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11).  a.k.a. “Deputy District Attorney, Carmen Ricard,” 

12).  “Joshua Stritecky,” a.k.a. “Attorney-At-Law,” a.k.a. “Former Mesa County 
Deputy District Attorney,” a.k.a. “Current Mesa County Attorney.”

13).  Grand Junction Police Chief, John Camper; *(Previously Indicted)

14).  Grand Junction Police Chief, Michael Nordeen;  *(Previously Indicted)

15).  Grand Junction Police Investigator, Ryan Petrowski;  *(Previously Indicted)

16).  The City of Grand Junction;  *(Previously Charged)

17).  Colorado Intergovernmental Risk Agency;  *(Previously Charged)

PREFACE

 A).  “All persons have certain natural, essential and inalienable rights, 
among which may be reckoned the right of enjoying and defending their 
lives and liberties; of acquiring, possessing and protecting property; and of 
seeking and obtaining their safety and happiness.”  Colo. Const. Art. II, 
Section 3.

B).  “Courts of justice shall be open to every person, and a speedy remedy 
afforded for every injury to person, property or character; and right and 
justice should be administered without sale, denial or delay.” Colo. 
Const. Art. II, Section 6.

C).  “No person shall be deprived of life, liberty or property, without due process of 
law.”  Colo. Const. Art. II, Section 25.

D).  "Liberty", as used in this section and section 3 of this article, connotes far more than 
mere freedom from physical restraint; it is broad enough to protect one from 
governmental interference in the exercise of his intellect, in the formation of opinions, in 
the expression of them and in action or inaction dictated by his judgment, or choice in 
countless matters of purely personal concern.” Zavilla v. Masse, 112 Colo. 183, 147 P.
2d 823 (1944).

E).  "No provision of the Constitution is designed to be without effect," "Anything that is 
in conflict is null and void of law", "Clearly, for a secondary law to come in conflict with 
the supreme Law was illogical, for certainly, the supreme Law would prevail over all 
other laws and certainly our forefathers had intended that the supreme Law would be 
the bases of all law and for any law to come in conflict would be null and void of law, it 
would bare no power to enforce, it would bare no obligation to obey, it would purport to 
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settle as if it had never existed, for unconstitutionality would date from the enactment of 
such a law, not from the date so branded in an open court of law, no courts are bound to 
uphold it, and no Citizens are bound to obey it. It operates as a near nullity or a fiction of 
law." "All codes, rules, and regulations are for government authorities only, not human/
Creators in accordance with God's laws. All codes, rules, and regulations are 
unconstitutional and lacking due process!" [Rodriques v. Ray Donavan]

F).  It must be understood, that, Mr. Curry offers no apologies for the length of this 
document, as there are NO “Constitutional” “Technical Constraints, or Limitations,” on 
“Crime Victim Statements,” “Pleas,” or “Claims.”  And, that; the “knowledge” of the 
entire content, herein, are, by “intent,” the “service of responsibility” of all effected 
parties.  

BACKGROUND & CASE HISTORY

NOTE: For a thorough background, case history, and all relevant, and material evidence, and 
Unconstitutional Rulings & Violations, all reviewers of this document are encouraged to review 
the Public Record available through PACER.  Reference Cases #12M265 (State V. Curry-Trial 
Court), #2012CV4622 (State V. Curry-Appeals Court), #2013CV86 (Curry V. Blaine Reed 
Meteorites), #2013CV98 (Curry V. Colorado School of Mines). 

1).  Mr. Curry recovered his first meteorites in May of 2009 on his private property in Western 
Colorado, and spent the next six months researching his finds.

2).  In January, 2010, Mr. Curry presented his findings, and research to Dr. Randy Korotev of 
Washington University @ St. Louis, Senior Lunar Geochemist, and the world’s No. #1 authority 
in Lunar meteorites.

3).  In January, 2010, Mr. Curry sent eight specimens to Actlabs of Ontario, Canada, for 
quantitative chemical analyses.  All eight analyses confirmed the specimen’s origins as being 
Lunar and Martian.

4).  Dr. Korotev, despite these analyses, refuted Mr. Curry’s findings, even though the 
quantitative chemical analyses were identical to Dr. Korotev’s published findings for other Lunar 
meteorites recovered in Northwest Africa, Antarctica, and Australia.  Mr. Curry’s continuing 
research, uncovered numerous inconsistencies with Dr. Korotev’s published science, and the 
existence of the illicit Northwest African Contraband Meteorite Trade.

5).  Having refuted this scientific evidence, Mr. Curry charged Dr. Korotev for scientific fraud, 
something Dr. Korotev had been charged with in 2002, and in 2006, by Mr. Ray DeRuse, and 
others.  Dr. Korotev admitted his scientific fraud to Mr. DeRuse, but was not prosecuted.  Other 
colleagues of Dr. Korotev were prosecuted, and found guilty, in this previous case.

5



6).  In retaliation against Mr. Curry, Dr. Korotev issued an “all-points-bulletin” to his colleagues 
around the country, not to assist, or accept submissions from Mr. Curry.  His colleagues included 
Mr. Adam Hupe, Anne Black, Laurence Garvie, Carl Agee, Anthony Irving, John Wasson, Alan 
Rubin, Alex Ruzicka, Melinda Hutson, Matthew Benjamin, Michael Zolenski, Blaine Reed, and 
others;

 7).  Between January 2011, and October 2011, Blaine Reed, knowingly & intentionally, mis-
identified, mis-analyzed, and misrepresented over 40 of Mr. Curry’s Lunar, Martian, and 
Chondritic meteorites, calling them “Slag,” “Hematite,” “Dinosaur Dung,” “Carbon Steel,” 
“Man-Made Slag,” “River Rock,” and “River Cobble.”  Mr. Reed, in forging his analyses, used 
a “rigged” XRF hand-held analyzer, which only detects and displays “Man-Made Mineral 
Alloys” and is incapable of detecting, or displaying, extraterrestrial elements like Nickel, 
Chromium, Iridium, Platinum, Osmium, Rhodium, or other extraterrestrial elements.  This 
“rigged” XRF was given to Mr. Reed to “take out Mr. Curry.”

     A).  On July 28, 2011, Mr. Curry traveled to Golden, CO, to visit with Dr. Bruce Geller, the 
Curator for the Colorado School of Mines.  Mr. Curry presented Dr. Geller with over a dozen 
meteoritic specimens, and donated three of these specimens to the museum.  Mr. Geller refuted 
Mr. Curry’s findings, even though Dr. Geller admitted in person, and in an email to Mr. Curry, “I 
am not an expert on meteorites,” and “I do not know much about them.”

          1).  During a July 23, 2012, pretrial conference with the prosecution, and Mr. Curry’s legal 
counsel, though admittedly not a an “expert on meteorites,” Judge Craig Henderson, and the 
Mesa County District Attorney, Pete Hautzinger, as favor to the State Attorney General, endorsed 
both Reed, and Geller, as “expert witnesses for the prosecution,”

          2).  Dr. Geller submitted a “Sham Affidavit” to the Colorado State Attorney General, 
stating he was an “expert on meteorite identification,” and that he had “performed chemical 
and microscopic analyses of Mr. Curry’s specimens, and found them all to be terrestrial in 
origin.”  Dr. Geller used the very same XRF Delta 2000 Analyzer Model used by Mr. Reed, 
wherein, this analyzer would only detect and display “man-made mineral alloys,” found in the 
devices “internal metal alloys library,” but incapable of detecting, or displaying, elements 
known only to be extraterrestrial, as in, Ni, Cr, Ir, Pt, Pd, and other heavy metals commonly  
found in meteorites;

          3).  In August, 2011, Mr. Curry contacted Colorado School of Mines President, M.W. 
Scoggins, and Provost Terrance Parker, to file a complaint on Dr. Geller for practicing “scientific 
fraud.” 

          4).  In September, 2012, and prior to Mr. Curry’s trial, Dr. Geller submitted a “false 
affidavit” to the Mesa County District Attorney stating, again, that he “was an expert in 
meteorite identification,” and “had found no Nickel in Mr. Curry’s specimens,” and that, he 
“found Nickel, but in levels too low to be a meteorite, or a plessitic octahedrite iron meteorite.”
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          5).  It would, later, be discovered, in Mr. Stritecky’s return of documents to Mr. Curry, that, 
Dr. Geller had introduced evidence, as in his analyses, that showed Ni to be present in Mr. 
Curry’s specimens, proving Mr. Curry’s 6 gram specimen was meteoritic.  These particular sets 
of analyses were knowingly, and intentionally, suppressed from the defendant, and the jury, by 
Mr. Curry’s attorney, Joshua Stritecky, the two prosecuting district attorneys, Daniel Lewis, and 
Carmen Ricard, and the Trial Court Judge, Craig Henderson.  This specific evidence was filed as 
an “Exhibit,” during Mr. Curry “Appeal,” but, District Court Judge, Thomas Deister, “ruling 
with favor towards the prosecution,” and “adjudicating on a color of law statute,” rather than 
the “material,” “prima facia,” and “exculpatory evidence,” denying Mr. Curry’s “Motion for 
Acquittal & Vacation of Sentences” based on “newly discovered evidence.”

     B).  In September, 2011, Mr. Curry filed charges against Mr. Reed for over 40 counts of fraud, 
with the Delta City Police, the Montrose District Attorney, and the Montrose County Sheriff.  
These charges, though never investigated, were dropped by all three agencies, without any 
explanation.  Files were discovered, later, that indicate the Montrose County Sheriff’s 
Department dismissed the charges based on the testimony of a single individual, David 
Lehmann, owner of “Mr. Detector,” and who was a close friend of Mr. Reed’s, and Mr. Reed’s 
consignment dealer for Mr. Reed’s meteorites in Montrose.

8).  On October 1, 2011, Mr. Reed, his brother, Blake, and his wife, Linda T. Sakurai, unlawfully, 
and criminally trespassed into Mr. Curry’s Grand Junction retailer, Main Street Minerals, where 
they, without the knowledge, or consent of the owners, secretely photographed, and videotaped, 
their fraudulent purchase of a six gram specimen belonging to Mr. Curry.  To further hide his 
personal participation, and intentions, Mr. Reed had his wife make the purchase on her credit 
card.

     A).  On the email orders of Mr. Adam Hupe, and Anne Black, both of whom are President, 
and Vice-President, of the I.M.C.A. (International Meteorite Collector’s Association), 
respectively, and in concert with Dr. Geller, and the Colorado School of Mines, Mr. Reed filed 
Criminal Charges against Mr. Curry in Grand Junction, and around the same time, filed Civil 
Charges against Mr. Curry with the Colorado State Attorney General.

     B).  The State Attorney General, without performing a proper investigation, and without 
providing proper “Notice” to Mr. Curry, would, in January 2012, serve Mr. Curry with three 
Subpeonas demanding that he and his organizations, (Osirius, Uncomaghre Meteorites, and 
Himself), be “enjoined (prohibited) from ever advertising, or selling, anything meteoritic, or of 
extraterrestrial origins.”  The State Attorney General also filed motions with the Denver County 
District Court, seeking these demands.  These “motions,” and “demands,” were summarily 
granted by Judge Ronald Mullins, without the Court ever reviewing Mr. Curry’s claims, or his 
scientific data, or offering Mr. Curry a “Public Hearing,” which was lawfully required under 
Due Process.

