




IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR PINELLAS COUNTY, FLORIDA
PROBATE DIVISION

File No. 90-2908GD-003

IN RE GUARDIANSHIP OF THERESA MARIE
SCHINDLER-SCHIAVO, Incapacitated.	/				
MICHAEL SCHIAVO, Petitioner,
v.
ROBERT SCHINDLER and MARY SCHINDLER, Respondents.//


Gordon Watts’ SHORT, FIVE-PAGE Amicus Curiae in support of:
RESPONDENTS’ MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN SUPPORT OF
MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM JUDGMENT AND MOTION TO RECONSIDER

	By virtue of the prior briefs filed in this cause and related cases, this court is aware of the legal expertise of Gordon Watts, BS, The Florida State University, 2000, Double major with honors: Biological, Chemical Science, AS, United Electronics Institute, Valedictorian, 1988. In addition to the expertise with this particular case and related biological ramifications related to Theresa Schiavo’s lack of treatment, Amicus has at least the same standing as out-of-state meddlers and legal interlopers who are routinely granted Amicus rights before Florida courts.
	Amicus Watts would like to bring to This Court’s attention the fact that, while respondents, Schindler et ux., have apparently made what appears to be a valid Rule 1.540(b)(5) motion, nonetheless the “new circumstances” that would justify relief from judgment are NOT confined to the statements of His Holiness, the Pope John Paul II (as outlined in brief submitted by P. Anderson, Esq.).
	Theresa Schiavo is a nominal but firm “Catholic,” but this sect is a subset of the Christian religion. (Amicus, Gordon Watts, deposes and says he has read cover-to-cover the Holy Bible, and is an authority on this subject.) As a Christian, Theresa Schiavo would most likely not want her feeding tube removed, and she certainly would not want to be deprived of a chance to eat naturally, as “you and I and they” eat. Arguments in support whereof:
	Taking her own life would go against her religious beliefs: “Thou shalt not kill.” (Ex. 20:13; Deut. 5:17, KJV) (Her religious beliefs are constitutionally protected at the state and federal level.)
	Being denied being fed would (a) violate what she probably perceives to be her religious right to food and water; and, (b) violate her rights to avoid a confrontation which, according to her religious beliefs, would send her oppressors to hell. As proof of these allegations, Amicus will cite a well-known section of her scriptures which Theresa certainly holds as her tenet of faith -her religious beliefs:
Matthew 25:31-46, New International Version (NIV), JESUS speaking:

31"When the Son of Man comes in his glory, and all the angels with him, he will sit on his throne in heavenly glory. 32All the nations will be gathered before him, and he will separate the people one from another as a shepherd separates the sheep from the goats. 33He will put the sheep on his right and the goats on his left. 
34"Then the King will say to those on his right, 'Come, you who are blessed by my Father; take your inheritance, the kingdom prepared for you since the creation of the world. 35For I was hungry and you gave me something to eat, I was thirsty and you gave me something to drink, I was a stranger and you invited me in, 36I needed clothes and you clothed me, I was sick and you looked after me, I was in prison and you came to visit me.' 
37"Then the righteous will answer him, 'Lord, when did we see you hungry and feed you, or thirsty and give you something to drink? 38When did we see you a stranger and invite you in, or needing clothes and clothe you? 39When did we see you sick or in prison and go to visit you?' 
40"The King will reply, 'I tell you the truth, whatever you did for one of the least of these brothers of mine, you did for me.' 
41"Then he will say to those on his left, 'Depart from me, you who are cursed, into the eternal fire prepared for the devil and his angels. 42For I was hungry and you gave me nothing to eat, I was thirsty and you gave me nothing to drink, 43I was a stranger and you did not invite me in, I needed clothes and you did not clothe me, I was sick and in prison and you did not look after me.' 
44"They also will answer, 'Lord, when did we see you hungry or thirsty or a stranger or needing clothes or sick or in prison, and did not help you?' 
45"He will reply, 'I tell you the truth, whatever you did not do for one of the least of these, you did not do for me.' 
46"Then they will go away to eternal punishment, but the righteous to eternal life." 

	Theresa would not want to be denied oral eaten food and water, because this act, a felony violation of section 825.102(3) of State Law, would displease her God and violate her religious beliefs, which prohibit her from cooperating in a crime and setting precedent:
Romans 13:1,5, excepts, NIV, comments added in brackets
“Everyone must submit himself [or herself] to the governing authorities [and laws of the land], for there is no authority except that which God has established…not only because of possible punishment but also because of conscience.”

	Were Terri to cooperate with these acts, her religious beliefs would be violated for at least three reasons:
	1) She would not want to go against what her parents wanted (something which, to date, has not been considered in guestimating “her wishes”);
	2) She would not want to purposely or intentionally violate or offend her supreme religious leader, the Pope;
	3) She would certainly not want to violate the standards above, which come from her God, nor would she participate in cooperation with violation of her beliefs of the well-known passages below:
Proverbs 31:8-9 (NIV)
8 "Speak up for those who cannot speak for themselves, for the rights of all who are destitute. 
9 Speak up and judge fairly; defend the rights of the poor and needy." 

Proverbs 24:11-12 (NIV)
11 Rescue those being led away to death; hold back those staggering toward slaughter. 
12 If you say, "But we knew nothing about this," does not he who weighs the heart perceive it? 
Does not he who guards your life know it? Will he not repay each person according to what he has done?

CONCLUSION:

	While these passages may very well mean that some sort of “Divine” anger is building regarding starving Jesus’ little sister and/or violation of felony laws regarding oral feeding (not to be confused with the rulings regarding the feeding by gastric tube), nonetheless, it is incumbent upon This Court to not be swayed by the various allegations but look at the clear meaning of Theresa’s Holy Scriptures and “divine” what she might feel to be a violation of her religious beliefs -and to ensure the proper administration of the current laws, which do not depend on what her wishes are, in an identical manner as the situation regarding Jack Kevorkian, M.D., in which his patients’ wishes did not cancel or nullify or frustrate the state laws in place, with the eventual result that (even with his patients; consent), Doctor Kevorkian is serving time for commission of crime.
	Therefore, This Court would probably yield the most equitable solution by either:
	a) Finding that removal of feeding tubes would violate Terri’s religious beliefs no less than removal of, say, insulin or medications, or even hearing aides / eyeglasses; or,
	b) Removal of the guardian who consistently refuses to show up for depositions with the intent of (legally) removing the feeding tube and (illegally) removing oral food and water, for which he would only have a motive IF and ONLY if he were trying to prevent Terri from telling us something about how she sustained her injury -or possibly collect some insurance over her dead body and cremating her to then cover or destroy all evidence -if he can obtain permission of the coroners’ office.
				Respectfully submitted,

				______________________________
				Gordon Wayne Watts, Layman of the law
				821 Alicia Road
				Lakeland, Florida 33801-2113
				Telephone: 863.688.9880 / Alternate: 863.686.3411
				Facsimile: 863.687.6141

			Of counsel:

			The “advocate” mentioned in THE FIRST EPISTLE 						OF JOHN 2:1, emphasis added:
			“…[W]e have an advocate with the Father, Jesus 						Christ the righteous:” (Holy Bible, KJV)
			“Advocate” defined: ad·vo·cate n. “A lawyer.”
			http://www.yourdictionary.com/ahd/a/a0107000.html (Definition 3.)

			Counsel for Amicus before the Heavenly Courts
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