Robert Fox Statement

On the 15th day of May, 2008, executed a military style raid on my place of residence at 205 Rusk in Jacksonville, Texas.  (did they have a warrant along with permission from the governor of Missouri and Texas).  They claim to have knocked at the door of 300 Main, 209 Rusk and 205 Rusk and received no answer.  Affiant cannot refute the claims as affiant was asleep at the time.  It is entirely possible that the police politely tapped on the doors, but in affiant’s experience, that is not their way.  In any case, the police went to the front of the building, the opposite end from the office occupied by affiant, smashed the glass door and charged through the entire building as there are adjoining doors between the two intervening offices.  When they got to the back they woke up both affiant and David George Baugh.  The police claimed to have a warrant for Baugh which they never produced, and arrested him on a warrant out of Missouri.  
While arresting Baugh, the police executed an unauthorized search of the entire building which included, 300 Main, 209 Rush and 205 Rush.  At 300 Main, they found, inside a closet, antibiotics that were left their by a Dentist who was the last occupant.  Affiant was the caretaker of the building, but had never had occasion to search the place and was unaware that the drugs were in the closet.  The police, at the time, took part of the drugs and left others.  Later they returned with a warrant to search the premises for the drugs they had left.  At this time they took the remainder of the drugs and all the files and papers belonging to affiant even though no files and papers were included in the warrant.  They also arrested affiant.   
Again, as with the first raid, the police claimed that they knocked on the door.  They had a warrant to search 300 Main, but knocked on the door at 209 Rusk.  When they received no answer, as they knew full will they would not as no one occupied the location, the police smashed the door, used the adjoining door and entered 205 Rusk where affiant was at a work station doing computer work.  Affiant was where affiant always is.  Affiant was at the place affiant has been for the last 4 years.  Jacksonville, Texas is a small town and affiant is fairly well known.  The location is two blocks from the police station and the police were well aquainted with affiant.  Certainly they could not be surprised to find affiant where he could almost always be found.  
The police knocked on the wrong door so that they could stage a media event as they had news crews outside to watch the dramatic raid.  Knocking on the right door and having affiant open the door and let them in would not be dramatic enough.  But then, knocking on the right door would have been a problem as the warrant the police had was for 300 Main St, not 205 Rusk.  It would hardly have been dramatic crashing through the door at 300 Main St. as the police had already smashed the door to smitherines.  They needed another door to smash so they moved around the corner to 209 Rusk and smashed that door in true dramatic fashion, charged in with automatic weapons at the ready, knowing full well there were no weapons in the place and the likelihood of resistance from a ageing man with a heart condition and diabeties, was somewhere between little and none.  
One must give credit where credit is due, the police can put on good theatre.  The charged in with guns at the ready in full riot gear.  It is the position and contention of affiant that Police Chief Daniels fully intended to kill affiant at this raid but was thwarted by the unexpected presence of an 85 year old woman, Meredith Scott.  Failing in their dramatic murder, they praded an old man and old woman out in fine Hollywood fashion claiming they were found hiding in the back of the building.  
Affiant was arrested and taken directly to the Jacksonville City Jail where he was booked into the jail.  During the booking procedure affiant was attacked, on camera by Chief Daniels.  Daniels ordered two guards to leave so that Daniels could finish the murder of affiant that was thwarted at the time of arrest.  Daniels had his tazer out and was intended to taze affiant to death, being fully aware of affiants serious heart condition, but after having it pointed out by affiant that he was on camera, Chief Daniels relented and called the guards back.  Affiant has repeatedly demanded and paid for the videos taken at the jail, but the prosecuting attorney refuses to provide them in accordance with law.  Affiant was placed in a cell and held without access to a telephone to secure aid of counsel.   
At 3:30 or 4:00 P.M. affiant was brought before Magistrate B.K. “Pete” Menefee.  Judge Menefee had a file already in his possession containing evidence allegations against affiant.  At said hearing affiant demanded a hearing in open court on the record.  As this was affiant’s first appearance before a magistrate after arrest, by law the hearing was required to be an examining trail held under the authority of Chapter 16 Texas Code of Criminal Procedure.  On demanding a hearing in open court Affiant was returned to jail.  
At approximately 9:00 A.M. on the 23rd day of May, 2008, affiant was transported to the Jacksonville Municipal Court and brought before Judge Menefee.  At the time affiant made specific criminal allegations against City of Jacksonville police officers, including Chief of Police Daniel.  Affiant also objected to being brought before a magistrate without being given the opportunity to use a phone to secure competent legal counsel.  Magistrate Menefee refused to perform his duty as a magistrate when criminal allegations were made before him by refusing to act on the accusations made by affiant.  The magistrate was sitting for the purpose of examining into the sufficiency of criminal accusations but demonstrated bias by only taking complaints from citizens who were also police officers and not the citizens who were merely sovereign.  