          1).  "...the right to be let alone the most comprehensive of rights and the right most 
valued by civilized men. To protect that right, every unjustifiable intrusion by the 
government upon the privacy of the individual, whatever the means employed, must be 
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deemed a violation of the Fourth Amendment". [Olmstead v. U.S., 277 U.S. 438, 478 
(1928)

     C).  Denver County District Court Judge, Ronald Mullins, also, granted the State Attorney 
General his “Motions to Assess,” and “Motions to Collect” Attorney Fees, amounting to 
$7,800.00, even though the State Attorney General, nor his staff, as “Executive Officers,” are 
“authorized” by the Colorado Constitution, to “litigate,” or “practice law” in the State.  This 
“Order” granting “Attorney Fees,” is nothing less, than ‘Judicially-sanctioned’ 
“EXTORTION.”

          1).  "The Claim and exercise of a Constitutional Right cannot be converted into a 
crime." [Miller v. U.S. , 230 F 2d 486. 489].

          2).  "The State cannot diminish rights of the people." [Hertado v. California, 110 
U.S. 516].

          3).  "A State may not impose a charge for the enjoyment of a right granted by the 
Federal Constitution." [Murdock v. Pennsylvania, 319 U.S. 105, at 113.]

9).  On, and before, December 7, 2011, Mr. Reed presented his “altered” and “rigged” evidence 
to the Grand Junction Police Department, where GJPD Investigator, Officer Petrowski, 
Commander Michael Nordeen, Police Chief John Camper, and Mr. Reed, conspired to invent 
false charges against Mr. Curry, for selling “fake meteorites!”  This December 7, 2011, interview 
of Mr. Reed, and Detective Petrowski, was suppressed from the Defendant for over 8 months by 
the GJPD, the Mesa County District Attorney, and Mr. Curry’s own legal counsel, until one day 
before the trial, and this video was not permitted to be entered as evidence, during Mr. Curry’s 
trial of October 18, 2012, even though the Court had granted Mr. Stritecky’s June 14, 2012 “Bill 
of Particulars,” where the prosecution was ordered to produce all items of Discovery, including 
this video, and the video of “Mr. Curry’s GJPD Interview.”  

     A).  Had this video of “Mr. Reed’s GJPD Interview” been played for the jury, any juror, of 
average intelligence, would have had serious doubts as to Mr. Reed’s honesty, and Officer 
Petrowski’s honesty, integrity, and his motivations.  Among the many infractions apparent in this 
video, was Mr. Reed’s numerous admissions, fabrications, and offering a bribe to Officer 
Petrowski.

 10).  On January 24, 2012, Mr. Curry received a call from Officer Petrowski, who requested Mr. 
Curry travel to Grand Junction, as he was “investigating” Mr. Curry’s selling of meteorites in 
Grand Junction.   This “invitation” by Officer Petrowski was elicited under “false pretences,” as 
the facts, and circumstances, of this “Interview” are clearly revealed in the following “CRIME 
VICTIM’S STATEMENT.”
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CRIME VICTIM’S STATEMENT

1).  On January 26, 2012, Mr. Curry was interviewed at the Grand Junction Police Station.  The 
“interview,” most appropriately referred to as a “custodial interrogation,” lasted approximately 
80 minutes, during which time, Officer Petrowski never advised Mr. Curry, that, this “custodial 
interrogation” was being videotaped, and audio recorded.  And; at no time, did Officer 
Petrowski advise Mr. Curry, that he was being “Arrested,” nor did Officer Petrowski, ever, give 
Mr. Curry his Miranda Rights.  Mr. Curry did not know of his “Arrest,” until two days later, 
when his “Arrest” was published in the “Police Blog” in the Daily Sentinel newspaper.

     A).  On January 28, Mr. Curry spoke with Grand Junction Police Commander, Michael 
Nordeen, and inquired about the violations of his rights by Officer Petrowski.  Commander 
Nordeen responded, “Mr. Curry, you have no rights!”  Mr. Curry then asked Commander 
Nordeen,  “What Oath did you take when you took your position with the Grand Junction 
Police?”  Mr. Nordeen answered, “I never took an Oath to protect your rights!”  Mr. Curry then 
asked, again, “I’m going to ask you, once again, what Oath did you take?”  Commander 
Nordeen answered, “I took an Oath to protect and serve the Constitution!”  Mr. Curry replied, 
“Thank You!”  At that point, Mr. Curry hung up the phone.

     B).  "Where rights secured by the Constitution are involved, there can be no rule 
making or legislation which would abrogate them." [Miranda v. Arizona, 384 U.S. 436, 
491].

     C).  “Miranda protections must be afforded when the person suspected of criminal 
conduct is subjected to police interrogation while in custody at the station or otherwise 
deprived of his freedom of action in any significant way.” Roybal v. People, 178 Colo. 
259, 496 P.2d 1019 (1972).

2).  This brings us up to important issues at hand, and the Defendant, and now, “Crime 
Victim of Government Fraud,” has been in possession of “NEWLY DISCOVERED 
EVIDENCE,” which will, by all means, and measures, ACQUIT, and EXONERATE, the 
Defendant of all ʻfabricated charges,ʼ ʻallegations,ʼ his ʻfalse arrest,ʼ his ʻfalse 
arraignment,ʼ ʻfalse prosecution,ʼ his ʻsham trial,ʼ and ʻunlawful convictions,ʼ which were 
levied against him;

     A).  This “Newly Discovered Evidence” consists of the “DVD of Grand Junction 
Police Detective, Ryan Petrowskiʼs, January 28, 2012, fraudulent & unlawful interview of 
the Defendant,” which was suppressed from the Defendant by the GJPD, his own legal 
counsel, and the Mesa County District Attorney, until being shown to the jury, and which 
was intentionally redacted by Officer Petrowski, where he had, with the knowledge, 
consent,  and aid, of Police Chief Camper, Police Commander Nordeen, ʻelectronically,ʼ 
and/or ʻdigitally,ʼ removed several segments of this “interview,” to cloak, disguise, and 
otherwise cover up their true intentions behind this interview.  There are, at least, six, 
distinct, electronic, and digital, alterations Officer Petrowski, Commander Nordeen, and 
Chief Camper, made to this evidence, and, according to a recognized professional 
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photographer, and computer professional, who analyzed this video from the beginning 
to the end, 1 minute, 21 seconds had been removed.  {See Exhibit #A}  

3).  As the Defendant has, long, suspected, and argued, and Trial Court Audio & Video 
records will confirm, that, this “GJPDʼs January 28, 2012, Interview of the 
Defendant,” had been, intentionally, ʻaltered,ʼ ʻedited,ʼ and otherwise, ʻredacted,ʼ by 
GJPD Detective, Ryan Petrowski, Commander Nordeen, and/or Chief Camper.  Clear, 
and conclusive proof, that two versions of this “Interview” exists, is in the Trial Courtʼs 
Audio & Video Record, where it is clear, that, Deputy District Attorney, Danielle Lewis, 
holding up two DVDʼs, asks the Defendantʼs legal counsel, Joshua Stritecky, “Would 
your client like to have the jury see the Original, or the Redacted version?”

     A).  A bit surprised at the question, the Defendant answered his legal counsel, “The 
Original.”  What was shown to the jury, was the “Redacted version,” despite the 
Defendantʼs request for “The Original.”
     
     B).  The “Original Version” of this “Interview,” if it, still, exists, and is made available 
for review, will, clearly & conclusively, show the above ʻdigital,ʼ redactions, alterations, 
and edits, by Officer Petrowski.   The status, and location, of the “Original” DVD of “The 
GJPD Interview of the Defendant,” is not known to anyone, except, the Mesa County 
District Attorney, the two Deputy District Attorneys, Officer Ryan Petrowski, Commander 
Mike Nordeen, and Chief John Camper, and the GJPD;

     C).  Just the fact, that, two versions of this “Custodial Interrogation,” existed in the 
first place, should have raised a red flag to anyone in the courtroom, particularly Mr. 
Curryʼs defense counsel, and had any of the six jurors not been sleeping, and they had 
been encouraged, by Mr. Curryʼs legal counsel, to question as to why an “Original,” and 
a “Redacted,” version of the same interview existed to begin with, the prosecution would 
have had been forced to answer to this ʻmalicious,ʼ and ʻdeceptiveʼ measure, tactic, and 
practice. 

     D).  Had “Officer Petrowskiʼs Original Interview of Mr. Curry” been played for the jury, 
the jury could not, by any means, or measure, have reached its verdict of guilty, without 
serious, and grave, questions as to Officer Petrowskiʼs credibility, honesty, 
trustworthiness, and general character.

4).  The redaction of the “Original” version of Mr. Curryʼs “Custodial Interrogation” by 
Officer Petrowski, could not have been performed without the knowledge and/or 
consent of Commander Nordeen, or Police Chief Camper, making all three officers 
“Principles,” “Conspirators,” and “Accessories After the Fact,” in the concealment 
of material, and exculpatory, evidence, and the coverup of this “Fraud” against Mr. 
Curry.

     A).  “Derivative evidence rule which excludes evidence obtained as a result of 
violations of a defendant's constitutional rights applies to fourth, fifth, and sixth 
amendment violations, and prosecution bears burden to prove that evidence sought for 
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admission was not acquired as a result of a constitutional violation.” People v. 
Connelly, 702 P.2d 722 (Colo. 1985).

5).  The “Redacted version,” shown to the jury, did NOT show what the “Original” 
version would have shown, as in; 
     
     A).  Officer Petrowski chastising, admonishing, humiliating, and arguing with the 
Defendant; 

     B).  Officer Petrowski closing, and pushing the Defendantʼs books of evidence back 
to the Defendant; 

     C).  Officer Petrowski threatening, and intimidating, the Defendant, to sign the pre-
dated “Traffic Citation” ʻpredatedʼ “10/01/2011;” 

     D).  Officer Petrowskiʼs refusal to accept Mr. Curryʼs offer of additional samples for 
an additional analysis, by an independent lab. 

     E).  Officer Petrowskiʼs critical admonishment, where he stated, “Mr. Curry, you 
cannot pull the wool over my eyes, like you have done to the poor people of Montrose.  
Iʼm much smarter than that!”  

     F).  Officer Petrowski standing over the Defendant, with his finger in the Defendantʼs 
face, and stating, “This is an advisory to you Mr. Curry.  You are to get out of the 
meteorite business!” 

6).  Throughout these entire proceedings, and in particular, Mr. Curryʼs sham trial, Mr. 
Curry had been deprived of his “Rights to Due Process,” beginning with Officer 
Petrowskiʼs, Commander Nordeen, and Chief Camperʼs, malicious, and egregious, 
misconduct, and ending with his false convictions, which were brought on, and 
perpetuated by Officer Petrowski, Commander Nordeen, and Chief Camper.

     A).  It was at this point, that one might have asked, how being ʻtricked,ʼ ʻthreatened,ʼ 
and ʻcoerced,ʼ into “signing” a “Traffic Citation,” could end up with an “Arrest,” and an 
“Arraignment” on three misdemeanor charges, when on the “Traffic Citation,” it 
states, that the “signee” is only promising to show up to court.  

          1).  Having retained “legal counsel” in February, 2012, Mr. Curry, and his Spouse, 
arrived at the Mesa County Justice Center, on April 2, 2012, and were met by their 
“legal counsel,” Joshua Stritecky.  Mr. Stritecky proceded to meet, ʻprivately,ʼ with Daniel 
Lewis, the Mesa County Deputy District Attorney.  Mr. Stritecky returned with a “Notice” 
from Lewis, stating, that, she was going to “procede with a dismissal” of this case.

