit from the law.”

Well, this woman, has totally filthy hands, she’s gone on welfare, she’s had two more kids on welfare, she’s been on welfare for 13 years, and she benefits from the law, and I get screwed…

Rundt:
Right.

Robert:
 A nation of fathers is going through  this…and soon my son is going to be dealing with this.

Carl::  
Bob, that’s enough.

Rundt:
And it is not going to end for a while.

Robert:
Okay Brad…Well, I appreciate the call.

Rundt:
Okay, if you’ve got any questions, that phone number goes to my desk.  Okay guys?  And you are always welcome to call.  I don’t hide from people, I give out my  desk number, I always have.

Robert:
Okay.

Rundt:
And if you guys throw some papers together whatever, feel free, I’ll even swing by the way home from work on my own time and pick them up.

Carl::

Do you live in Chico?

Rundt:
Yes I do.

Robert:  
Okay, thank you.

Rundt:
I have no qualms about swinging by anybodies house and I’d happy to pick up any papers that you wanted to rather than making somebody have to drive all the way out here.

Fred:

I’ll get you some of that stuff about the code is not law and so forth.

Rundt:
I’d love to.  I’d love to read it.

Fred:

Yeah.

Rundt:
And I will forward it on too for you guys.  I can make you no promises to what will happen, but I will forward it.

[Unintelligible]

Robert:
Oh—the system isn’t going to change, we know that.

Rundt:
That’s why, I-I tend to agree.

Robert:
Okay, thank you.

Rundt:
Alright, bye

[END OF SIDE TWO—TELEPHONE CONVERSATION OVER]
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