EXHIBIT C
MINORITY REPORT APPLICATION OF ROGER ROOTS

To: Supreme Court of Rhode Island

Re: Bar Application of Roger Roots

This letter is written as dissenting report to the majority vote of the Committee regarding Mr.
Roger Roots. Unlike the majority, I believe that the Court should deny admission to the Bar to
Mr. Roots. The basis for this belief is threefold:

I. Criminal Record. Mr. Roots has been convicted of various misdemeanors and two felonies.
The last conviction resulted in his incarceration in a Federal penitentiary for a term ending in
1993, the year he returned to college and only three years before entering law school. His
probation period ended in 1996.

II. Untruthfulness. Mr. Roots has affirmatively lied on his law school application and his
application for admission to the Bar, and I believe has carefully avoided disclosing aspects of his
past which may rise to the level of tacit untruthfulness. He also by his own admission, lied on the
gun permit applications by affirming that he had not been convicted of a felony.

III. Mr. Roots' on the legal system, as evidenced by his publications. I believe that the
Committee's charge to inquire into a candidate's moral character and fitness to practice law
encompasses a reasonable review of the candidates attitudes and opinions on social issues, to the
extent that such views may reflect on his or her ability to take in good conscience and uphold the
oath required of all attorneys or on his or her ability to practice law in accordance with the
equitable principles enunciated in our rules of professional responsibility. Mr. Roots' writings
evidence to me a severe deficiency in this regard.

The record transmitted to the Court contains the full written documentation bearing on the above
matters. However, I would like to summarize the contents of some of those documents that relate
to my concerns.

Criminal Record. The file discloses many arrests and convictions while Mr. Roots led a basically
itinerant life in Florida and other southern states. These occurred when Mr. Roots was young, in
some cases in his teens. As the majority of the Committee has noted in its deliberations, taken
individually these matters may seem remote in time and relatively minor in severity. However,
the last conviction was for a felony, resisting arrest, and in his testimony Mr. Roots conceded
that he knew or should have known that the conviction was a felony which would remain on his
record if he did not complete his probation. Mr. Roots then fled the jurisdiction and returned to
Montana, his home state, and therefore did not complete his probation in Florida. Despite that
fact, Mr. Roots obtained numerous weapons the possession of which is prohibited, by federal
law, to convicted felons. Mr. Roots testified that he obtained these weapons at various times
from various dealers, and that he was required to sign a form at each dealership attesting to the



fact that he was not a convicted felon. Each time Mr. Roots falsely replied "No" on the form, and
concedes now that he probably knew at the time that the statement was false, and certainly
knows it now. It is also worth noting that these weapons were not ordinary handguns; they
consisted of an automatic pistol, an automatic rifle with at least 500 rounds, and an assault rifle
commonly known as an AK47.

When Mr. Roots exhibited in a college class a homemade air gun that he constructed, the
authorities, apparently knowing that he was a convicted felon, raided his dorm room and found
the air gun and also the additional weapons. Ultimately, Mr. Roots pleaded guilty to a single
charge concerning the air gun, and the remaining charges were dropped. He conceded in his
testimony that the other weapons were present and were seized, and that possession of them
violated the law as well as the weapon for which he pleaded guilty. Mr. Roots then served time
in federal prison, was released in 1993. His probation ended in 1996, while he was in law school.

I believe that the series of convictions is a serious matter. There was no good reason for Mr.
Roots to possess such a number of high-powered weapons; in fact, in his testimony before the
Committee he could not come up with a coherent reason for purchasing the weapons. Doing so
knowingly as a convicted felon is inexcusable, in my view, and should be a bar to his becoming
an attorney.

Truthfulness. Mr. Roots was untruthful in at least three areas.

The first concerns an item on his law school application regarding previous employment. The
question asks for ceasing employment. Mr. Roots listed a job with the Committee to Reelect
Conrad Burns (a Senator from Montana) and he stated that the reason for leaving was conflict
with his school schedule. In fact, he was terminated from the job because of his unsavory
associations with white supremacist activists. He not only admits this now, but also published
several letters to the editor to the local newspaper at the time which bemoaned his firing for that
reason. These letters to the editor were also untrue in some respects. He states in them that the
reason for his firing was that the Young Republicans at his college, a group that he founded, had
a Ku Klux Klan activist as a member, whom Mr. Roots says in his letter to the editor that he
barely knew the man. That is untrue; he in fact befriended the man at college, and requested that
he helped found the Young Republicans on campus and become its vice president. All of these
matters took place after he was released from prison, and within his probationary period.

The second area of untruthfulness concerns an answer given by Mr. Roots in response to a
question on the Bar application about any aliases used by the applicant. Mr. Roots listed three
aliases, Carl Davis, Rodgers Roop and Roger Bell, and stated on the application that they were
used for purposes involving attending school, writing and telephone fundraising. However, in his
testimony before the Committee, he revealed after questioning that the real reasons were quite
different. The alias Carl Davis was used while Mr. Roots was evading the law after he was
indicted for the weapons charge in Montana. Another alias, Roger Bell, was used by the Conrad
Burns campaign to hide his true identity in making salary payments to him. Apparently, Mr.
Roots falsely endorsed these paychecks and deposited them into his bank account. It is unclear if
he ever paid income taxes on these amounts.



The third area, already mentioned above, is that Mr. Roots falsely stated on his gun applications
that he was not a convicted felon.

I believe that Mr. Roots has shown a pattern of untruthfulness that is not consistent with
practicing law.