          2).  One week, later, the State Attorney General announced in the Denver Post, 
he “was joining the fight” against Mr. Curry, and the D.D.A.ʼs “Notice” was, without 
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pronouncement to Mr. Curry, rescinded, and swept under the rug, as a favor to the State 
Attorney General.

          3).  On April 26, 2012, Mr. Curry appeared before Judge Craig P. Henderson, and 
was “Arraigned” on three false, and fabricated, misdemeanor counts of “Theft,” 
“Criminal Simulation,” and “Fraud Effecting Sales.”

          4).  Immediately following the “Arraignment,” Mr. Stritecky produced an “Order,” 
signed by Mesa County District Court Judge Bruce R. Raaum, instructing Mr. Curry to 
have his “fingerprints & mugshots” taken at the Mesa County Sheriffʼs Department.  
Again, Mr. Curryʼs “Rights of Due Process” were under fire, and his “Rights” to a 
“presumption of innocence,” ended at that moment, as these “Rights” were being 
trampled, and quashed by those in command of the Mesa County Combined Courts; all 
without a word of protest from Mr. Stritecky.

          5).  Over the course of the next eight months, Mr. Curry held the faith, that his 
“legal counsel” would prevail in having the case dismissed, as there was no “true 
evidence” by which the District Attorney could prosecute this case.  Mr. Curry expended 
hundreds of hours preparing, and providing evidence, and arguments to Mr. Stritecky.  It 
was not found, until after the trial, and the sentencing, that Mr. Stritecky had been 
forwarding Mr. Curryʼs evidence, arguments, and strategies, to the District Attorney; all 
in violation of “Attorney-Client Privileges.”       

       B).  At trial, Mr. Curry was NEVER permitted, by Judge Henderson, the prosecuting 
Deputy District Attorneys, Lewis, and Ricard, or his own legal counsel, Joshua Stritecky, 
to present any material, or exculpatory, evidence in his defense, even though Mr. Curry 
has spent hundreds of hours in preparation for the trial, including cross-examination 
questions for Mr. Reed, and Mr. Geller, and appeared ready to present his defense, with 
volumes of peer-reviewed publications, documents, and artifacts, as the Trial Court 
Audio & Video records confirm.

          1).  As the Trial Courtʼs Audio & Video record will confirm, upon entering the 
courtroom, and seeing Mr. Curryʼs evidence, documents, and artifacts, stacked on the 
defense table, Mr. Stritecky asked Mr. Curry to remove these items.  Mr. Curry refused 
to do so.

     C).  At trial, Mr. Curry was NEVER permitted, by Judge Henderson, the prosecuting 
Deputy District Attorneys, Lewis, and Ricard, or his own legal counsel, Joshua Stritecky, 
to present any witnesses on his behalf, despite the fact, that, Mr. Curry had provided his 
“legal counsel” with a list of TWENTY-FOUR (24) witnesses, and Mr. Stritecky did not 
subpeona a single witness.  At the beginning of the trial, Mr. Stritecky stated to Mr. 
Curry, “I thought you were going to do that!”

     D).  Among the top defense witnesses Mr. Curry had provided to his “legal counsel,” 
were Mr. Curryʼs dealers in Grand Junction, Kevin & Jamie Mahoney.  Mr. Stritecky did 
not, even, challenge the District Attorney, when they subpeoned Mr. Curryʼs dealers as 
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“witnesses for the prosecution,” and, despite the requests of Mr. Curry, Mr. Stritecky did 
not cross examine these witnesses as to what their actual experiences were, when Mr. 
Reed, his brother, and his wife, trespassed into their shop to commit fraud against Mr. 
Curry.

          1).  In ʻDiscoveryʼ items, there existed a portion of Jamie Mahoneyʼs “written 
statement” regarding Mr. Reedʼs criminal activities.  The second page of her statement 
had been knowingly, and intentionally, removed from ʻDiscovery,ʼ by the District 
Attorney, and Mrs. Mahoneyʼs entire statement was suppressed from the jury, despite 
Mr. Curryʼs attempts to have his “legal counsel” enter the discovered portion of the 
“written statement” as evidence, and attested to by Mrs. Mahoney.  Mr. Stritecky 
dismissed Mr. Curryʼs request as “unimportant!”

     E).  Shortly after the adjournment of the July 23, 2012, “Pre-trial Conference,” Mr. 
Stritecky phoned to Mr. Curry, that, “Blaine Reed was to be endorsed as an expert 
witness,” and that, “you (Mr. Curry) are now endorsed as your own expert witness for 
your defense.”  Mr. Curry, then, readied himself for the trial as his own “expert witness.”  
It was not until Mr. Curry took the stand in his own defense, and in the final few minutes 
of the trial, and under the prosecutionʼs malicious ʻcross- examination,ʼ Mr. Curry 
learned he had not been endorsed as an “expert witness.”  Upon returning to the 
defense table, Mr. Stritecky stated, “I never did endorse you as an expert witness!” 

     F).  Mr. Curryʼs trial was, originally, set for August 23, 2102.  As a favor to the 
prosecution, Judge Henderson, granted an postponement to October 18, to allow the 
prosecution to ready its case, as they had not, yet, formulated their prosecution 
strategy.  Judge Henderson, in a statement to the Daily Sentinel, alleged that the 
Defense had requested the postponement, which was, simply, untrue!

          1).  It was at this very same time, that, Mr. Stritecky informed Mr. Curry, that, the 
trial was scheduled for two days, beginning October 18, 2012.  It was not until the 
morning of the trial, that, Judge Henderson announced, “We will have this matter 
taken care of by the end of the day, even if we are here until midnight!”  By all 
measures, and means, this was a “Marathon Trial,” with Judge Henderson clearly 
abusing the Defendant, and “abusing his discretion,” in prioritizing “Judicial 
Expediency” over the Defendantʼs “Rights to Due Process.” 

          2).  The day before the trial, while Mr. Stritecky was visiting with Mr. Curry, and 
watching, for the first time, the “GJPD Interview of Mr. Reed,” informed Mr. Curry of 
the prosecutionʼs two “expert witnesses,” Mr. Reed, and Mr. Geller.  Arriving at trial, Mr. 
Curry faced, not two, but three “expert witnesses” for the prosecution!  This third 
“expert witness,” was a technician from Key Labs, and he was on the stand for more 
than an hour, putting the jury, and the Judge, to sleep, and producing evidence of Mr. 
Reedʼs fraud, but, at-no-time, did Mr. Stritecky challenge this witness, despite a plethora 
of notes, and requests of Mr. Curry.  Mr. Curry has retained possession of these notes 
as evidence of Mr. Stritecky dispondency, disloyalty, incompetence, and treachury.  Trial 
Court Audio & Video will confirm Mr. Curryʼs attestments.
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          3).  In ʻpre-trialʼ conversations, and emails, Mr. Curry made it, crystal-clear, to Mr. 
Stritecky, what his “trial strategy” should be.  Of greatest priority, Mr. Stritecky was to 
keep Mr. Reed, and Mr. Geller, on the stand, under cross-examination, for as long as it 
would take, for them to confess their wrongdoing, and their collaberations.  Mr. Curry 
had prepared over 300 questions for each witness.  Late in the trial, Mr. Stritecky stated 
to Mr. Curry, “My strategy is to get these expert witnesses off the stand as soon as 
possible!”

          4).  Despite requests from Mr. Curry, and his Spouse, to admit “Mr. Reedʼs GJPD 
Interview,” which would have created serious questions for the jury regarding Mr. 
Reedʼs, and Mr. Petrowskiʼs, trustworthiness, honesty, integrity, and character, Mr. 
Stritecky refused to have this material, and exculpatory, evidence, admitted to the Trial 
Court for review by jury.

     G).  Mr. Curry, nor his “legal counsel,” were permitted to question any of the jurors 
regarding unseen, or unknown, prejudices, or personal biases, that might effect Mr. 
Curryʼs Rights under the “Presumption of Innocence.”  

     H).  Mr. Curryʼs “legal counsel,” was preparing his opening statements, while the 
prosecution was presenting theirs.  Mr. Striteckyʼs opening statement to a jury of five 
women, and one man, was an “off-the-cuff” tale about his girlfriend finding a condom in 
his truck, and his challenge of arguing his defense.

     I).  Mr. Curryʼs “legal counsel,” Mr. Stritecky, was wholly “ineffective,” “incompetent,” 
“dispondent,” “erratic,” “conflicted,” “disengaged,” “dishonest,” “disloyal,” and 
“disconnected,” throughout the trial, and failed to protect his client from the harm being 
wrought by the prosecutors, and the Judge.

     J).  Mr. Curryʼs “legal counsel,” Mr. Stritecky, was preparing his closing arguments at 
the same time the prosecutors were presenting theirs.

     K).  As the Trial Courtʼs Video & Audio Record will confirm, and far from being just a 
“mediator,” and an “administrator of justice,” as he had described himself to the court, 
and the jury, Trial Court Judge, Craig P. Henderson, abused his discretion, when, upon 
excusing the jury for deliberation, he stated to Mr. Curry, “This Court will find the 
defendant guilty on all three counts!”

      L).  Mr. Curryʼs “Sentencing” was carried out on October 26, 2012, despite the fact, 
that, Mr. Curry had fired Mr. Stritecky before the sentencing hearing.  Trial Court Judge, 
Craig P. Henderson, at the request of the prosecution, sentenced, ruled, and 
pronounced judgments upon Mr. Curry without Mr. Curry having any “legal counsel” 
present.  Judge Henderson prioritized “Judicial Expediency” over the Defendantʼs 
“Rights to Due Process,” and his Inalienable, Natural, and Common Law “Rights.”
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     M).  Just before “Sentencing,” Mr. Curry had filed a “Motion for Acquittal” based on 
“newly discovered evidence,” which was the DVD of “Mr. Reedʼs GJPD Interview.”  
Judge Henderson, as a favor to, and at the request of, the prosecution, denied this 
“Motion.”

     N).  In post-trial proceedings, Mr. Curry refiled this, and other, “Motions for Post-
Conviction Relief,” seeking “fairness,” “honesty,” “his Liberties,” “his Freedoms,” “his 
Rights,” and “Justice.”  Mr. Curry did NOT find any of these virtues existing in the Mesa 
County Combined Courts.  Nor has Mr. Curry found these Courts practicing 
“Constitutional Law.”

     O).  As a favor to the prosecution, the State Attorney General, and Judge 
Henderson, Mr. Curryʼs “Appeal” was “Denied” by District Court Judge, Thomas M. 
Deister, in July, 2013; wherein Judge Deister failed to rule, adjudicate, or formulate his 
decisions on the “prima facia,” “material,” “exculpatory,” and/or “newly discovered 
evidence,” regularly provided by Mr. Curry over a period of 8 months.  Judge Deister 
rested his decision on the sole fact, that, Mr. Curry was “unwilling” to pay the “$4,800.00 
Appeal Bond,” and the $1500.00 for “Trial Court Transcripts,” thus, pronouncing to 
ALL, that, “JUSTICE IS FOR SALE AT THE MESA COUNTY COMBINED COURTS!”               

