State of Arizona

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 24-061

Judge:

Complainant:

ORDER
June 6, 2024

The Complainant alleged a superior court judge improperly granted a
warrant without notice in a probation violation case.

The role of the Commission on Judicial Conduct is to impartially determine
whether a judicial officer has engaged in conduct that violates the Arizona Code of
Judicial Conduct or Article 6.1 of the Arizona Constitution. There must be clear and
convincing evidence of such a violation in order for the Commission to take
disciplinary action against a judicial officer.

The Commission does not have jurisdiction to overturn, amend, or remand a
judicial officer’s legal rulings. The Commission reviewed all relevant available
information and concluded there was not clear and convincing evidence of ethical
misconduct in this matter. The complaint is therefore dismissed pursuant to
Commission Rules 16(a) and 23(a).

Commission member Denise K. Aguilar did not participate in the
consideration of this matter.

Copies of this order were distributed to all
appropriate persons on June 6, 2024.
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COMPLAINT AGAINST A JUDGE

Name: Judge’s Name:

Instructions: Use this form or plain paper of the same size to file a complaint. Describe in your own
words what you believe the judge did that constitutes judicial misconduct. Be specific and list all of the
pames, dates, times, and places that will help the commission understand your concerns. Additional
pages may be attached along with copies (not originals) of relevant court documents. Please complete one side
of the paper only, and keep a copy of the complaint for your records.

AFFIDAVIT STATEMENT OF DESTRUCTABILITY BY
WHILE IN INCARCERATED CUSTODY

AGAINST THE STATE OF ARIZONA

Let it be constructively known that by virtue of reinstating a "quashed" probation and warrant on
, the STATE OF ARIZONA and its authorities. law enforcement agents and administrators

including, ARIZONA STATE COURT Judge .
COUNTY CLERK , and Arizona trooper The POLICE
DEPARTMENT: THE COUNTY SHERIFF DEPT. THE ARIZONA
THE COUNTY , THE

FACILITY. AND ANY OTHER ARIZONA STATE or FEDERAL AGENCY THAT WAS
INVOLVED WITH Secured
Party/Creditor/Bailors [ | ARREST, AND
INCARCERATION on and
subseauent incarceration at the COUNTY lock-up and COUNTY

FACILITY on , was involved in the "attempted murder” of

Secured Party/Creditor/Bailor. (42 USC ss 12203;
Prohibition against retaliation and coercion; a felony.) (Destructibility: The capability <?f being destroyed
by some action, turn of events, or operation of law; Blacks Law Dictionar% 6th packet edition)
TH

According to court documents, the probation seton by COURT OF THE
STATE OF ARIZONA and Judge issued by County Clerk was
"quashed" alona with anv warrant on . The probation had been in transference to

County since . Both Mr. and his then attorney had much difficulty contacting the

County probation officer for several weeks. The probation was revoked along with a warrant on
without proper "certified” warning. In addition, the court documents state the "whereabouts” of
were unknown. This is a false and misleading statement since has lived at his
Arizona home for years and has never moved nor been out of state over the past year.
was also in regular contact since by phone and certified mail with the office of the
County Clerk in connection with both Judge and County Clerk
. Additionally, had sent supporting documents (Affidavit of Ownership, "Bill of
Complaint in Equity” to Void Proceedings and Jurisdiction, Recission of Consent fo be Charged, and
numerous requests for confirmation of "dismissal" of the probation and court proceedings) to address his
change of status to remove his "dead" designation as a "persone- or corporation and become a "live-flesh
and blood human.
Secured Party/Creditor/Bailor is a "live-:
flesh and blood human with possession of his Foreign Situs Cestui Vie Qui TRUST. Itis "lllegal" to attemp
to "contract" with him since he is no longer a “person" (corporation) by legal definition. Any court action is

an attempt to "contract” with . Regarding the probation, requested to admit to the
court The "Admiralty Maritime Contract" as evidence to verifv iurisdiction. There is no "subject matter
jurisdiction" in the case of The State of Arizona vs . (cont.)
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(cont.)

...... because a "party” must have been injured by the defendant. (Cargill vs Monfort) No one was injured.
Another question has arisen concerning the "necessity" of the Judge, Prosecutor and all agents of a
foreign principal in the court be a FARA reqistered agent. A recent search of the

website for the registration of Judge and Arizona State Prosecutor
EI)_roduced no results concerning their required "registration."

his means that all court action taken since by the " Court of Arizona" is moot
and is required to be "dismissed." This establishes a motive for the arrest and

"attempted murder" by ALL of the above-mentioned parties against
Secured Party/Creditor/Bailor. | now demand that current Judge

act in his "Ministerial" capacity. (Penha/a Domes vs Domes Administrators: "In as much as
every government agency is a fiction. a "creature” of the mind ONLY. they (it) cannot obtain parity with
the "tat1gible.")
During his arrest, although law enforcement stated that a warrant was present, exclaimed
there was no valid "bonified” warrant. No warrant was produced or shown by law enforcement officers
and no signed and sworn affidavit was shown in support of a "bonified" warrant at any time. This makes

the arrest "illegal" and without cause. If this case is not dismissed, will demand a motion for
DiNovo for a new hearina and challenae that no "proper” affidavit was produced in support of a "bonified"
warrant. Secured Party/Creditor/Bailor was
aggressively handled by law enforcement and this injured his lower back. Although this was mentioned
to the arresting officers by . there was no effort to give aid by any law enforcement or
administrator. is  vears old and on Social Security Disability and has had
problems for  years. was also injured by a known DEW (Direct Enerav Weapon) laser
burner by one of the arresting officers which resulted in an open sore on .

Secured Party/Creditor/Bailors was also burned
by a DEW laser on his while in custody at the and COUNTY

facility that resulted in open scabs and sores.

Understand, DEW weapons, also known as the "Havana Syndrome” weapons, could resuit in severe
head and brain injury and infection when exposed to the immune challenges of a facility of incarceration.
DEW weapons have been known to cause "death." Also, understand that DEW, Direct Energy Weapons,
were developed for "Foreign” enemies of the United States, not to be used as "domestic" terrorism or
"tasers'- on unsuspbectina Americans.

Secured Party/Creditor/Bailor was handled
in a "sinister" manner while incarcerated in the . COUNTY FACILITY. It began
with the specific serving of food to by name, that may have been contaminated with vai,ous

metals (lead, cadmium, mercury, arsenic, thallium etc.)to cause illness and injiurv. These metals are
known to cause "irreversible" damaae to the liver, kidneys and lungs. fell ill with flu-like
symptoms while in the , COUNTY FACILITY almost immediately.






