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Issue # 166 – November 4, 2011





We the People – Alabama





have invited Sheriff Richard Mack to come to Alabama and speak to as many of Alabama’s County Sheriffs as will attend.


We are in the process of sending a letter of introduction and a copy of Sheriff Mack’s book


“The County Sheriff – America’s Last Hope”


to each of Alabama’s 67 County Sheriffs.





The event is scheduled for January 21, 2012.


More details will be made available shortly.











� INCLUDEPICTURE "cid:X.MA7.1317251150@aol.com" \* MERGEFORMAT ���








We the People – Alabama


shall establish a membership based, citizen manned organization for the State of Alabama to halt and reverse the incremental dismantling of our freedoms and standard of living and to secure the opportunity for a better future for our children and grandchildren by providing ourselves for ourselves those services previously provided by individuals and institutions upon which we can no longer depend to defend our freedoms.


How successful we are will be determined by the Alabama citizens that participate in and/or support our efforts.

















Occupy Wall Street





It seems like many of those in the occupy Wall Street movement are either phoney brats with nothing better to do or poor uninformed schmucks that are being used to promote some socialist agenda and have no clue that they are being used by the Marxists egging them on. Check out the slide show at:








� HYPERLINK "http://dailycaller.com/2011/11/02/opulent-homes-of-the-99-percent-slideshow/5-5/" �http://dailycaller.com/2011/11/02/opulent-homes-of-the-99-percent-slideshow/5-5/� 











Another related video can be viewed at:








� HYPERLINK "http://www.pjtv.com/?cmd=mpg&mpid=56&load=6158" �http://www.pjtv.com/?cmd=mpg&mpid=56&load=6158� 








It is widespread public apathy that is the single biggest threat to individual liberty. By remaining silent, people condone what government does and as such are part of the problem.





The


Alabama Minuteman Reports Newsletter





is owned and operated exclusively by Alabama citizens for Alabama citizens, is intended to provide highlights of current news and events to inform Alabama citizens and accepts input from all sources, however, we do not accept responsibility for the accuracy of any material presented. It is up to the readers to verify the material’s accuracy and judge it for themselves.











The People are the Source of All Political Power (after all no one gets into office unless we put them there). 


All Elected Officials are limited by our written Constitutions (if not authorized in writing, such acts are unlawful). 


The Constitution is not a Menu (You cannot pick and choose the parts you want to use).


The Constitution cannot Defend Itself. 


Individuals and Small Groups cannot prevail in attempts to hold government accountable to their State and Federal Constitutions. 


A Critical Mass is needed, say 3-5% of population. 


Very few in and out of public office can recognize when government is obeying or violating the Constitution. 


The way our system of governance is working is in sharp contrast to the way it is designed to work. 


We don't change the Constitution by ignoring it. There are provisions within it to make changes.


All that is happening is our fault; the People have allowed it to happen. 


The People have always had the ultimate power in our society and have always been the final arbiters of constitutionality. 


 Most of what is causing our National distress NOW can be traced back to violations of the Constitution.  


The next step, before next Monday's Webinar is to prepare drafts of Petitions for Redress which will include Instructions to the President and Congress to Remedy the agreed upon Grievances, each involving a violation of the Constitution: Money, Debt, Bailouts, Federal Reserve, Corporate Personhood and Undeclared Wars.  


Once a consensus is reached on an Instruction, it will be forwarded to the OWS facilitators and announced at Liberty Plaza following a "Mic Check."  If there are enough people who support the Petitions/Instructions, this is a peaceful legal way that the "99%" and the Constitution can be heard. 


From those I have talked to or heard from, there has been real relief expressed that someone is pointing the way back to the Constitution. However, there are different viewpoints on who is back of OWS; what its real purpose is; what is going to take place because of it.  


IMHO, the OWS may morph into a more formal, national organization something like our Constitution Lobby, albeit possibly without incorporating. The danger is it may be co-opted by a person(s) with an agenda contrary to that of the Constitution Lobby. With that in mind it will be interesting to see how much respect the Constitution Working Group actually receives from the powers behind OWS, whoever they are. 