CRIME VICTIM’S CLAIM FOR RELIEF

1).    As a “CRIME VICTIM,” and with significant “Injuries,” and “Tort Damages,” 
sustained at the hands of “government officials,” “government agents,” and by the “The State of 
Colorado,” a.k.a. “The Secretary of State,” and “Insured” by a “Corporation,” a.k.a. “Insurers 
of State Judicial Officials,” Mr. Curry will seek the “Maximum” Civil & Criminal Penalties, 
and restitutions, and protections, afforded him under the Colorado, and US Constitutions, the 
Colorado Criminal Code, USC Titles #42, and Title #18, whether stated in particularity, or not;

      A).  "There, every man is independent of all laws, except those prescribed by nature. 
He is not bound by any institutions formed by his fellowman without his 
consent." [Cruden v. Neale, 2 N.C. 338 (1796) 2 S.E.]

     B).  "Under our system of government upon the individuality and intelligence of the 
citizen, the state does not claim to control him/her, except as his/her conduct to others, 
leaving him/her the sole judge as to all that affects himself/herself." [Mugler v. Kansas 
123 U.S. 623, 659-60.]

2).  Given the malicious, egregious, and wrongful nature of these acts against him, Mr. Curry 
will seek “Tort & Punitive Damages” for “Injuries” sustained since October 1, 2011, to his 
“Person,” “Properties,” “Character,” “Reputation,” “Integrity,” “Welfare,” “Freedoms,” and 
“Liberties,” which include known, and unknown, “Injuries” to Mr. Curry, his spouse, and his 
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family’s “Mental, and Emotional Well-being,” “Their Friendships,” and “Their 
Relationships;” all of which, have been damaged well-beyond repair.

     A).  The hostile, predatory, and prejudiced, nature of these “Injuries,” and “Damages,” 
sustained by the “Crime Victim” are of such weight, and caliber, as to cause the “Victim,” to 
invoke his “RIGHTS” to have Officer Petrowski, Commander Nordeen, Chief Camper, District 
Attorney, Pete Hautzinger, Deputy District Attorney, Danielle Lewis, Deputy District Attorney, 
Carmen Ricard, Attorney, Joshua Stritecky, Trial Court Judge, Craig Henderson, District Court 
Judge, Thomas Deister, District Court Judge, Bruce Raaum, forever relieved of their positions, 
authority, and offices, Immediately, and without “Suspension,” or “Benefit.”  Having 
“Breached” the Public’s Trust, and Confidence, these “Law Enforcement Officers,” and 
“Officers of the Court,” are unable to dispatch their “Duties” with “Fidelity,” or “Honor.” The 
General Public, and “The People,” are at risk each day they allow these individuals to serve as 
their “Employees,” “Protectors,” and “Defenders,” of their “Rights,” “Liberties,” 
“Freedoms,” “Persons,” and “Properties,” Granted Them Under Law.” 

3).  In addition to the maximum penalities, fines, restitutions, and protections, afforded by the 
LAW, Mr. Curry, as a “CRIME VICTIM OF THE STATE,” and having found no favor, 
fairness, justice, or relief, whatsoever, from the Courts, or from any attorney, ie; “Officers of the 
Court,” elected to represent himself, and has been doing so since his “Entry of Appearance,” 
on November 7, 2012.  As a “Pro Se Litigant,” Mr. Curry is entitled to seek “Attorney Fees,” 
“Court Costs & Fees,” and “All Litigation Expenditures,” including his ‘retainment fees’ he 
had paid to his legal counsel, Joshua Stritecky, who was fired, prior to sentencing, for his 
disloyalty, dishonesty, incompetency, and his failure to protect his client from the “acts of fraud” 
wrought by Mr. Reed, Mr. Geller, the Colorado School of Mines, the City of Grand Junction, The 
County of Mesa, the Grand Junction Police Department, Officer Petrowski, Commander 
Nordeen, Chief Camper, Attorney Stritecky, Judges Henderson, Deister, and Raaum, the District 
Attorney, and his Deputy District Attorneys.

     A).  Mr. Curry is entitled to recover, from “The State of Colorado,” and/or “The Secretary of 
State,” and/or “Home Loan Bank & Investments,” his “Attorney Fees,” retroactive to January 
24, 2012, at the current market rate of $225.00 per hour.  Up, and to, the present time, Mr. Curry 
has expended Six Thousand One Hundred Sixty (6,160) Hours in his defense against this 
“Government Conspiracy to Commit Fraud,” for a total of $1,386,000.

     B).  Mr. Curry, and his Spouse, are entitled to recover, from “The State of Colorado,” and/or 
“The Secretary of State,” and/or “Home Loan Bank & Investments,” their expenditures of 
$7,020.00 in “Court Fees,” and “Attorney Retainment Fees.”

     C).  Mr. Curry, and his Spouse, are entitled to recover, from “The State of Colorado,” and/or 
“The Secretary of State,” and/or “Home Loan Bank & Investments,” their ‘on-going’ 
“Expenditures & Costs of Litigation” which are currently $15, 890.00.

4).  In light of the numerous, wrongful, malicious, egregious, violations of his “Rights to Due 
Process,” and the “Injuries & Damages,” Mr. Curry has sustained at the hands of these 
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“Government Agents,” “Governor Agencies,” “Officers of the State Court,” and  Defendants, 
Mr. Curry will demand a full “Acquittal,” and a full “Reversal,” of all false charges, convictions, 
rulings, and judgments, levied upon him, and the return of his “Liberties,” and “Properties,” 
which include the return of his fingerprints & mugshots, that, were taken ‘unlawfully,’ and a full 
“Public Apology” from each Defendant listed in this “Claim.”

     1).  “Interference by a court with the authority of the prosecution to dismiss charges 
once filed may occur only in limited circumstances: (1) When exercising its supervisory 
authority to dismiss on constitutional grounds (e.g., infringement of defendant's 
due process rights); (2) when exercising its supervisory authority to protect the 
integrity of the judicial process (e.g., prosecutorial misconduct that interferes with 
grand jury's independent function); (3) upon determination that the evidence is 
insufficient to support prosecution; or (4) when authorized by statute that is 
consistent with constitutional separation of powers.” People v. Renander, 151 P.3d 
657 (Colo. App. 2006).

     2).  “For any act of another which constitutes an injurious invasion of any right of the 
individual which is recognized by or founded upon any applicable principle of law, 
statutory or common, the courts shall be open to him and he shall have remedy, by due 
course of law.” Goldberg v. Musim, 162 Colo. 461, 427 P.2d 698 (1967).

     3).  “Benefit of claim cannot be denied because of absence of remedy. When a duty 
has been breached producing a legal claim for damages, such claimant cannot be 
denied the benefit of his claim for the absence of a remedy.” Vogts v. Guerrette, 142 
Colo. 527, 351 P.2d 851 (1960); Goldberg v. Musim, 162 Colo. 461, 427 P.2d 698 
(1967).

     4).  “The word "injury" implies the doing of some act which constitutes an invasion of 
a legal right.” Goldberg v. Musim, 162 Colo. 461, 427 P.2d 698 (1967).  
        

ORDER FOR REVOCATION OF BONDS

1).  Mr. Curry, as a “CRIME VICTIM,” and Pursuant 18 USC § 3771, is entitled to 
“execute” this “Order to Revoke the Fidelity/Surety Bonds” upon “Home Loan 
Bank & Investments,” “The State of Colorado,” a.k.a. “Governor John 
Hickenlooper,” “The State of Colorado Secretary of State,” Scott Gessler, for the 
“Bond Revocations” of GJPD Chief, John Camper, GJPD Commander, Michael 
Nordeen, GJPD Investigator, Ryan Petrowski, the Mesa County Trial Court Judge, 
Craig P. Henderson, Mesa County District Court Judge, Thomas Deister, Mesa 
County District Court Judge, Bruce R. Raaum, Mesa County District Attorney, Pete 
Hautzinger, Mesa County Deputy District Attorney, Danielle Lewis, Mesa County 
Deputy District Attorney, Carmen Ricard, and former Mesa County Deputy District 
Attorney, and current Mesa County Attorney, Joshua Stritecky, Esq.,, for all 
violations stated in the attached “True Bill of Indictment;”
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     A).  Pursuant, C.R.S. 20-1-101. Bond and oath of district attorney and staff, 
which states;

1)      “Every district attorney, before entering upon the duties of his office, shall 
take and subscribe an oath to support the constitution of the United States 
and the organic law of the state and that he will faithfully discharge the duties 
of his office. He shall also execute to the people of the state of Colorado a 
bond in the sum of five thousand dollars, with a good and sufficient 
individual, schedule, or blanket corporate surety bond, or other acceptable 
security, to be approved by the secretary of state, conditioned for the faithful 
discharge of the duties of his office, as the same are prescribed by law, and 
upon any breach of such bond, an action shall lie thereon for the benefit of 
any county fund or person injured thereby.”

2)      “As the district attorney may direct, the assistant and deputy district 
attorneys and other employees appointed pursuant to this title may be 
required to file with the secretary of state the bond required by law to be filed 
by district attorneys.”

     B).  Pursuant, C.R.S. 10-4-301. Bond executed by surety company, which 
states;

(1) “Whenever any bond, undertaking, recognizance, or other obligation is, by law or 
the charter, ordinance, rules, or regulations of any municipality, board, body, 
organization, court, judge, or public officer, required or permitted to be made, given, 
tendered, or filed with surety and whenever the performance of any act, duty, contract, 
or obligation or the refraining from any act is required or permitted to be guaranteed, 
such bond, undertaking, obligation, recognizance, or guaranty may be executed as 
surety by a company qualified as provided in this title. Such execution by the company 
of such bond, undertaking, obligation, recognizance, or guaranty shall be in all respects 
a full and complete compliance with every requirement of every law, charter, ordinance, 
rule, or regulation that the bond, undertaking, obligation, recognizance, or guaranty was 
executed by one or more sureties or that sureties shall be residents or householders or 
freeholders, or either, or both, or possess any other qualifications.”

(2) “All courts, judges, heads of departments, boards, bodies, 
municipalities, and public officers of every character shall accept and treat 
such bond, undertaking, obligation, recognizance, or guaranty, when so 
executed by such company, as conforming to and fully and completely 
complying with every such requirement of every such law, charter, 
ordinance, rule, or regulation; except that such company may be required to 
justify, in such terms and for such amounts as may be satisfactory, to the 
court, person, or body authorized to approve such surety.”
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2).  Mr. Curry, as a “CRIME VICTIM,” and Pursuant 18 USC § 3771, is entitled to 
“execute” an additional “Revocation of the Fidelity/Surety Bonds” of “The State 
of Colorado,” “The State of Colorado Secretary of State,” “The County of 
Mesa,”  but will, in his mercy, reserve this “Right to Execute,” providing “The State of 
Colorado,” and “The County of Mesa” acts in “Good Faith,” adheres to its 
“Fiduciary Duties,” and remains within its “powers to govern,” by “Officially,” and 
“Publicly,”  “Revoking the Fidelity/Surety Bonds” for these “Justices,” “District 
Attorney,” “Deputy District Attorneys,” “Joshua Stritecky, Esq.” ie; “Officers of the 
Court,” AND; renouncing the violations, misconduct, and abrogations of “Mesa 
County Combined Courts,” and these “Officers,” and “Public Servants;”

     A).  Pursuant; C.R.C.P. Rule 265. Professional Service Companies, which 
states; (a)  

     “Rendering Legal Service Through a Professional Company. One or more attorneys 
who are licensed to practice law in Colorado may render legal services in Colorado 
through a professional company, as that term is defined in Section (e), provided that 
such professional company is established and operated in accordance with the 
provisions of this Rule and the Colorado Rules of Professional Conduct.”

