Vote fraud

Serious as a

by John Shull

Until recently, constitutionalists
have overlooked the significance of
elections and election laws. However,
eectionsarethecritical,almost sacred,
keysto political power and maintenance
of the Constitution. Unfortunately,
Americans are so confident that our
“sacred” democratic electionsarehon-
est that not one man in 10,000 feels an
urge to study election law. Our collec-
tive confidence and consequent igno-
rancerendersusextraordinarily vulner-
able to wote fraud.

According to Louisiana attor ney,
M. Dale Peacock, vote fraud, “ negates
the good citizens' rights to vote It
strikes at the most fundamental Ameri-
can right: not to be taxed without duly
elected representation. What our fore-
fathers fought for —free elections—is
lost when select precincts do not, at
least, guarantee that votersare lawful.
It is a total destruction of the right to
vote’ How serious is vote fraud? As
you' |l see onejudge apparently thought
theissue so serious, he succumbed to a
heart attack — hence this article's title.

Moreover, vote fraud may be
more common than most Americans
suppose. For example, a year after the
1996 e ections, two Congressional seats
are till contested based on voter fraud.

In the House, Republican Bob
Dornan challenged the voting in the
46th congressional district of Califor-
nia by showing that more than 300 vot-
ers(out of hisopponent’swinning mar-
gin of 984) wereillegal. Thiscase may
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go to court and the 46th district’s seat
may not be determined before the 1998
elections.

In Louisiana, the U.S Sende is
irnvestigating Mary Landrieu’s narrow
(5,788 vote) victory over Woody Jenkins
for the Senate. Jenkins' allegations il-
lustratethevariety of vote fraud tactics:
individual voters casting up to fifteen
votes; voting machines not registering
votesfor Jenkins; 3,169 votersad dresses
listed asabandoned public housing; and
in one precinct, there were 7,500 more
“ phantom votes” cast than there were
voters. (According to Congressman Billy
Tauzn, “ Although the nationwide voter
turnout was a paltry 49%, in New Or-
leans, it was a robust 107%.") Based
on Jenkins' allegations, sixty-eight
people have been indicted. If vote fraud
is proved, the Senate Rules Committee
may declare the Senate seat vacant.

Arethese 1996 vote fraud allega-
tions unique? Hardly.

In 1984, the Indiana Secretary of
Statedeclared tha Republican Congres-
sional candidate Richard Mclntyre,
won by thirty-four votes over hisDemo-
cratic opponent. Nevertheless, the
Democrat-controlled US House
awarded the seat to the Democrat Frank
McCloskey inwhat Rep. Bill Thomas (R-
CA), described as “ nothing short of

rape’

Inthe 1960 Presidential election,
John F. Kennedy defeated Richard Nixon
by just 113,000 votes, duein part to Chi-

cago Mayor Richard Daley’s ability to
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“deliver the vote” from a number of
voters who were registered but dead.

Point: Although the mainstream
media doesn’t talk about it too nuch,
vote fraud iscommon in American poli-
tics.

Here'sthestor y of onemanwho's
personally experienced vote fraud,
fought badk, and proved once again that
just one determined man can make a big
difference. In 1996, John Shull entered
the Republican primary electionin San
Antonio, Texas, torun for congressional
office in the 20th district and was de-
feated fairly. Or so it seemed, until he
launched a personal investigation into
election law and procedures. As a re-
sult, Shull uncovered a systemic vote
fraud problemin San Antonio that could
be happening anywhere in the United
Sates.

Mr. Shull’ sinvestigationinto vote
fraud star ted in 1996 when he 1) bought
a mailing list of registered voters from
his county election office; 2) sent cam-
paign fliers to all those registered vot-
ersby First Classmail; and 3) received
a substantial number of his campaign
fliers back in the mail, marked “ ad-
dressee unknown” , “ no such address’
or some such. Rather than simply dis-
card the returned fliers, he counted
them, analyzed them, and realized the
votersregistration list he’'d bought con-
tained substantial errors.