I will continue until the Constitution is back as the main-frame for America and our Nation is back on track.





Bob Schulz,�Founder, We The People Foundation








“Lamestream” TIME calls Constitution “Elastic”


Richard Mack





In the July 4, 2011, issue of TIME magazine, Managing Editor Richard Stengel, calls the Constitution “elastic” and even goes so far as to claim that was exactly what the Founders intended to do; make the Constitution flexible and mutable. To follow this “logic” and revisionist philosophy, TIME would have us all believe that the Framers of our Constitution were merely forming a new government based on generalities and ideas of relativity, certain only of one thing, that future generations would hammer out something that might preserve some semblance of the “democracy” the Founding Fathers were leaving us. It was actually a Republic. The word 'Democracy' is never mentioned in the Constitution, but how would we expect TIME's Managing Editor to know that? TIME stays deeply within its own mainstream culture to convince us all that everything going on in government today is exactly as it was intended.


The Constitution has no absolutes, it was not written as a limitation, it contains no real law based on principles, it's merely a record of suggestions by some well-meaning colonists who could have never known what we really need today.


In fact, Stengel makes two very startling, if not downright bewildering claims. First, and I quote, “Politicians ask all the time, What would the Framers say?” Wow! Really? Today's politicians ask all the time, “What would the Framers say?” Please show me one time! I watch the news everyday. I have never heard Barak Obama say such a thing. When was the last time Nancy Pelosi asked, “What would the Framers say?” How about John McCain, Harry Reid, Mitt Romney, John Kerry, Mayor Bloomberg, Chris Christie, any of these politicians who are in the news daily; when did any of them ask about the Framers? Second, and even more astonishing, the Managing Editor of a major international publication, informs us all that we can never know what the Framers said; they're gone, we can no longer use their


wisdom to prove anyone wrong!


So, according to TIME and Stengel, we cannot look at the intent of the Founding Fathers nor learn from their wisdom because “...they're not around to prove anyone wrong.” I guess we should all ignore the Federalist Papers, and all the other journals and writings of the Framers. We should ignore the warnings of Patrick Henry in his fiery “Give me Liberty or Give me Death” speech, or Thomas Paine's Common Sense booklet or the biography of John Adams which quotes many of his beliefs in letters he wrote to his wife Abigail. Perhaps when we all walk through the Jefferson Memorial, we should ignore the quotes on the walls about freedom and Jefferson's passion for American idealism. We can't know


what the Framers intended when they wrote the Bill of Rights and what on earth they could have meant when they proclaimed, “Congress shall make no law...” How convenient for our “leaders” that they interpret such ambiguity for all of us! What would we do without them? Could the Founders have actually thought that these rules should be obeyed instead of interpreted? Was the Bill of Rights written to protect inviolable principles? Nah! The Bill of Rights did nothing to limit Government. Why?


Because TIME said the Framers knew nothing about airplanes, computers, or Lady Gaga! You got me there Mr. Stengel; who could argue with such profound brilliance? Therefore, when the Founders fought for freedom and subsequent to the Revolution, wrote the Constitution, and required within the Constitution (Art VI last paragraph) that each soldier, each Judge, all legislators, all peace officers, and even specified the President himself, to swear an oath of


allegiance to the Constitution, they meant only as far as they agreed with its elasticity. When they said the Constitution would be the chains by which all leaders would be bound, they meant only sort of bound, with elastic chains, perhaps even less confining than rubber bands, but certainly not chains!


Yes, Mr. Stengel, you and TIME are demonstrating once again that you have earned the title of “Lamestream Media.” You attempt to rationalize away our sacred Constitution and thereby assist with the mainstream destruction of what the FRAMERS, yes, the FRAMERS, established in the first place. The one valid point TIME magazine made in this 4th of July issue, was showing the Constitution in shreds. And nothing is more evident of this shredding than TIME's/Stengel's idiotic explanation as to why politicians no longer follow the Constitution. No, I don't know what the Framers would have said about Lady Gaga nor do I care one iota. But I do know what they would have said about forced


socialistic health care, a $15 trillion national debt, and a bunch of Weiners in DC. And about your article, I'll let Thomas Jefferson tell you what he thought of your article and your magazine, and I quote, “The man who reads nothing at all is better educated than the man who reads nothing but newspapers.” It's amazing how much the Framers knew!