(2) Owners' Liability for Professional Acts, Errors, or Omissions. Each 
of the owners of the professional company shall be deemed to agree, by 
reason of the rendering of legal services by any attorney through the 
professional company, that each of them who is an owner at the time of the 
commission of any act, error, or omission in the rendering of legal services 
by any owner or other person for whose acts, errors, or omissions the 
professional company is liable, assumes, jointly and severally to the extent 
provided by this Rule the liability of the professional company for such act, 
error, or omission. Notwithstanding the preceding sentence, any owner who 
has not directly participated in the act, error, or omission in the rendering of 
legal services for which liability is incurred by the professional company does 
not assume such liability, except as provided in subsection (a)(3)(D), if, at 
the time the act, error, or omission occurs the professional company has 
professional liability insurance that meets the minimum requirements stated 
in subsection (a)(3).”

(3) Professional Liability Insurance Policy Requirements. The 
professional liability insurance contemplated in subsection (a)(2) shall meet 
the following minimum requirements:

(A) Professional Acts Coverage. The professional liability insurance shall 
insure the professional company against liability imposed upon it arising out 
of the rendering of legal services by any attorney through the professional 
company and against the liability imposed upon it arising out of the acts, 
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errors, and omissions of all nonattorney employees assisting in the rendering 
of legal services by any attorney through the professional company.

(B) Policy Language. The policy or policies for the professional liability 
insurance may contain reasonable provisions with respect to policy periods, 
territory, claims, conditions, and other matters.

(C)  Limits of Coverage. The professional liability insurance shall be in an 
amount for each claim of at least the lesser of $100,000 multiplied by the 
number of attorneys who render legal services through the professional 
company or $500,000. If the policy or policies for the professional liability 
insurance provide for an aggregate top limit of liability per year for all 
claims, the top limit shall not be less than the lesser $300,000 multiplied by 
the number of attorneys who render legal services through the professional 
company or $2,000,000.

(D)  Deductibles and Defense Costs. The policy or policies for the 
professional liability insurance may provide for a deductible or self-insured 
retained amount and may provide for the payment of defense or other costs 
out of the stated limits of the policy. The liability assumed by each owner of 
the professional company who has not directly participated in the act, error 
or omission in the rendering of legal services for which liability is incurred by 
the professional company shall be the lesser of the actual liability of the 
professional company in excess of insurance available to pay such damages 
or the sum of the following:

(I) such deductible or retained self-insurance; and

(II) the amounts, if any, by which the payment of defense costs has 
reduced the insurance remaining available for the payment of damages 
incurred by reason of the liability of the professional company below the 
minimum limit of insurance required by subsection (a)(3)(C).

(E) Determination of Coverage. An act, error, or omission in the 
rendering of legal services shall be deemed to be covered by professional 
liability insurance for the purpose of this Rule if the policy or policies include 
such act, error, or omission as a covered activity, regardless of whether 
claims previously made against the policy have exhausted the aggregate top 
limit for the applicable time period or whether the individual claimed amount 
or ultimate liability exceeds either the per claim or aggregate top limit.

(F)  Limitation of Vicarious Liability. The liability assumed by the owners 
of a professional company under this Rule is limited to the liability of the 
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professional company for acts, errors, or omissions incurred in the rendering 
of legal services by any owner or other person for whose acts, errors, or 
omissions the professional company is liable and shall not extend to any 
other liability incurred by the professional company. Liability, if any, for any 
and all acts, errors, and omissions, other than acts, errors, or omissions 
incurred in the rendering of legal services by any owner or other person for 
whose acts, errors, or omissions the professional company is liable, shall be 
as otherwise provided by law and shall not be changed, affected, limited, or 
extended by this Rule.

(b) Compliance with Rules of Professional Conduct. Nothing in this 
Rule shall be deemed to diminish or change the obligation of each attorney 
rendering legal services through a professional company to comply with the 
Colorado Rules of Professional Conduct promulgated by this Court.

(c) Violation of Rule: Termination of Authority. Any violation of or 
failure to comply with any of the provisions of this Rule by the professional 
company may be grounds for this Court to terminate or suspend the right of 
any attorney who is an owner of such professional company to render legal 
services in Colorado through a professional company.

(d) Professional Company Constituencies. A professional company may have 
one or more owners that are professional companies, so long as each such 
owner that is a professional company and the professional company of which 
they are owners are both established and operated in accordance with the 
provisions of this Rule.

(e) "Professional Company" Defined. For purposes of this Rule, a 
professional company is a corporation, limited liability company, limited 
liability partnership, limited partnership association, or other entity that may 
be formed under Colorado law to transact business or any entity that can be 
formed under the law of any other jurisdiction and through which attorneys 
may render legal services in that jurisdiction, except that the term excludes 
a general partnership that is not a limited liability partnership and excludes 
every other entity the owners of which are subject to personal liability for 
the obligations of the entity.

3).  Should it be discovered, that, “The State of Colorado,” “The County of 
Mesa,” the “Secretary of State,” the “Governor,” or the “Insuring 
Underwriters of these Fidelity & Surety Bonds,” are acting in “Bad Faith,” or 
intend on “aiding & abetting” these “Public & Judicial Officers,” in any way, form, or 
fashion, which may be construed to be an act contrary to their “Constitutional, or 
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Personal & Corporate Fiduciary Duties,” Mr. Curry, with his legal, and lawful, 
entitlements, will “execute” an “Order to Revoke the Fidelity/Surety Bonds” of 
the “State of Colorado,” “County of Mesa,” the “Secretary of State,” the 
“Insuring Underwriter(s) of these Bonds,” and the “Governor,” with the U.S. 
Attorney General, the U.S. Marshal, and the Federal Securities & Exchange 
Commission.

     A).  The “Entitlements” of Mr. Curry, as a “CRIME VICTIM,” and as a 
“NATURAL, LIVING, BREATHING, FEELING, and, MERCIFUL, HUMAN BEING,  to 
“Execute” these “Orders,” are NEVER to be construed as “threats,” but as;

      “HIS ORDAINED RIGHTS TO PROTECT & DEFEND HIS FREEDOMS, 
AND LIBERTIES, AND TO SEEK OUT JUSTICE FOR HIS DEMANDS OF 
RELIEF UNDER COMMON LAW!  

     Any interpretation to the contrary shall be seen as an abrogation to 
these RIGHTS, and will NOT be tolerated!

4).  “Any judge who does not comply with his oath to the Constitution of the United 
States wars against that Constitution and engages in acts in violation of the supreme 
law of the land. The judge is engaged in acts of treason.” [Cooper v. Aaron, 358 U.S. 1, 
78 S. Ct. 1401 (1958)].

5).  “We (judges) have no more right to decline the exercise of jurisdiction which is 
given, than to usurp that which is not given. The one or the other would be treason to 
the Constitution." [Cohen v. Virginia, (1821), 6 Wheat. 264 and U.S. v. Will, 449 U.S. 
200] "

6).  JUDICIAL IMMUNITY: “The right of action created by statute relating to deprivation 
under color of law, of a right secured by the constitution and the laws of the United 
States and comes claims which are based solely on statutory violations of Federal Law 
and applied to the claim that claimants had been deprived of their rights, in some 
capacity, to which they were entitled." Owen v.lndependence 100 Vol. Supreme Court 
Reports. 1398:(1982); Main v. Thiboutot 100 Vol. Supreme Court Reports. 2502:
(1982)

     A).  Title 18 US Code Sec. 241 & Sec. 242: "If upon conviction, you are subject to a 
$10,000.00 fine, ten years in jail, or both, and if theft results, life in prison." 

     B).  Title 42 US Code Sec. 1983, Sec. 1985, & Sec. 1986: “Clearly established the 
right to sue anyone who violates your constitutional rights. The Constitution guarantees: 
he who would unlawfully jeopardize your property loses property to you, and that's what 
justice is all about. "Judges are deemed to know the law and are sworn to uphold it and 
can hardly claim that they acted in good faith for willful deformation of a law and 
certainly cannot plead ignorance of the law, for that would make the law look 
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unintelligent for a knowledgeable judge to claim ignorance of a law, when a Citizen on 
the street cannot claim ignorance of the law. Therefore, there is no judicial immunity."      

LIST OF EXHIBITS

1).  “Officer Petrowski’s “Original” January 26, 2012 Video Interview of Mr. 
Curry;” (Available thru PACER, the Mesa County District Attorney, the Mesa County Combined 
Court Clerk, Trial Court Judge Craig P. Henderson, the Grand Junction Police Department--
Case #12M265).

2).  “Office Petrowski’s “Redacted” January 26, 2012 Video Interview of Mr. 
Curry;” (Available thru PACER, the Mesa County Combined Court Clerk, the Mesa County 
District Attorney, Trial Court Judge Craig P. Henderson, Appeals Court Judge Thomas Deister, 
the Grand Junction Police Department---Case #12M265, and Case #12CV4622).

3).  “Trial Court Audio & Video Record of October 18, 2012, and Audio & Video Record of 
October 26, 2012 Sentencing Hearing;” (Available thru PACER----Case #12M265).

4).  “Trial Court Transcripts of October 18, 2012, and October 26, 2012; (Available for a 
nominal cost of “JUSTICE,” @ $1500.00 thru AZTranz of Phoenix, AZ).

5).  “Bona fide, material, and prima facia evidence of the Redaction” performed by Officer 
Petrowski, and with the knowledge, and consent of Commander Nordeen, and Chief Camper.  
This evidence was analyzed by a professional videotographer, and shows the six plus segments 
of film, which were removed from the “Original.”  (See Attached).

6).  “The CRIME VICTIM’S BILL OF RIGHTS;” (Please see Attached).  

LEGAL DEFINITIONS

OATHS:  Colo. Const. Art. XII, Section 8 (2012)

Section 8. Oath of civil officers

“Every civil officer, except members of the general assembly and such 
inferior officers as may be by law exempted, shall, before he enters 
upon the duties of his office, take and subscribe an oath or affirmation 
to support the constitution of the United States and of the state of 
Colorado, and to faithfully perform the duties of the office upon which 
he shall be about to enter.”
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LIMITS TO JURISDICTION/AUTHORITY/DISCRETION: “Trial courts have 
jurisdiction to determine federal constitutional questions, and it is their 
duty to do so by virtue of par. 2 of art. VI, U.S. Const., which provides 
that the constitution of the United States and all laws made in 
pursuance thereof shall be the supreme law of the land and the judges 
of every state shall be bound thereby and by § 8 of art. XII, Colo. 
Const., requiring officers to take an oath to support the constitution of 
the United States and of the state of Colorado, notwithstanding the 
provisions of the 1913 amendment to this section which provided that 
the supreme court should have exclusive jurisdiction to determine such 
matters. People v. Western Union Tel. Co., 70 Colo. 90, 198 P. 146 
(1921).”

“Any state constitutional provision prohibiting trial courts from passing 
on constitutional questions takes from a defendant the right of 
interposing the defense that the act under which he is prosecuted is 
unconstitutional, and is invalid as violating the "due process of law" 
clause. People v. Max, 70 Colo. 100, 198 P. 150 (1921).”