Atfirst, Mr. Shull assumed that the
voter registration errors (and other
problems he'd seen in the election pro-
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cess) were largely “innocent” and
caused by government incompetence
rather than intentional vote fraud. He
sued Bexar County for damages he'd ex-
perienced due to the inaccurate voter
list and other regularities. In court-or-
dered mediation, Mr. Shull agreed to
settle with the County for repayment of
his court costs and a job working asan
election consultant to help the County
eliminate the voting irregularities he'd
uncovered. Note that Mr. Shull wasn't
simply suing for “ quick” monetary dam-
ages — he sued for a job in which he
would work to help correct the problems
he’ d seen and suffered. This settlement
would’'ve cost Bexar County about
$50,000.

Thelocal District Attorney agreed
to the settlement, but seventy-two days
later, reneged for reasons unknown. At
thispoint, Mr. Shull began to suspect the
voting irregularities he’d discovered
might not be so “ innocent” , and began
aserious, deter mined investigationinto
Bexar County voting procedures. To
date, Bexar County has done virtually
nothing to investigate Mr. Shull’s alle-
gations of vote fraud, but has now spent
almost $500,000—with no end in sight
—trying to stop Shull from prosecuting
his case.

Here' sMr. Shull’ sintroduction to
his story:

“1 filed my election contest case
on April 19,1996 — almost two weeks
after the Republican primary election.
My suit involves outright voter fraud,
official refusalsto provide publicinf or-
mation concerning the election, and
public accountability. My suit estab-
lishesdirect liability for the officialsin-
volved and is headed for ajury trial.

“Voter fraud: In my primary
election contest, over 1000 valid v oters
weren't counted (apparently induding
my own family) with over 40 of the 267
vating precincts not even recor ding one
vote. 150 “voters’ decided to vote from
irvalid or nonexistent addresses.

“Publicinfor mation: sincefiling
my case, |'ve made continuous attempts
to obtain public record information on
the Republican Primary election for the

20th US Congressional seat held on 9
April 1996. However, dueto strenuous
efforts by the local DA's office, almost
no information has been made available
through either court discovery or the
Texas Open Records Act. There have
been over ten court hearings on discov-
ery done (a“ conspiracy of concea ment,”
one might say). Some believe many of
the statutorily required records can't be
provided becausethey don't exist.

“Public accountability: Local
election officialshave not complied with
or enforced the state election code. | es-
timate that almost 40% of the state el ec-
tion code has been ignored. Noncom-
pliance with state el ection code require-
ments congtitutes fraud. Examples:

“1) Tax Assessor Sylvia Romo
(custodian of the voter registration file
and heart of voter authorizations) can't
eliminate the “dead people’ from the
file.

“2) County Judge Cyndi Krier
sat on the County Commissioners Court
and oversaw the allocation of resources
for elections. Shealso sat onthe County
Election Commission — the only audit
mechanism for this same process. Al-
though a State District Court hasal ready
ruled that Bexar County isliable, Judge
Krier (top Bexar County officia) says
sheisnot in charge nor responsible.

“3) County Clerk Gerry
Rickhof f denied an Open Records Act
request for election information with a
“school news media’ exception. Like
Judge Krier, Rickhoff sat onthe County
Election Commission and was respon-
sible to enforce state election code re-
quirements.

“4) County District Attorney,
Steve Hilbig is largdy responsible for
the integrity of the election process.
Nevertheless, he hasn't prosecuted one
person for wvote fraud—including the
“duplicate’ voterseasily identifiedinthe
voter registration records. However,
without investigating my allegations, he
vigorously resists prosecution of my
case. For example despite a court or-
der, he is directly responsible for pre-
venting my case from going before a
jury on October 14,1996 —lessthan one
month before the general election.

“Judging from our public offi-
cials denials of personal responsibility,
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our election process runs itself and is
independent from the officials we elect
or appoint to overseeit. But if they are
not accountable for violations of elec-
tion laws, who is?’

Deceptive trade practices?

According to Texas law, in a vote
fraud suit, the only parties who can sue
or besued aretheactual candidetes. In
other words, if Mr. Shull alleges vote
fraud, he can normally sue only which-
ever candidate he believes is respon-
sible.