Mr. Bob Schulz





Mr. Robert (Bob) Schulz has devoted his life, fortune and sacred honor to the cause of educating people toward the preservation of our constitutional republic. In 2009, he was a motivating factor in the creation of the We the People – Alabama organization.


The results of his efforts alone over the years have slowed the destruction of the people’s freedoms and given those oblivious to our nation’s constitutional heritage time to “catch up” so to speak. He has been in the forefront of many efforts to enlighten the people and hold government accountable to those whom it is supposed to serve. This is the kind of “in the trenches” effort that will be require to get our country back.


Bob recently posted the article below to document his experiences with the Occupy Wall Street crowd. We are pleased to present Bob’s account of his encounters with the people engaged in that effort. We think you will find it a very interesting read.





Global Environmental Tax


Cathie Adams





When United Nations Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon announced his plan "to fundamentally transform the global economy — based on low-carbon, clean energy resources," few realized he was calling for a new global tax to be designed without public scrutiny, but that is exactly what he meant. To thwart it, the UN's flawed process and its tax design scheme must be exposed. 


The UN's one nation, one vote system has been used since its founding to render the U.S. impotent, regardless of the fact that we are its major financial donor. It is credulous to think that UN reforms could fix its flawed process. Banning the press and global tax opponents from its July 13-14 tax design meeting in Tokyo, Japan, for example, is anathema to a democratic process, but the UN is not a democracy. Rather, its unelected bureaucrats use a "collaborative decision-making process" to reach "consensus" with no debate or expressed opposition. The UN calls it "global governance" and Ban Ki-moon describes how it works: "While we are all in the same boat, not all have a say in how to steer it." 


The tax saga began in earnest in December 2010 in Cancun, Mexico when the UN Framework Convention on Climate Change, a treaty ratified by the U.S. Senate in 1992, created a Transitional Committee charged with designing a new Green Climate Fund. The Committee is to design the Fund to amass a minimum of $100 billion a year, which is to be approved at the next major meeting of the UNFCCC in Durban, South Africa in December 2011. 


The Committee consists of representatives from 40 nations, including the U.S., who are considering taxes on carbon, international aviation and shipping, international financial transactions and a wire tax for producing electricity. The UN is also pushing for removal of fossil fuel subsidies and redirecting them to its international green agenda, which would cause the U.S. to be even more dependent on foreign oil. 


The purpose of the Fund is to enable the UN to implement its global blueprint for sustainable development called Agenda 21. This green agenda is the new Marxism that requires government ensured economic equity and environmental neutrality. Agenda 21 is not a treaty, but a plan of action produced by the 1992 Earth Summit in Rio de Janeiro, Brazil. 


In the U.S., federal and state legislatures were bypassed when then-President Clinton signed an executive order to create the President's Council on Sustainable Development to implement Agenda 21. Federal grants continue to flow to local governments to carry out the UN's green agenda across America. 


Granting the UN the right to tax would be like giving it a blank check for future use. Taxpayers can be assured of perpetual demand because it has no idea what it will cost to "go green." Two years ago, it estimated the cost at $600 billion annually for the next decade, but today its estimate is at least $1.9 trillion annually for the next 40 years or $76 trillion! 


Political manipulation of climate change is key to global taxation and the fundamental transformation of the global economy. Since the 1997 UNFCCC meeting in Kyoto, Japan, I have watched the UN agitate class warfare to create a demand for a global tax to "green" third world economies. 


At the first tax design meeting in Mexico City last April 28-29, I was told that approval for my attendance was a "fluke" and that I should not have been credentialed to attend. Nonetheless before departing Mexico, I was assured that I would be invited to follow-up meetings. 


When I did not receive an emailed invitation, I asked a U.S. Congressman to intercede. His chief of staff called the UNFCCC in Bonn, Germany and was told the only entry was through one of the UN's nine "constituency focal points," so I next contacted them. Not even the U.S. Departments of State or Treasury could penetrate the UN's bureaucratic morass. 