18 USC § 1016 - Acknowledgment of appearance or oath

Whoever, being an officer authorized to administer oaths or to take and certify 
acknowledgments, knowingly makes any false acknowledgment, certificate, or 
statement concerning the appearance before him or the taking of an oath or 
affirmation by any person with respect to any proposal, contract, bond, 
undertaking, or other matter submitted to, made with, or taken on behalf of the 
United States or any department or agency thereof, concerning which an oath or 
affirmation is required by law or lawful regulation, or with respect to the 
financial standing of any principal, surety, or other party to any such proposal, 
contract, bond, undertaking, or other instrument, shall be fined under this title 
or imprisoned not more than two years, or both.

FIDUCIARY

A person owing a fiduciary duty to another.

DEFINITION FROM NOLO’S PLAIN-ENGLISH LAW DICTIONARY
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“A person or company that has the power and obligation to act for another 
under circumstances which require total trust, good faith, and honesty. 
Fiduciaries can include trustees, business advisers, attorneys, guardians, 
administrators of estates, real estate agents, bankers, stock brokers, title 
companies, or anyone who undertakes to assist someone who places complete 
confidence and trust in that person or company.”
Definition provided by Nolo’s Plain-English Law Dictionary.

SURETY BOND

• in business law family law wex definitions
• Sometimes, when a party owes others legal duties, the party posts a 

surety bond to guarantee their performance. The surety bond is like a 
security deposit, with the party promising to do something as the renter 
and person they owe obligations to, or obligee, is like the landlord. Thus, 
if the party that made the promise fails to perform their duty, the obligee 
is compensated out of the bond. 

Surety bonds are most frequently used to secure fiduciary relationships, and 
international, large, or complex transactions . For example, many jurisdictions 
require guardians to post a surety bond before formally taking responsibility for 
their wards. Similarly, a company making a large purchase from a foreign 
supplier might require the supplier to post a surety bond.

31 USC § 9303 - Use of eligible obligations instead of surety bonds

(a) If a person is required under a law of the United States to give a surety bond, the 
person may give an eligible obligation as security instead of a surety bond. The 
obligation shall—

(1) be given to the official having authority to approve the surety bond;
(2) as determined by the Secretary of the Treasury, have a market value that is 
equal to or greater than the amount of the required surety bond; and
(3) authorize the official receiving the obligation to collect or sell the 

obligation if the person defaults on a required condition.

RULE 65.1. PROCEEDINGS AGAINST A SURETY

Whenever these rules (including the Supplemental Rules for Admiralty or 
Maritime Claims and Asset Forfeiture Actions) require or allow a party to give 
security, and security is given through a bond or other undertaking with one or 
more sureties, each surety submits to the court's jurisdiction and 
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irrevocably appoints the court clerk as its agent for receiving service of 
any papers that affect its liability on the bond or undertaking. The surety's 
liability may be enforced on motion without an independent action. The motion 
and any notice that the court orders may be served on the court clerk, who 
must promptly mail a copy of each to every surety whose address is known.

CONSTITUTION OF THE STATE OF COLORADO  
ARTICLE XXIX ETHICS IN GOVERNMENT

ETHICS: Colo. Const. Art. XXIX, Section 6 (2012)

Section 6. Penalty

“Any public officer, member of the general assembly, local 
government official or government employee who breaches the public 
trust for private gain and any person or entity inducing such breach 
shall be liable to the state or local jurisdiction for double the amount of 
the financial equivalent of any benefits obtained by such actions. The 
manner of recovery and additional penalties may be provided by law.”

CRIME VICTIM’S TRUE BILL OF INDICTMENT

(a.k.a. “BILL OF PARTICULARS)

"People have the unbridled right to empanel their own grand juries and present "True 
Bills" of indictment to a court, which is then required to commence a criminal 
proceeding. -- United States v. Williams, 112 S.Ct. 1735, 504 U.S. 36, 118 L.Ed.2d 352 
(1992)

A).  The DEFENDANT, a.k.a. “The CRIME VICTIM,” and “AFFIANT;” 
PURSUANT “THE LAW OF THE LAND,” HIS “INALIENABLE RIGHTS,” and 
HIS “NATURAL LAW;” having been ‘wrongfully & fraudulently accused,” 
‘falsely & deceptively detained,’ ‘falsely charged,’ ‘falsely arrested,’ ‘falsely 
arraigned,’ ‘falsely finger-printed & mug shot,’ ‘falsely prosecuted,’ 
‘falsely tried,’ ‘falsely convicted,’ and ‘falsely sentenced;’ 

 ...........DOES, on this DAY, THE FIRST DAY OF NOVEMBER, 2013, INVOKE, 
and EXERCISE, these “RIGHTS,” and “PROTECTIONS,” afforded him, to, 
“LAWFULLY,” ‘CHARGE,’ ‘INDICT,‘ AND ‘HOLD ACCOUNTABLE,’ the 
“PERPETRATORS OF THESE CRIMES,” known to all PEOPLE, as;
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     1).  AND; PURSUANT 18 USC § 242 - Deprivation of rights under color of 
law, which states;

“Whoever, under color of any law, statute, ordinance, regulation, or custom, 
willfully subjects any person in any State, Territory, Commonwealth, 
Possession, or District to the deprivation of any rights, privileges, or 
immunities secured or protected by the Constitution or laws of the United 
States;”

B).  NO ONE IS BOUND TO OBEY AN UNCONSTITUTIONAL LAW AND NO 
COURTS ARE BOUND TO ENFORCE IT.  "The general rule is that a 
unconstitutional statute, whether Federal or State, though having the form and 
name of law as in reality no law, but is wholly void and ineffective for any 
purpose since unconstitutionality dates from the enactment and not merrily 
from the date of the decision so braining it. An unconstitutional law in legal 
contemplation is as inoperative as if it never had been passed. Such a statute 
lives a question that is purports to settle just as it would be had the statute not 
ever been enacted. No repeal of an enactment is necessary, since an 
unconstitutional law is void. The general principles follows that it imposes no 
duty, converse no rights, creates no office, bestows no power of authority on 
anyone, affords no protection and justifies no acts performed under it. A 
contract which rests on a unconstitutional statute creates no obligation to be 
impaired by subsequent legislation. No one is bound to obey an 
unconstitutional law. No courts are bound to enforce it. Persons convicted and 
fined under a statute subsequently held unconstitutional may recover the fines 
paid. A void act cannot be legally inconsistent with a valid one and an 
unconstitutional law cannot operate to supersede an existing valid law. Indeed, 
in so far as a statute runs counter to the fundamental law of the land, it is 
superseded thereby. Since an unconstitutional statute cannot repeal, or in 
anyway effect an existing one, if a repealing statute is unconstitutional, the 
statute which it attempts to repeal, remains in full force and effect and where a 
statute in which it attempts to repeal remains in full force and effect and where 
a clause repealing a prior law is inserted in the act, which act is unconstitutional 
and void, the provision of the repeal of the prior law will usually fall with it and 
will not be permitted to operate as repealing such prior law. The general 
principle stated above applied to the constitution as well as the laws of the 
several states insofar as they are repugnant to the constitution and laws of the 
United States." [16Am Jur 2d., Sec. 256:] 
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     2).  AND;  Pursuant 18 USC § 3771 - Crime victims’ rights

(a) Rights of Crime Victims.— A crime victim has the following rights:

(1) The right to be reasonably protected from the accused.
(2) The right to reasonable, accurate, and timely notice of any public court 
proceeding, or any parole proceeding, involving the crime or of any release or 
escape of the accused.
(3) The right not to be excluded from any such public court proceeding, 
unless the court, after receiving clear and convincing evidence, determines that 
testimony by the victim would be materially altered if the victim heard other 
testimony at that proceeding.
(4) The right to be reasonably heard at any public proceeding in the district 
court involving release, plea, sentencing, or any parole proceeding.
(5) The reasonable right to confer with the attorney for the Government in the 
case.
(6) The right to full and timely restitution as provided in law.
(7) The right to proceedings free from unreasonable delay.
(8) The right to be treated with fairness and with respect for the victim’s 
dignity and privacy.
(b) Rights Afforded.—
(1) In general.— In any court proceeding involving an offense against a 
crime victim, the court shall ensure that the crime victim is afforded the 
rights described in subsection (a). Before making a determination described 
in subsection (a)(3), the court shall make every effort to permit the fullest 
attendance possible by the victim and shall consider reasonable alternatives to 
the exclusion of the victim from the criminal proceeding. The reasons for any 
decision denying relief under this chapter shall be clearly stated on the record.
(2) Habeas corpus proceedings.—
(A) In general.— In a Federal habeas corpus proceeding arising out of a State 
conviction, the court shall ensure that a crime victim is afforded the rights 
described in paragraphs (3), (4), (7), and (8) of subsection (a).
(B) Enforcement.—
(i) In general.— These rights may be enforced by the crime victim or the 
crime victim’s lawful representative in the manner described in paragraphs (1) 
and (3) of subsection (d).
(ii) Multiple victims.— In a case involving multiple victims, subsection (d)(2) 
shall also apply.
(C) Limitation.— This paragraph relates to the duties of a court in relation to 
the rights of a crime victim in Federal habeas corpus proceedings arising out of 
a State conviction, and does not give rise to any obligation or requirement 
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applicable to personnel of any agency of the Executive Branch of the Federal 
Government.
(D) Definition.— For purposes of this paragraph, the term “crime victim” means 
the person against whom the State offense is committed or, if that person is 
killed or incapacitated, that person’s family member or other lawful 
representative.
(c) Best Efforts To Accord Rights.—
(1) Government.— Officers and employees of the Department of Justice and 
other departments and agencies of the United States engaged in the 
detection, investigation, or prosecution of crime shall make their best 
efforts to see that crime victims are notified of, and accorded, the rights 
described in subsection (a).
(2) Advice of attorney.— The prosecutor shall advise the crime victim that the 
crime victim can seek the advice of an attorney with respect to the rights 
described in subsection (a).
(3) Notice.— Notice of release otherwise required pursuant to this chapter shall 
not be given if such notice may endanger the safety of any person.
(d) Enforcement and Limitations.—
(1) Rights.— The crime victim or the crime victim’s lawful representative, 
and the attorney for the Government may assert the rights described in 
subsection (a). A person accused of the crime may not obtain any form of 
relief under this chapter.
(2) Multiple crime victims.— In a case where the court finds that the number 
of crime victims makes it impracticable to accord all of the crime victims the 
rights described in subsection (a), the court shall fashion a reasonable 
procedure to give effect to this chapter that does not unduly complicate or 
prolong the proceedings.
(3) Motion for relief and writ of mandamus.— The rights described in 
subsection (a) shall be asserted in the district court in which a defendant is 
being prosecuted for the crime or, if no prosecution is underway, in the district 
court in the district in which the crime occurred. The district court shall take up 
and decide any motion asserting a victim’s right forthwith. If the district court 
denies the relief sought, the movant may petition the court of appeals for a writ 
of mandamus. The court of appeals may issue the writ on the order of a single 
judge pursuant to circuit rule or the Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure. The 
court of appeals shall take up and decide such application forthwith within 72 
hours after the petition has been filed. In no event shall proceedings be stayed 
or subject to a continuance of more than five days for purposes of enforcing 
this chapter. If the court of appeals denies the relief sought, the reasons for the 
denial shall be clearly stated on the record in a written opinion.
(4) Error.— In any appeal in a criminal case, the Government may assert as 
error the district court’s denial of any crime victim’s right in the proceeding to 
which the appeal relates.
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(5) Limitation on relief.— In no case shall a failure to afford a right under this 
chapter provide grounds for a new trial.  A victim may make a motion to re-
open a plea or sentence only if—
 (A) the victim has asserted the right to be heard before or during the 