Never theless, Mr. Shull filed his
suit under Texas consumer-protection
legislation called the* Deceptive Trade
Practices Act” . This Act was designed
to help consumers settle problems with
businesseswithout having to go to court.
Businesses are “ encouraged” to reach
an out-of-court settlement with dissat-
isfied customers because— if they
“ stonewall” and force the customer to
sue in court— the consumer must only
present enough evidence to overcome a
very low standard of proof to win his
case. If (when) the customer wins, the
businessman will be ordered to pay all

attorney fees plus TRIPLE whatever
monetary damages the customer suf-
fered.

For example, suppose you paid
$500 for some plumbing that you later
realized was shoddy, and threatened to
suethe plumber under Deceptive Trade
Practices. If the plumber’s smart, he'll
either correct the problemat no cost or
refund all or part of the $500. If he
doesn’t settleand the case goesto court,
the plumber will almost certainly lose
and wind up paying his attorney’ s fees,
your attorney’s fees, plus $1,500 (three
times his original fee) to you.

Mr. Shull’s use of Decepti ve Trade
Practicesto suefor election fraudisan
exciting application of thelaw. Asyou'
see, his suit is based on the idea that
consumer’s are protected against not
only shoddy products or services, but
also “processes’. In Mr. Shull’s case
heis suing over defective election pro-
cesses, but | can't helpwonder ing if this
same consumer protection argument
might also work on the regulatory and
judicial “ processes’ used by traffic po-
liceand municipal courtswhich enforce
traffic law This possibility might hold
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true in any state tha has compar able
consumer protection legislation.
Here'san edited excerpt fromRick
Donaldson’ sandAlfred Adask's June 2,
1997, inter view of John Shull on KPBC
radio (Mr. Shull’scommentsarein nor-
mal text; mineand Rick’sareitalicized):

Why did you use Deceptive Trade
Practicesaspart of your legal strategy?

Because—inanexclusively elec-
tion-based case — the election code in-
vests the sole power in adistrict judge
to be the finder of law and fact.

Exclusively?

Yes. Nojuries. To get around that
barrier, | had to add some other claims.

So you filed your case under the
Texas consumer-protection law called
the Deceptive Trade Practices Act . . .
who did you file against?

They' vearguedthat, asimpliedin
the election code, the only proper party
to the suit was my opponent in the pri-
mary. However, thereisan “out” since
the court permitted meto add any other
major person that had something to do
with the contest. So | sued Bexar County
Elections, itsadministr ator, Ed Navarro,
Bexar County (this is the first time a
county has been sued in an el ection con-
troversy), and the candidate that | ran
against in the Republican primary,
JamesWalker.

Bexar County Elections was an
administrative agency creaed to super-
vise elections by consolidating voter
registration and actual conduct of the
election into one office However, asa
result of my suit, and an ensuing FBI
investigation, tha agency has been dis-
solved.

So your suit has already caused
one county agency to disappear?

It seems so.

You sued because they sold you a
defective voter registr ation list?

Therearetwo causes of action un-
der Deceptive Trade Practices Act
(DTPA): Firgt, if someone misrepresents
the attributes of a product, service, or
process — they’re subject to DTPA.
Thereislegal precedent that the output
from acomputer has been construed by
Texas lav asbeing a“tangible product”
from, for instance, acounty and isthere-
forecompensibleunder DTPA. Thedata
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that the Bexar County computers gen-
erated is therefore a “tangible product”
with the “attribute” of supposedly list-
ing all eligible voters.

Many candidates buy mailing lists
and send their political fliers by inex-
pensive Bulk Mail. Bulk mail saves
money, hut if the addressisinvalid, the
flier is not returned to the sender —it's
simply destroyed by the Post Office.
However, | sent my postcards soliciting
votes by First Class mail, so any that
were not properly addressed were re-
turned to me, giving methird-party veri-
fication that the Bexar County voter list
did notinclude“all” and“only” eligible
voters.