Typically I attend UN meetings with press credentials, but because the press was banned from the Committee meeting, I petitioned the UN's women and gender constituency. They initially told me they had space, then withdrew their invitation stating, "I find it quite audacious [for you] to try to go on our ticket, given the positions you have." Eagle Forum indeed opposes a global tax and the UN's radical feminist positions that would not even be discussed at the tax design meeting. 


The UN's tax scheme must be derailed because it is only the opening salvo in an all-out war on the U.S. economy and national sovereignty. The U.S. Congress should cut ALL funding to the UN until it backs away from its global tax scheme!











� INCLUDEPICTURE "http://wtp-alabama.com/Images/bobschulz.jpg" \* MERGEFORMATINET ���





Tea Party Wants Its Money Back


Amanda Gaines





The Richmond Tea Party wants its money back from the city of Richmond for the cost of permits and other fees to use the same area in which Occupy Richmond has settled for nearly the past two weeks for free.


 The local branch of the Tea Party says it should be reimbursed for all the fees accrued and paid over the past three years for use of Kanawha Plaza, a city-owned square across from the Richmond Federal Reserve Bank and a few blocks from Virginia state capitol buildings. Occupy Richmond, an affiliate with the Occupy Wall Street movement, moved into the square on October 15 and has not been charged a bill from the city.


 A city employee who worked with the Tea Party to get permits for the plaza "told us that the occupiers have not paid for the park, have not paid for the permit, there's no sanitation, there's no trash pick-up, nothing we had to pay for.  


They've done none of that," Colleen Owens, spokesperson for the Richmond Tea Party, told WMAL.com.


Owens says an invoice is not complete, but so far the Tea Party is looking to collect about $8,000 from the city of Richmond.


"It's obvious, it's so blatant, that basically we're punished for following the law - which, of course, we didn't complain, we complied with everything they asked for," Owens said.


The Tea Party paid for use of the park, police, emergency personnel, port-o-potties, and other fees, Owens says.


"They, Occupy Richmond, are breaking the law.  We complied with the law and the city of Richmond is not applying the law equally," she said.








At 9 AM on Saturday, October 8, I was tuned into CNN, broadcasting from Atlanta. The Host was interviewing three young people who had participated in "Occupy Atlanta" the day before. One was a 26 year old female veteran back from the hostilities in Iraq and Afghanistan and enrolled in College. The other two were males in their 20's who were employed. 


The host asked what the Occupy movement was all about. The young people said, "We want to fix the system."  


The host asked how the system could be fixed. The young people struggled to find an answer but had none. Eventually they suggested more people should vote.  


I turned to Judy, my wife, saying, "That's it. I'm going down there. These folks need to know about the Constitution and how it can solve their grievances."  Four hours later, we were in New York City.  I had a thought to find a meeting room somewhere near to the protests so I could talk about Liberty and the Constitution to whomever might come. Research uncovered a new community center two blocks away called Charlotte's Place."  We were able to make contact with and then meet with the director in between visits to the Park who agreed to give us time to meet there with interested people.  


As we walked among the protestors, we observed many who were clean-cut, bright eyed as they moved throughout the crowd open to exchanging ideas with strangers.  


I noticed a table with a homemade sign, "INFO." I approached and asked, "How can I conduct a teach-in on the State and Federal Constitutions? The young man said, "Start a Working Group." I asked, "How do I do that."  He said, "Announce it." I asked, "How." He said, "Get up on a bench and yell, 'Mic Check.'" That will get the attention of the People."  


I did just that. The People turned their attention to me and began to repeat, in waves, every few words I said.  I announced I was starting a Constitution Working Group, that the Constitution can be used to control the Bankers, the Corporations and the Politicians, end undeclared wars, end Bailouts, end the Fed and end our debt-based, fiat currency.   Each part of the message was repeated two or three times as the crowds carried the words and energy back to others farther away.  I announced the first meeting of the State and Federal Constitution Working Group would be at 6 PM on the steps at the east end of the Plaza. 