proceeding at issue and such right was denied;
 (B) the victim petitions the court of appeals for a writ of mandamus 
within 14 days; and
 (C) in the case of a plea, the accused has not pled to the highest offense 
charged.
This paragraph does not affect the victim’s right to restitution as provided in 
title 18, United States Code.
(6) No cause of action.— Nothing in this chapter shall be construed to 
authorize a cause of action for damages or to create, to enlarge, or to imply any 
duty or obligation to any victim or other person for the breach of which the 
United States or any of its officers or employees could be held liable in 
damages. Nothing in this chapter shall be construed to impair the prosecutorial 
discretion of the Attorney General or any officer under his direction.
(e) Definitions.— For the purposes of this chapter, the term “crime victim” 
means a person directly and proximately harmed as a result of the 
commission of a Federal offense or an offense in the District of Columbia. 
In the case of a crime victim who is under 18 years of age, incompetent, 
incapacitated, or deceased, the legal guardians of the crime victim or the 
representatives of the crime victim’s estate, family members, or any other 
persons appointed as suitable by the court, may assume the crime victim’s 
rights under this chapter, but in no event shall the defendant be named as such 
guardian or representative.
(f) Procedures To Promote Compliance.—
(1) Regulations.— Not later than 1 year after the date of enactment of this 
chapter, the Attorney General of the United States shall promulgate regulations 
to enforce the rights of crime victims and to ensure compliance by responsible 
officials with the obligations described in law respecting crime victims.
(2) Contents.— The regulations promulgated under paragraph (1) shall—
(A) designate an administrative authority within the Department of Justice 
to receive and investigate complaints relating to the provision or violation 
of the rights of a crime victim;
(B) require a course of training for employees and offices of the Department of 
Justice that fail to comply with provisions of Federal law pertaining to the 
treatment of crime victims, and otherwise assist such employees and offices in 
responding more effectively to the needs of crime victims;
(C) contain disciplinary sanctions, including suspension or termination 
from employment, for employees of the Department of Justice who 
willfully or wantonly fail to comply with provisions of Federal law 
pertaining to the treatment of crime victims; and
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(D) provide that the Attorney General, or the designee of the Attorney General, 
shall be the final arbiter of the complaint, and that there shall be no judicial 
review of the final decision of the Attorney General by a complainant. 

B).   In the “Spirit,” that, “Any Injury to ONE, is an Injury to ALL,” the “Perpetrators 
of these Malicious, and Egregious Crimes against Mr. Curry,” are, also, “Malicious, 
and Egregious Crimes Against The People,” and “Crimes Against the Constitutions of 
Colorado, and the United States;”

     1).  The “Criminal Violations” listed below are “non-exclusive,” and other “Criminal 
& Civil Charges” may be filed at any time by the “CRIME VICTIM,” or by the U.S. 
Attorney General, or by “The People,” as they may deem ‘Lawful,’ and 
‘Appropriate;’

     COUNT #1).  18 USC § 2 - Principals

(a) Whoever commits an offense against the United States or aids, abets, 
counsels, commands, induces or procures its commission, is punishable as 
a principal.
(b) Whoever willfully causes an act to be done which if directly performed 

by him or another would be an offense against the United States, is 
punishable as a principal.

     COUNT #2).  18 USC § 3 - Accessory after the fact

Whoever, knowing that an offense against the United States has been 
committed, receives, relieves, comforts or assists the offender in order to hinder or 
prevent his apprehension, trial or punishment, is an accessory after the fact.

Except as otherwise expressly provided by any Act of Congress, an accessory 
after the fact shall be imprisoned not more than one-half the maximum term of 
imprisonment or (notwithstanding section 3571) fined not more than one-half 
the maximum fine prescribed for the punishment of the principal, or both; or if 
the principal is punishable by life imprisonment or death, the accessory shall be 
imprisoned not more than 15 years.
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     COUNT #3).  18 USC § 4 - Misprision of felony

Whoever, having knowledge of the actual commission of a felony cognizable by a 
court of the United States, conceals and does not as soon as possible make known the 
same to some judge or other person in civil or military authority under the United 
States, shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than three years, or both.

     COUNT #4).  18 USC § 1510 - Obstruction of criminal investigations

(a) Whoever willfully endeavors by means of bribery to obstruct, delay, or prevent the 
communication of information relating to a violation of any criminal statute of the 
United States by any person to a criminal investigator shall be fined under this title, or 
imprisoned not more than five years, or both.

(b)
(1) Whoever, being an officer of a financial institution, with the intent to 
obstruct a judicial proceeding, directly or indirectly notifies any other person 
about the existence or contents of a subpoena for records of that financial 
institution, or information that has been furnished in response to that 
subpoena, shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than 5 years, 
or both.
(2) Whoever, being an officer of a financial institution, directly or indirectly 
notifies—
(A) a customer of that financial institution whose records are sought by a 
subpoena for records; or
(B) any other person named in that subpoena;
about the existence or contents of that subpoena or information that has been 
furnished in response to that subpoena, shall be fined under this title or 
imprisoned not more than one year, or both.
(3) As used in this subsection—
(A) the term “an officer of a financial institution” means an officer, director, 
partner, employee, agent, or attorney of or for a financial institution; and
(B) the term “subpoena for records” means a Federal grand jury subpoena or a 
Department of Justice subpoena (issued under section 3486 of title 18), for 
customer records that has been served relating to a violation of, or a conspiracy 
to violate—
(i) section 215, 656, 657, 1005, 1006, 1007, 1014, 1344, 1956, 1957, 
orchapter 53 of title 31; or
(ii) section 1341 or 1343 affecting a financial institution.
(c) As used in this section, the term “criminal investigator” means any individual 
duly authorized by a department, agency, or armed force of the United States to 
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conduct or engage in investigations of or prosecutions for violations of the 
criminal laws of the United States.
(d)
(1) Whoever—
(A) acting as, or being, an officer, director, agent or employee of a person 
engaged in the business of insurance whose activities affect interstate 
commerce, or
(B) is engaged in the business of insurance whose activities affect interstate 
commerce or is involved (other than as an insured or beneficiary under a policy 
of insurance) in a transaction relating to the conduct of affairs of such a 
business, with intent to obstruct a judicial proceeding, directly or indirectly 
notifies any other person about the existence or contents of a subpoena for 
records of that person engaged in such business or information that has been 
furnished to a Federal grand jury in response to that subpoena, shall be fined 
as provided by this title or imprisoned not more than 5 years, or both.
(2) As used in paragraph (1), the term “subpoena for records” means a Federal 
grand jury subpoena for records that has been served relating to a violation of, 
or a conspiracy to violate, section 1033 of this title.

(e) Whoever, having been notified of the applicable disclosure prohibitions 
or confidentiality requirements of section 2709 (c)(1) of this title, 
section 626(d)(1) or 627(c)(1) of the Fair Credit Reporting Act (15 U.S.C. 
1681u (d)(1) or 1681v (c)(1)),section 1114(a)(3)(A) or 1114(a)(5)(D)(i) of 
the Right to Financial Privacy Act  [1] (12 U.S.C. 3414 (a)(3)(A) or 3414 
(a)(5)(D)(i)), orsection 802(b)(1) of the National Security Act of 1947 (50 
U.S.C. 436 (b)(1)), [2] knowingly and with the intent to obstruct an 
investigation or judicial proceeding violates such prohibitions or 
requirements applicable by law to such person shall be imprisoned for 
not more than five years, fined under this title, or both.

     COUNT #5).  18 USC § 1512 - Tampering with a witness, victim, or an 
informant

(a)
(1) Whoever kills or attempts to kill another person, with intent to—
***(A) prevent the attendance or testimony of any person in an official 
proceeding;
***(B) prevent the production of a record, document, or other object, in an 
official proceeding; or
***(C) prevent the communication by any person to a law enforcement officer or 
judge of the United States of information relating to the commission or possible 
commission of a Federal offense or a violation of conditions of probation, 
parole, or release pending judicial proceedings;
shall be punished as provided in paragraph (3).
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(2) Whoever uses physical force or the threat of physical force against any 
person, or attempts to do so, with intent to—
***(A) influence, delay, or prevent the testimony of any person in an official 
proceeding;
(B) cause or induce any person to—
***(i) withhold testimony, or withhold a record, document, or other object, 
from an official proceeding;
***(ii) alter, destroy, mutilate, or conceal an object with intent to impair the 
integrity or availability of the object for use in an official proceeding;
(iii) evade legal process summoning that person to appear as a witness, or to 
produce a record, document, or other object, in an official proceeding; or
(iv) be absent from an official proceeding to which that person has been 
summoned by legal process; or
(C) hinder, delay, or prevent the communication to a law enforcement officer or 
judge of the United States of information relating to the commission or possible 
commission of a Federal offense or a violation of conditions of probation, 
supervised release, parole, or release pending judicial proceedings;
shall be punished as provided in paragraph (3).
(3) The punishment for an offense under this subsection is—
(A) in the case of a killing, the punishment provided in sections 1111 and 
1112;
(B) in the case of—
(i) an attempt to murder; or
(ii) the use or attempted use of physical force against any person;
imprisonment for not more than 30 years; and
(C) in the case of the threat of use of physical force against any person, 
imprisonment for not more than 20 years.
***(b) Whoever knowingly uses intimidation, threatens, or corruptly 
persuades another person, or attempts to do so, or engages in misleading 
conduct toward another person, with intent to—
(1) influence, delay, or prevent the testimony of any person in an official 
proceeding;
(2) cause or induce any person to—
(A) withhold testimony, or withhold a record, document, or other object, from 
an official proceeding;
***(B) alter, destroy, mutilate, or conceal an object with intent to impair the 
object’s integrity or availability for use in an official proceeding;
(C) evade legal process summoning that person to appear as a witness, or to 
produce a record, document, or other object, in an official proceeding; or
(D) be absent from an official proceeding to which such person has been 
summoned by legal process; or
(3) hinder, delay, or prevent the communication to a law enforcement officer or 
judge of the United States of information relating to the commission or possible 
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commission of a Federal offense or a violation of conditions of probation  [1] 
supervised release,, [1] parole, or release pending judicial proceedings;
shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than 20 years, or both.
(c) Whoever corruptly—
***(1) alters, destroys, mutilates, or conceals a record, document, or other 
object, or attempts to do so, with the intent to impair the object’s integrity 
or availability for use in an official proceeding; or
(2) otherwise obstructs, influences, or impedes any official proceeding, or 
attempts to do so,
shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than 20 years, or both.
(d) Whoever intentionally harasses another person and thereby hinders, delays, 
prevents, or dissuades any person from—
(1) attending or testifying in an official proceeding;
(2) reporting to a law enforcement officer or judge of the United States the 
commission or possible commission of a Federal offense or a violation of 
conditions of probation  [1] supervised release,, [1] parole, or release pending 
judicial proceedings;
(3) arresting or seeking the arrest of another person in connection with a 
Federal offense; or
(4) causing a criminal prosecution, or a parole or probation revocation 
proceeding, to be sought or instituted, or assisting in such prosecution or 
proceeding;
or attempts to do so, shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than 
3 years, or both.
(e) In a prosecution for an offense under this section, it is an affirmative 
defense, as to which the defendant has the burden of proof by a preponderance 
of the evidence, that the conduct consisted solely of lawful conduct and that the 
defendant’s sole intention was to encourage, induce, or cause the other person 
to testify truthfully.
(f) For the purposes of this section—
(1) an official proceeding need not be pending or about to be instituted at the 
time of the offense; and
(2) the testimony, or the record, document, or other object need not be 
admissible in evidence or free of a claim of privilege.
(g) In a prosecution for an offense under this section, no state of mind need be 
proved with respect to the circumstance—
(1) that the official proceeding before a judge, court, magistrate judge, grand 
jury, or government agency is before a judge or court of the United States, a 
United States magistrate judge, a bankruptcy judge, a Federal grand jury, or a 
Federal Government agency; or
(2) that the judge is a judge of the United States or that the law enforcement 
officer is an officer or employee of the Federal Government or a person 
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authorized to act for or on behalf of the Federal Government or serving the 
Federal Government as an adviser or consultant.
(h) There is extraterritorial Federal jurisdiction over an offense under this 
section.
(i) A prosecution under this section or section 1503 may be brought in the 
district in which the official proceeding (whether or not pending or about to be 
instituted) was intended to be affected or in the district in which the conduct 
constituting the alleged offense occurred.
(j) If the offense under this section occurs in connection with a trial of a 
criminal case, the maximum term of imprisonment which may be imposed 
for the offense shall be the higher of that otherwise provided by law or the 
maximum term that could have been imposed for any offense charged in 
such case.