When affiant was brought before the magistrate, the magistrate already had evidence against affiant in his possession.  Said evidence was secured in an ex parte hearing wherein the magistrate made an initial determination of probable cause and issued a warrant against affiant.  At the hearing wherein affiant was brought before the magistrate after arrest, the magistrate had a duty under Article 2.11 Texas Code of Criminal Procedure to hold an examining trial under Chapter 13 Texas Code of Criminal Procedure.  The magistrate denied affiant counsel, denied affiant opportunity to enter a statement in affiant’s behalf, denied affiant the right to examine the witness against him, denied affiant a opportunity to examine the testimony against him, failed to prepare an order as required by Article 16.71 Texas Code of Criminal Procedure, and failed to certify to all matters had in the hearing as commanded by Article 17.30 Texas Code of Criminal Procedure.  The above amounts to at least one felony and 4 class A misdemeanors the magistrate committed in violation of the due course of the laws to the detriment of affiant.  
The original entry into affiants residence made on the 15th day of May, 2008, was perpetrated with not warrant.  The entry was made into 300 Main Street when affiant resided at 205 Rusk.  The subsequent search of a closed closet at a location two postal designations away from the target location was neither warranted or legal.  Any supposed evidence acquired by the illegal search is fruit of the poison tree and may not be used as cause for further action.  Criminals may not act under authority of law.  When the officers entered the residence without a proper warrant, in this case, authorized by both the Governor of Missouri and the Governor of Texas, they became trespassers ab initio and all their acts were defeated.  From the point of entry they were acting in criminal violation of law.  No act by any of the participants may be sanctioned by the court.  
At the time of the first entry and illegal search of the office at 300 Main and the taking of a considerable amount of drugs, but not all, it was well known to the police that the office they were searching was last occupied by a dentist.  It must be presumed the officers, once having taken possession of the drugs, checked the dates on all and checked to see who actually purchased them, and when.  A simple investigation would have revealed that they were all antibiotics and related drugs consistent with a dental clinic operation.  They would have also coordinated the dates of purchase and the name of the purchaser as the dentist in question.  It would have also been relatively simple to calculate the amounts of drugs purchased over the period of dates on the drugs themselves and compare that with the amount present and the amount missing and how consistent that would be with usage of a normal dentist office operation.  This simple calculation would quickly demonstrate that the statements of the officers in question concerning “trafficking in drugs” were bold faced lies concocted to punish affiant and maliciously prosecute affiant.  
The police took only a portion of the drugs at the first search knowing the search was completely illegal.  They left a portion in order to be able to secure a search warrant to search for the drugs they left the first time.  The statements on the application for a warrant were the results of an illegal search and that fact cannot be lost on the police officers in question.  They knew full well their initial search was improper and that there was not even a casual connection between affiant and the drugs.  
Affiant was the caretaker for the building.  Whatever was stored in the building was no business of affiant and, in fact, affiant was unaware the drugs existed as affiant had never had cause to search  the office.  Unlike the police, affiant had no cause of compulsion to rummage around in other people’s property.  
At the second raid on affiants residence, the police smashed the door at 209 Rusk, knowing full well affiant resided at 205 Rusk.   This was done in order to put on a show for the media and discredit affiant before the community.  This was all carefully crafted by the chief of police and officers on his staff.  The warrant was secured on perjured testimony and grossly excessive force was used as a media stunt.  Officers entered with a knowingly false warrant with guns in hand, knowing full well there were no weapons in the building and that affiant would not resist.  It is the specific allegation and assertion of affiant that the police, at this time, fully intended to murder affiant.  They were, however, thwarted in their plan by the unexpected presence of a witness and were forced to arrest affiant.  The police chief was understandably upset by this as he knew full well that affiant was well aware of his rights and the law protecting them, and further, that affiant was fully prepared to fight or those rights.  Knowing his entry was illegal, his best hope was to murder affiant then affiant could not organize the defense now before the court and demonstrate the intentionally criminal nature of the police actions.  
When the murder of affiant was thwarted, the police knew full well affiant would be mounting a defense and would be lodging allegations against the police, so, in order to stop affiant from defending himself, the police took all of affiants business records, even though none of the items taken were listed on the warrant.  It is the contention of affiant that, the real reason for the raid and persecution of affiant had nothing to do with drugs, but in fact, had to do with the second item listed on the inventory of records stolen.  That was what they were looking for at it was records of a church affiant purchased.  This reason was brought to affiant’s attention by a newspaper reporter stating that the purchase of the church had everything to do with the current persecution of affiant and nothing else.  
It was common knowledge that affiant intended to establish a pro se legal school to teach ordinary people how to combat public corruption, just the kind of corruption affiant is now being subjected to.  This is what the police feared more than anything as this police chief has a long history of corruption and feared exposure.  
At the second raid on affiant’s residence, police impounded business records of affiant not listed on the warrant.  After reading the documents it had to have become very clear that affiant was experienced and dealing with public corruption, so the police had to do something to keep affiant from protecting himself, therefore, the police returned to affiant’s residence on the 11th day of June, 2008, and again raided his residence, this time with no warrant, and arrested affiant on allegations of practicing law without a license.  
Affaint was again taken directly to jail.  