The second part of the DTPA is
the “process’. In this case, election
“process’. |I'maleging that asacandi-
date, | was induced into running for a
public office by aguarantee and implicit
contract with Bexar County (which ad-
ministered the el ection) that they'd con-
duct an €election process that was fair,
consistent, standardized and with apre-
dictable results.

That's a powerful strategy tha
might apply in any State that has a De-
ceptive Trade Practices Act or some
similar variety of consumer protection
legislation.

It sure could. Under other provi-
sions of the election law you don’ t have
to be a candidate, but can even file suit
as avoter. For instance, in the Texas
election codethere’saproviso that says,
“any person without exclusion” who
fedshe’ sbeen harmed or will beharmed
by the system, can seek injunctive re-
lief. That means that you or anybody
can go into court and say, “Hey wait a
minute, let’s shut this election process
down.”

You're saying anyone — even if
he’'s not registered to vote — who
thought he’ d be adver sely affected by the
election process, could seek an injunc-
tion to stop the election? That opensa
lot of doors.

Seems so, but remember, this has
not yet been tested in court.

However, | did test the injunctive
relief portion on 28 October, 1996. |
sought to enjoin the November genera
election because the number of “ques-
tionable” votes in my election contest
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exceeded the number of votes by which
| lost, by over 100% (in fact, I've got
2,000 votes tha could be thrown out).
Therefore, sincel was sureto prevail, |
reasoned that the court would be forced
to enjoin the general election in Bexar
County. However, State Judge Andy
Morales ruled against my motion, and
refused to provide any reason f or doing
so on the record.

If you should have been the Re-
publican nominee from the 1996 pri-
mary election, is the election of the
Democrat Henry Gonzales in the No-
vember, '96 general election invalid?
Does your suit compromise the validity
of the votes Gonzal es cast in Congress?

Yes! And guess what? I've had
two judges refuse to make decisions.
They' ve abated; they' retrying to dismiss
the primary election contest issues of
thiscaseas“moot”. Normally, oncethe
November general election has been
held, the previousprimary electionisle-
galy “moot” and no longer subject to
challenge.

However, thejudge hasaproblem.
In the election code there are 14 provi-
sions — including injunctive relief —

!"L %
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which allow the court without time con-
straints to still adjudicate in law. And
the number one exception in Texas to
“mootness’ is “public interest”. And
guess what the Texas Constitution says
about voting rights? “Utmost public
interest.” It sthe number one exception,
guys.

I’1l bet you' vegot alot of people’s
attention down there.

Believe it or not, everyone's run-
ning for cover. Nobody wantsto talk to
me. Nobody wantsto do anything |'ve
already had one judge have a heart at-
tack. State lidge Andy Morales. It's
only conjecture, but the word is that
when he got my writ of mandamus to
overturn his previous denial of my mo-
tion for injunctive relief, he had a heart
attack.

How's he doing?

Very well, and | wish himthebest.

Vote fraud is easy

In my election, | could ve taken
my 41 workers on early voting and had
every oneof those guysvote at each one
of 47 voting places and “created” over
1500 votes. Soif votefraud isintended,
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vote fraud can be committed.

In fact, Texas Secretary of State
Tony Garzasent mealetter that implied
“vote early and vote often” was an es-
tablished Texas tradition. Because ef-
fective govemment oversight is mini-
mal, the lggitimacy of the election pro-
cess depends entirely on each voter's
personal integrity.

For example, the el ection code re-
quires voters who show up at a polling
places without their voter registration
cardsto make wiitten statements of their
identify and eligibility to vote.

But guesswhat? We're still look-
ing for those statements. A pparently, the
election judges just said, “OK, if you
say you're ‘John Dog', that's who you
must be — go ahead and vote.”

Another thing; there were 6,081
votes recorded at the time of election,
but 96 days|ater, the County’ s voter reg-
istration list for that same election, in-
dicated that 7,113 people voted. That
means over a thousand voters—about
15%—just disappeared from the origi-
nal votetotal. There's never been are-
count in Texas that's caused the same
result.
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How many recounts wer e there?

