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GEORGE MEEKS!

By Carl Uatner

In the year 1628, an English merchant by the name of
Richard Chambers refused to pay tonnage on imported
goods. Though the Petition of Right had been enacted
some months prior, he was ordered to appear before the
Privy Council. At some point in the proceedings he cried
out that "the merchants are in no part of the world so
screwed and wrung as in England; that in Turkey they have
more encouragement." For these defiant words the Star
Chamber found him guil ty of contempt and ordered him to
pay a fine of 2,000 pounds and "inprisoned unti l he made
a submission that he had camTitted a wrong. Chanters, a
sturdy Puritan, absolutely refused to sign the submission
tendered to him. Instead he wrote at i t s foot, ' I . . . do
utterly abhor and detest, as most unjust and false; and
never t i l l death wi l l acknowledge any part thereof1."
Charrbers languished in j a i l for six years before he was
released.

Three hundred and fifty-one years later, a Texas
businessman by the name of George Meeks was called before
the Internal Revenue Service to supply information about
his auto parts business, which had been incorporated as
St. George Company in 1976. He f i led tax returns for the
company for that year, as well as 1977, in which he paid
$1,000 in taxes. In 1979 he was contacted by IRS
auditors. Meeks gave them what few records he had, for
the company had been disbanded in June 1977. When this
information was deemed insufficient by the Internal
Revenue, they subpoenaed his bank account records and
demanded more information of Meeks. He then f i led an
aff idavit with them that he had no other corporate
records to furnish and that he claimed his Fif th
Arørknent right to remain s i lent .

Consequently, the Internal Revenue Service petitioned
U.S. Distr ict Judge Dorwin Suttle to find George Meeks in
c iv i l contempt for his refusal to supply them with the
records (which Judge Suttle had ordered him to do).
Again, in a sworn aff idavit to the Judge, Meeks insisted
he had no further records and that he stood on his right
not to incriminate himself by answering further ques-
t ions. Meeks was placed in Bexar County j a i l Novent>er
25, 1980, unti l the Fif th Circuit Court of Appeals in New
Orleans ordered him released on Feb. 10, 1981. This was
a result of Meeks1 attorney, Rusty Guyer, f i l i ng an

appeal which pointed out that Suttle's action placed
Meeks in an intolerable situation by forcing him to give
evidence that might be used to bring criminal charges
against him.

The government appealed the ruling of the Fi f th
Circuit to the Supreme Court, which refused to hear the
case, alleging that i t had already decided ( in the gov-
ernment's favor) a similar suit in U.S. v. Rylander.
Meeks was ordered reincarcerated on January 10, 1984,
under Judge Suttle's original contempt order of August
1980. He was placed in the Federal Correctional
Insti tut ion (read - concentration camp) at Bastrop,
Texas, where he remains as of this wr i t ing. Meeks1

attorney f i led Motion for Release from Imprisonment on
July 31, 1984, based upon the claim that George did not
have the ab i l i ty to comply with the Court's order. That
appeal has not yet been decided by the Fi f th Circuit
Court of Appeals.

Meanwhile, a Request for a Jury Trial was made to
Judge Suttle at the Distr ict Court level , based on the
fact that George had been incarcerated over six months.
(Any person incarcerated on criminal charges longer than
six months is entit led to a jury t r i a l - at least accord-
ing to the most recent Supreme Court decisions. However,
George is not imprisoned on criminal charges, so this
precedent may not apply in his situation.) Rather than
rule on the merits of this request, Judge Suttle refused
to give an opinion because the case was simultaneously on
appeal to the Fi f th Circui t . So George remains in j a i l .

Other developments in George's case are of interest.
He went on a 53 day fast for the purpose of call ing at-
tention to his pl ight. This brought him before the Grand
Jury in San Antonio one afternoon in August 1984. The
following morning he was whisked away from Bastrop and
eventually taken to the Bureau of Prisons' hospital
fac i l i t y in Springfield, Missouri, where he was
pronounced sane and healthy before he was returned to
Bastrop. Meeks believes that the t r i p was designed to
get him away from the Grand Jury and the local media. He
was gone for more than a month, and only spent one day
with the doctors. His local supporters in San Antonio
have kept his case before the radio and the press by
writing letters and call ing in on talk shows. Two weeks
ago his supporters picketed Judge Suttle's home. When
the Judge emerged from his house and saw the pickets, he
imnediately went back inside and called for an escort of
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