Ability to Take Oath in Good conscience. Of all the areas of concern, this is to me the gravest.
Mr. Roots has shown by publications and articles he has written to be a committed racist, and has
shown utter disdain for the fairness of the legal system and our system of government. These
views were advanced not in the far distant past, but as recently as 1998, when he was well
through law school. His views in this regard are summarized in two publications. The first is a
pamphlet [Exhibit 5] that Mr. Roots apparently composed largely while he was in prison, and
which was released no earlier than 1993, since the bibliography in the work lists references
published in 1993. The title of the work is "100 Truths and One Lie" and is a manifesto proving
the inferiority of blacks as compared with whites. Here are some samples from this enlightening
work:

"Fact # 6: Blacks are 6 times as likely to have [.Q.'s of 50 to 70 which put them in the slow
learner (retarded) category, while Whites are ten times more likely to score 130 or over.

Fact # 17: among human races numerous studies have been made of the comparative weight of
White and Negro brains with results that fell within the range of about an 8-12 percent lower
weight for the Negro brain...

Fact # 19: The thickness of the supragranular layer (the outside layer) of the Negro brain is about
15 percent thinner, and its convolutions are fewer and more simple, on average, than that of the
White brain.

Fact # 20: The frontal lobes of the Negro brain, responsible for abstract conceptional (sic)
reasoning, are smaller relative to body weight, less fissured, and less complex than those of the
white brain.

Fact # 24: The Negro skull, in addition to having a smaller brain volume and thicker cranial
bones than that of the White, is prognathous; i.e. the lower face projects forward, rather in the
manner of an animal's muzzle. In consequence, the Negro jaw is substantially longer, relative to
its width, than the White jaw. A feature of the Negro lower jaw is its retention of a vestige of the
"simian shelf", a bony region immediately behind the incisors. This simian shelf is a
distinguishing characteristic of apes, and it is absent in Whites.

Fact # 46: Scientific research on what constitutes human beauty, in which 300 judges of various
backgrounds were shown portrait photographs and asked to rate the beauty of the individual's
face, has revealed that Nordic Whites are universally recognized as the most attractive humans,
even by Blacks..." [All quotes from Exhibit 5]

The other publications are those Mr. Roots has written as a reporter for 7he Jubilee. This is an
extreme right-wing publication, and Mr. Roots' articles have focused on racial matters and the



trials involving the Montana Freemen. The Freemen believe that, as "organic white Americans"
(as Mr. Roots calls them), they are not subject to the laws of the United States. They conduct
their own trials and appeals in their own "common law" courts, and issue "liens" against the
assets of public officials whom their "courts" believe trample on their rights. These include
sheriffs, police officers, lawyers and judges. Mr. Roots apparently believes that these liens are
legally valid. He states as follows:

In commenting on the liens and notes (January 1997): "Ultimately, the notes are redeemable
upon liens lawfully placed on the oaths or property of public officials who have violated the law.
Thus the chain of recovery is lawful. It is where the buck stops that is so unsettling to the defacto
regime that now occupies America. It is no wonder that the regime is now waging an around-the-
clock war against the common law movement?(sic)" [See Exhibit 4].

Mr. Roots also apparently believes that the legal system is out to get the Freemen. Here are some
samples of his statements

In commenting on the trial of the Montana Freemen (January 1997): "With the prosecution of the
Montana Freemen characters, the Zionist occupation government is again targeting what it
perceives as the most serious threat to its power: law without lawyers and courts without
legislative or executive sanction..." In that same article he refers to public defenders appointed by
the Court as "public pretenders" and laments that "[e]ven during the 1996 stand-off at Justus,
Montana, U.S. Attorney Matterucci was expressing hope that the men would all surrender and
accept government-licensed lawyers. (Isn't it odd that U.S. prosecutors desire their opponents to
be represented by bar attorneys?) Later, only those who accepted bar-lawyers were granted bail."
[See Exhibit 9].

Again, these are not statements made many years ago; the above-referenced articles have been
penned while he was attending Roger Williams Law School. I believe that these positions show
disrespect and disregard for the legal system and for the many men and women who devote
themselves to the practice of law and are inconsistent with the oath that all attorneys are required
to take.

Mr. Roots now states that he is not a racist, and would have no problem serving persons of all
races and backgrounds as an attorney. However, the Committee, I believe, has every right to
examine all the facts and circumstances in order to evaluate the applicant's assertions. Given the
facts of this case, I don't accept Mr. Roots' current assertions. I don't think he can in good
conscience take the oath of an attorney to treat all members of the public and the legal system,
such as judges, clients, and other attorneys with respect. His insulting, disdainful writings about
judges, "bar association lawyers", "public pretenders" the "Zionist government" and the like can't
be erased by merely stating that all has changed. These writings were not from many years ago,
in a misspent youth. They continued right up to at least 1998, and, based on Mr. Roots testimony,
even up to today. They were not disclosed or mentioned anywhere; I located them personally on
the Internet. I believe that these matters, when taken together with the criminal charges and the
untruthfulness, should prevent Mr. Roots from becoming a member of the bar. I know that the
majority of the Committee finds individual reasons for overlooking each of these matters taken
individually, but I would urge the Court to look at the record in its entirety, and consider whether



Mr. Roots is the kind of person that should be representing the Court and the Bar as an attorney.
I do not believe that he is.

Respectfully submitted,
Steven M. Mclnnis
Chairman

April 19, 2000