The Secretary Of State indicates
over 100. If y'al recall, in 1994 we had
the Judge Littlejohn versus Judge Spears
race where they announced the winner,
and shewent on acruise. Thenthey had
arecount and when the other guy won,
he went on acruise. Then there was an-
other recount, and it turned back to
Littlejohn again.

| honestly think that today’s elec-
tionsare being stolen— and | stressthe
word “stolen” — by design or by igno-
rance before you actuall y cast a vote.

How widespread is wote fr aud?

My experienceislimited to Texas
and Bexar County, but we've found sys-
temic problems, including mail-in bal-
lots, retirement home ballots and (be-
cause the only requirement for getting
on the voter registration list is a post-
card) inflated voter registration liststhat
include “valid” voters who don't even
exist.

Didn’t your discover that San An-
tonio sent voter registrationsto over 600
nonexistent streets? The registrations
can't possibly be mailed back to these
“ streetless’ applicants.

They blame it on the National
Voter Registration Act (the “motor
voter” law) which requires anyone who
has anon-deliverable addressto stay on
theregistration list for twofederal elec-
tion gycles.

Even nonexistent voters nmust be
kept on the voter registration lists for a
minimum of two elections?

Unless a specific name is chal-
lenged and they can't verify it, Yes.
There've been almost no challenges of
votersin Bexar County since 1976.

Because there are so few election
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challenges, ever yone assumes voting is
one of the few governmental processes
that arestill essentially legitimate. But,
in theory, Republicans could “ pack” a
voter registration list with phantom Re-
publicans, and the Democr ats could
counter by packing the list with phan-
tom Democrats, and entire elections
might be decided by nonexistent voters.
The" silent majority” might be outvoted
by a computerized “ nonexistent major-
ity” reminiscent of elections in the
former USSR,

The real scary thing is the rela
tionship between voter registration and
jury summons. Down here in Bexar
County, jurors are summoned from a
combined list of registered voters and
licensed drivers, but the County wastes
nearly $5,000 ayear serving and enforc-
ing undeliverable jury summons.

Have ary of the phantom voters
who “live” on the 600 nonexistent
streets showed up for jury duty? All
these fictitious names might be used to
“pack’ particular juriesaswell aselec-
tions.

| don't know; we haven't tested
that out. But see, first they have to get
the summons to you, and if it's not de-
liverable sincethe addressisbogus. . . .

What I’ mleading up to—suppose
certain elementsin government wanted
to “insure’ a particular verdict was
reached in a particular trial. Wouldn't
it be possibleto* summon” some phan-
tomjurors (whowere sureto support the
“right” verdict) just as they may now
count their phantom election votes?

You'reright.

Another problem involves voter
turnout statisticsthat are computed from
thetotal number of votesdivided by the
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total number of register ed voters. If the
list of registered votersis inflated with
phantom voters, the calculated voter
turnout might appear to grow smaller
and smaller.

Caller: There’'san article called
“ Statistical EvidencelnLawv” inVolume
7 No. 1 of the AntiShyster that says the
US Supreme Court opened the door to
statistical proof in 1971 in Griggs v.
Duke Power Co., 401 US 424, 432.
What'sinteresting isthat any probability
of reoccurrence greater than 5% can be
used as evidencein law.

Good point. Inasense, a statisti-
cal analysiscan create sufficient “ prob-
able cause” for a court to consider an
issue—and wha ismore easily analyzed
than the various recorded numbers of
voter s and registered woters? A good
statistician examining the simple totals
of just ten elections might easily draw
some astonishing and legal ly significant
conclusions.

Dear diary

Here's some closing notesand up-
dates from John Shull on the progress
of his case. Although he's still getting
seriouslegal resistance, pay dose atten-
tion to the impact he's already had.

15 August 1997: State District

Judge David Pebbles ruled: 1) that
Bexar County, the election administra-
tion agency, and the DA had violated
mandatory requirements of the Texas
Election Code; and 2) all District Judges
residing or presiding within Bexar
County aredisqualified from hearing my
case.

Thismeansthat Bexar County and
the DA are— for thefirst time— being
held accountable for the application of
the state election code. Thisis a major
setback for the DA and avictory for me,
after months of solitary battle against
what mary first called”insurmountable
odds”.