Cheers were heard and People raised both hands, pointing all their (wiggling) fingers upwards. I learned later that was a hand signal expressing approval.  


Before I could descend from the bench, 20-25 people surrounded me, some asking questions. What became clear to me was they knew little to nothing about the content, history, meaning, effect and significance of any provision of their State and Federal Constitutions. I lectured from the park bench for more than 30 minutes, before someone else from a distance yelled, "Mic Check," drawing attention to the new speaker. 


Before my 6 PM meeting I learned OWS had a General Assembly (GA) meeting every evening about 7 PM, run by a group of "facilitators." 


At the 6 PM meeting people signed up to be on the Constitution Working Group, providing their names and email addresses.  


Before the start of the GA, I engaged in a loud conversation with a student from the Rochester Institute of Technology (RIT) in New York about his grievances and the Constitution. He started out expressing his anger at the greed and corruption on Wall Street, Again, dozens of young People, apparently genuinely eager to learn, gathered around to listen to the conversation.  


After more mingling, I did another "Mic Check," announcing there would be a meeting of the State and Federal Constitution Working Group on Wednesday at Charlotte's Place and those who would like to be on the Working Group should meet me on the Steps. More people signed up, bringing the total to 29, including two attorneys (one of whom is a professor of Financial Law at Cornell and under contract to teach Financial Regulations to folks at the New York Federal Reserve (ponder this for a moment), a young veteran combat photographer, another young veteran, a high school math teacher, a full time student at PACE U., and so on.  Again I was impressed at the level of intelligence and sincerity of the people who were there. 


On Wednesday, eight of the 29 met (we have since learned it is difficult to schedule meetings when all can meet, given the diversity of everyone's professions and occupations). 


A consensus was reached regarding a simple, one or two word definition of the overriding grievances of OWS: Money, Debt, Bailouts, Federal Reserve, Corporate Personhood and the (Undeclared) Wars. 


There was a discussion of the five Rights guaranteed by the First Amendment, with emphasis on the meaning of the fifth: the Right to Petition for Redress. Packets of study materials were distributed including copies of the State and Federal Constitutions, the Articles of Freedom, WTP's "Interpretation of the Meaning of the Right to Petition Government for Redress of Grievances," the lawsuit filed by me in 2008 against the AIG bailout, the lawsuit filed by me in 2008 against the $700 billion bailout of the financial industry, We the People of New York, Inc.'s Certificate of Incorporation and the pamphlet written by Benedict D. LaRosa, "Democracy or Republic, Which Is It?" 


Since then, we have had two more meetings in NYC and one Webinar. Judith Whitmore has joined me in this effort. Thus far, an agreement has been reached on the Beliefs of the State and Federal Constitution Working Group as follows: 


All People have Natural Rights -- Simply Because They Are Alive. 


We the People have Instituted Government to Secure our Rights. 


According to our Governing Documents, Sovereignty rests with the People. 


The Constitution & Declaration of Independence are inextricably intertwined. 


Every Principle, Prohibition, Restriction and Mandate of our Governing Documents represents a Guaranteed, Individual Right. 
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“Those who will not stand in defense of Liberty, or even support those who are, can and should have no reasonable expectation of enjoying


its blessings, nor do they deserve them.”


Author Unknown





Maxine Has It Right, Again
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Minorities


We need to show more sympathy for these people. �They travel miles in the heat. �They risk their lives crossing a border. �They don't get paid enough wages. �They do jobs that others won't do or are afraid to do. �They live in crowded conditions among a people who speak a different language. �They rarely see their families, and they face adversity all day - every day�I'm not talking about illegal Mexicans, I'm talking about our troops!


Doesn't it seem strange that so many are willing to lavish all kinds of social benefits on illegals, but don't support our troops?


Wouldn't it be great if we took the $360,000,000,000 (that's billion) we spend on illegal’s every year, and spend it on our troops?

















Become a


We the People – Alabama


� HYPERLINK "http://wtpalabama.com/Home%20Page%20files/Membership%20Application.doc" ��supporting member�


and help make a difference.
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