8 September 1997: Ballot count-
ing begins in the Alanis v Flores case
that’ s derived from my case. A second
derivative case (Vodojick) involves lo-
cal Sheriff calling on talk radio KTSA
for al of those contesting elections to
form agoup to solve problems. County
Judge Krier and key personnel in Bexar
County election administration followed
for fifteen minutes of radio timeto side-
track the Sheriff’ sproposal while claim-
ing othersare responsible and, besides,
no one has told Judge Krier what's
wrong. (Perhapsshecan't read the court
petition | filed tha detailsthe problems.)
Attorney General candidate in 1998
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elections announces that voter fraud in
Bexar County will be an issue Bexar
County officials are increasingly run-
ning for cover from the Shull case.

10 September 1997: School
bond issue suit isfiled based in part on
polling site irregularities and election
process fraud in Western District Fed-
era Court. Shull case issues now ex-
panding in application and concern.
Public rally held at Federal Court.

11 September 1997 - State Attor-
ney Genera (elected by the same sys-
tem | am contesting —talk about the fox
in the hen house) is trying to figure out
how to avoid conducting a criminal in-
vestigaion (as requested by Governor
George Bush Jr.) into voter irregulari-
tiesin Bexar County. It's been almost a
month and no apparent action known.
Calls to AG’s of fice result in “We're
working onit” and“It'sbeen assigned”.
The Governor’'s office claims “No
knowledge’. The Texas Secretary of
State is assembling a task force to ad-
dressfuture Bexar County election prob-
lems—1 believethey want to “take over”
county election administration but no
statutory authority existsto do so.

Meanwhile, the local Bexar
County government has yet to investi-
gae anything whileit spends moretime
and tax money concealing things that
shouldn’t have been done and other
things that should've been done, but
weren't. Isan“investigaion” unneces-
sary because those charged with inves-
tigating my allegations are participants
in the alleged off enses and therefore al -
ready “know” al the evidence?

12 September 1997: Election suit
enters 17th month. The following letter
was sent to a SanAntoni o tabloid maga-
zine—the Current —based on their Sep-
tember 4th article” Shull Game”. Inthat
artide, they staaed my casewasover, tha
| was costing the taxpayers a lot of
money, and | should just go away. The
article contained more than twenty ma-
jor factual discrepanciesbut they refused
to print what follows. The gist of their
article can be inferred from my re-
sponse. Thisgivesanideaof what I've
been up against as they attempt to cre-
ae a“taxpayer revolt” against the con-
tinuing court costs of my case without
ever dealing with its merits:
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to do your homework and “ get in-
NG ot ) (e hE volved” . Just pick up a copy of your
Huge Discounts state’s election code and start reading;
and with alittle study, you' |l probably be one

Limited Time Offer!

#? Timeis Running Out!
You've Prepared
Your Family, Food & Shelter

Free Bonuses!

But What About Your Assets?

Gaining control over your privacy and financesin thistime of un-
certainty iseasier and lessexpensivethan you think. We have taken
the mystery out of Trustsand put the power in your hands!

We can show you haw to utilize this proven financial tool!

WeAreYour Y2K Financial Solution

For FREE information
Fax request to
(864) 246-8193
or write to:

Freepom Trust GRoup
2435 East North St.
Suite #105
Greenville, SC 29615

“| take exception to your latest ar-
ticleon my el ection case suit for thefol-
lowing reasons:

“1. Me:lf | did not have some-
thing to say asanon-atorney, individu-
ally pursuing this case for 30+ hearings
and 17 months, why have the legal wiz-
ards of our DA's office been unable to
stop me? Why has Governor Bush re-
quested a criminal investigation? Why
have four other, derivativelawsuitsbeen
filed? Maybeyou all have the wrong
picture.

“2. Mediation: Forw hatever rea-
son, your article made no mention of my
atempt to settle and the DA's bad faith
efforts. | offered to comein asacounty
empl oyeeto correct the el ection process
defects I'd discovered and train those
other county employeesinvolved in the
election process. Initialy, the DA said
yes and then 72 days later refused to do
what they told the Court they were go-
ing to do — provide me with ajob with
responsibility to clean up the system.

“3. Taxpayer costs: The DA has
alleged spending a 1/4 million dollars
fighting an estimated 15 hours of legd
testimony so our election officials need
not later resort to “memory loss’ in
court. That'salmost 1/2 million dollars
spent so far on my case withno end in
sight. But | originally asked for about
1/10th of that in the form of a job to
correct theelection process problems|’d
discovered plus my court costs. Bexar
County originally agreed to this settle-
ment but then reneged, 72 dayslaer. So
who is really wasting tax money and
misleading the taxpayers?

“4. Concealment conspiracy: if
the DA, all election officials, and the
court were repeatedly preventing you
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from getting public information, what
conclusionwouldy ou draw? Especially
when you consider that the election pro-
cessis supposed to be open, accessible,
and explainableto al. Isit possiblethat
such acts are a direct attempt to avoid
liahility for their collective and indi-
vidual acts? A reasonable personwould
think so.

“In summary, we all win or lose
in this case because it is about our abil-
ity to influence our destiny — whether
it be schools, representatives, or thelike.
Such activitiesmust be open to the pub-
lic and our officials must pay if they do
not do what they are supposed to . . .
Thedaysof political scandals, whentax-
payers pay the bill but never jail the
person(s) responsible, should be gone.

“Thanks for this opportunity,

“John Shull”

Thiscaseisfar fromover, butit's
astonishing how much Mr. Shull hasal-
ready achieved. Constitutionalists can
fight city hall.

Mr. Shull has caused or inspired:
an FBI investigation; dissolution of a
county agency; acriminal investigation
by the Texas Attor ney General; all Bexar
County judgesto be recused from hear-
ing his case; $500,000 in legal coststo
defend against his allegations; three
additional lawsuits against Bexar
County; and apublic rally at the County
court house. Who says, “ You can't fight
city hall” ? Constitutionalists CAN.

Mr. Shull’s impact is proof that
just one individual, any individual —
maybe you — can make an enormous dif-
ference in this nation if you're willing

\olume 7 No. 4

972-418-8993

of only a handful of peoplein your state
who really know election law. Then get
involved asa candidate or precinct elec-
tion judge, keep your eyes open, start
gathering information, and then do
whatever’sright. Y’ know, it's quite pos-
siblethat a hundred men like John Shull
could changethiswhole country by sim-
ply insisting the government obey the
law in general and the Constitution in
particular.

You can reach John Shull & 1115
Old Lake Rd, San Antonio, Tx 78245;
Tel: 210-670-1418; fax: 210-670-8060;
“ People For John Shull” accepts dona-
tionsto defray expensesat POB 764444,
San Antonio, Tx 78245. Email:
jshull1@juno.com. or
voterfraud@juno.com. ™

Secret Tools for Post-

Conviction Relief
by Joe Allan Bounds

1998 Edition, 314 pages, 13 page Table
of Contents with over 440 quick reference
topics with favorable supporting federal
caselaw. “The Research Reference Book
for Lawyersand Post-Conviction Litigants
for Prevailing on Ineffective Assistance of
Counsel Claims, and M ethods of Establish-
ing ‘ Cause’ for Procedural Default.”

Topics: Preparing for Post-Conviction
Relief; Inef fective Assistance of Counsel;
Conflict of Interest; Cause Procedural De-
fault; Actua Innocence; Fundamental Mis-
carriage of Justice; The “Ends of Justice”;
Novelty Issuesof Law; Intervening Change
in Law; Retroactive Application of the
Law; and much more! 1999 Edition will
bereleasedin March, 1999. Please specify
which edition beginning 3/1/98.

Regular price $69.95 plus $6.00 ship-
ping and handling (inmate discounted price
$49.95 plus $6.00 shipping and handling).
Texasresidents please add 7.75% salestax.
Send check or money order to: Zone DT
Publishing, P.O. Box 1944, Dept. AS,
Vernon Texas, 76384.

www.antishyster.com  ANTISHYSTER