(k) Whoever conspires to commit any offense under this section shall 
be subject to the same penalties as those prescribed for the offense 
the commission of which was the object of the conspiracy.

     COUNT #6).  18 USC § 1519 - Destruction, alteration, or falsification of 
records in Federal investigations and bankruptcy

Whoever knowingly alters, destroys, mutilates, conceals, covers up, falsifies, or makes a 
false entry in any record, document, or tangible object with the intent to impede, 
obstruct, or influence the investigation or proper administration of any matter within 
the jurisdiction of any department or agency of the United States or any case filed under 
title 11, or in relation to or contemplation of any such matter or case, shall be fined 
under this title, imprisoned not more than 20 years, or both.

     COUNT #7).  18 USC § 2071 - Concealment, removal, or mutilation 
generally

(a) Whoever willfully and unlawfully conceals, removes, mutilates, obliterates, or 
destroys, or attempts to do so, or, with intent to do so takes and carries away 
any record, proceeding, map, book, paper, document, or other thing, filed or 
deposited with any clerk or officer of any court of the United States, or in any 
public office, or with any judicial or public officer of the United States, shall be 
fined under this title or imprisoned not more than three years, or both.
(b) Whoever, having the custody of any such record, proceeding, map, 
book, document, paper, or other thing, willfully and unlawfully conceals, 
removes, mutilates, obliterates, falsifies, or destroys the same, shall be 
fined under this title or imprisoned not more than three years, or both; and 
shall forfeit his office and be disqualified from holding any office under the 
United States. As used in this subsection, the term “office” does not include the 
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office held by any person as a retired officer of the Armed Forces of the United 
States.

     COUNT #8).  18 USC § 1951 - Interference with commerce by threats or 
violence

(a) Whoever in any way or degree obstructs, delays, or affects commerce or 
the movement of any article or commodity in commerce, by robbery or 
extortion or attempts or conspires so to do, or commits or threatens physical violence 
to any person or property in furtherance of a plan or purpose to do anything in violation 
of this section shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than twenty years, 
or both.

(b) As used in this section—
(1) The term “robbery” means the unlawful taking or obtaining of personal 
property from the person or in the presence of another, against his will, by 
means of actual or threatened force, or violence, or fear of injury, immediate or 
future, to his person or property, or property in his custody or possession, or 
the person or property of a relative or member of his family or of anyone in his 
company at the time of the taking or obtaining.
(2) The term “extortion” means the obtaining of property from another, with his 
consent, induced by wrongful use of actual or threatened force, violence, or 
fear, or under color of official right.
(3) The term “commerce” means commerce within the District of Columbia, 
or any Territory or Possession of the United States; all commerce between 
any point in a State, Territory, Possession, or the District of Columbia and any 
point outside thereof; all commerce between points within the same State 
through any place outside such State; and all other commerce over which the 
United States has jurisdiction.

(c) This section shall not be construed to repeal, modify or affect section 17 
ofTitle 15, sections 52, 101–115, 151–166 of Title 29 or sections 151–
188 of Title 45

     COUNT #9).  18 USC § 2234 - Authority exceeded in executing warrant

Whoever, in executing a search warrant, willfully exceeds his authority or exercises it 
with unnecessary severity, shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than 
one year, or both.
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     COUNT #10).  18 USC § 241 - Conspiracy against rights

If two or more persons conspire to injure, oppress, threaten, or intimidate 
any person in any State, Territory, Commonwealth, Possession, or District in 
the free exercise or enjoyment of any right or privilege secured to him by the 
Constitution or laws of the United States, or because of his having so exercised 
the same; or

If two or more persons go in disguise on the highway, or on the premises of 
another, with intent to prevent or hinder his free exercise or enjoyment of any 
right or privilege so secured—
They shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than ten years, or 
both; and if death results from the acts committed in violation of this section or 
if such acts include kidnapping or an attempt to kidnap, aggravated sexual 
abuse or an attempt to commit aggravated sexual abuse, or an attempt to kill, 
they shall be fined under this title or imprisoned for any term of years or for 
life, or both, or may be sentenced to death.

     COUNT #11).  18 USC § 242 - Deprivation of rights under color of law

Whoever, under color of any law, statute, ordinance, regulation, or custom, willfully 
subjects any person in any State, Territory, Commonwealth, Possession, or District to 
the deprivation of any rights, privileges, or immunities secured or protected by the 
Constitution or laws of the United States, or to different punishments, pains, or 
penalties, on account of such person being an alien, or by reason of his color, or race, 
than are prescribed for the punishment of citizens, shall be fined under this title or 
imprisoned not more than one year, or both; and if bodily injury results from the acts 
committed in violation of this section or if such acts include the use, attempted use, or 
threatened use of a dangerous weapon, explosives, or fire, shall be fined under this title 
or imprisoned not more than ten years, or both; and if death results from the acts 
committed in violation of this section or if such acts include kidnapping or an attempt to 
kidnap, aggravated sexual abuse, or an attempt to commit aggravated sexual abuse, or 
an attempt to kill, shall be fined under this title, or imprisoned for any term of years or 
for life, or both, or may be sentenced to death.

 The term “law enforcement officer” means any officer of the United States, the 
District of Columbia, a State, or political subdivision of a State, who is 
empowered by law to conduct investigations of, or make arrests because of, 
offenses against the United States, the District of Columbia, a State, or a 
political subdivision of a State.
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     COUNT #12).  18 USC § 201 - Bribery of public officials and witnesses

(a) For the purpose of this section—

(1) the term “public official” means Member of Congress, Delegate, or Resident 
Commissioner, either before or after such official has qualified, or an officer or 
employee or person acting for or on behalf of the United States, or any 
department, agency or branch of Government thereof, including the District 
of Columbia, in any official function, under or by authority of any such 
department, agency, or branch of Government, or a juror;
(2) the term “person who has been selected to be a public official” means 
any person who has been nominated or appointed to be a public official, or has 
been officially informed that such person will be so nominated or appointed; 
and
(3) the term “official act” means any decision or action on any question, 
matter, cause, suit, proceeding or controversy, which may at any time be 
pending, or which may by law be brought before any public official, in such 
official’s official capacity, or in such official’s place of trust or profit.
(b) Whoever—
(1) directly or indirectly, corruptly gives, offers or promises anything of value 
to any public official or person who has been selected to be a public 
official, or offers or promises any public official or any person who has been 
selected to be a public official to give anything of value to any other person or 
entity, with intent—
(A) to influence any official act; or
(B) to influence such public official or person who has been selected to be a 
public official to commit or aid in committing, or collude in, or allow, any fraud, 
or make opportunity for the commission of any fraud, on the United States; or
(C) to induce such public official or such person who has been selected to 
be a public official to do or omit to do any act in violation of the lawful 
duty of such official or person;
(2) being a public official or person selected to be a public official, directly or 
indirectly, corruptly demands, seeks, receives, accepts, or agrees to receive or 
accept anything of value personally or for any other person or entity, in return 
for:
(A) being influenced in the performance of any official act;
(B) being influenced to commit or aid in committing, or to collude in, or allow, 
any fraud, or make opportunity for the commission of any fraud, on the United 
States; or
(C) being induced to do or omit to do any act in violation of the official duty of 
such official or person;
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(3) directly or indirectly, corruptly gives, offers, or promises anything of value 
to any person, or offers or promises such person to give anything of value to 
any other person or entity, with intent to influence the testimony under oath or 
affirmation of such first-mentioned person as a witness upon a trial, hearing, or 
other proceeding, before any court, any committee of either House or both 
Houses of Congress, or any agency, commission, or officer authorized by the 
laws of the United States to hear evidence or take testimony, or with intent to 
influence such person to absent himself therefrom;
(4) directly or indirectly, corruptly demands, seeks, receives, accepts, or agrees 
to receive or accept anything of value personally or for any other person or 
entity in return for being influenced in testimony under oath or affirmation as a 
witness upon any such trial, hearing, or other proceeding, or in return for 
absenting himself therefrom;
shall be fined under this title or not more than three times the monetary 
equivalent of the thing of value, whichever is greater, or imprisoned for not 
more than fifteen years, or both, and may be disqualified from holding any 
office of honor, trust, or profit under the United States.
(c) Whoever—
(1) otherwise than as provided by law for the proper discharge of official duty—
(A) directly or indirectly gives, offers, or promises anything of value to any 
public official, former public official, or person selected to be a public official, 
for or because of any official act performed or to be performed by such public 
official, former public official, or person selected to be a public official; or
(B) being a public official, former public official, or person selected to be a 
public official, otherwise than as provided by law for the proper discharge of 
official duty, directly or indirectly demands, seeks, receives, accepts, or agrees 
to receive or accept anything of value personally for or because of any official 
act performed or to be performed by such official or person;
(2) directly or indirectly, gives, offers, or promises anything of value to any 
person, for or because of the testimony under oath or affirmation given or to be 
given by such person as a witness upon a trial, hearing, or other proceeding, 
before any court, any committee of either House or both Houses of Congress, 
or any agency, commission, or officer authorized by the laws of the United 
States to hear evidence or take testimony, or for or because of such person’s 
absence therefrom;
(3) directly or indirectly, demands, seeks, receives, accepts, or agrees to receive 
or accept anything of value personally for or because of the testimony under 
oath or affirmation given or to be given by such person as a witness upon any 
such trial, hearing, or other proceeding, or for or because of such person’s 
absence therefrom;
shall be fined under this title or imprisoned for not more than two years, or 
both.
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(d) Paragraphs (3) and (4) of subsection (b) and paragraphs (2) and (3) of 
subsection (c) shall not be construed to prohibit the payment or receipt of 
witness fees provided by law, or the payment, by the party upon whose behalf a 
witness is called and receipt by a witness, of the reasonable cost of travel and 
subsistence incurred and the reasonable value of time lost in attendance at any 
such trial, hearing, or proceeding, or in the case of expert witnesses, a 
reasonable fee for time spent in the preparation of such opinion, and in 
appearing and testifying.
(e) The offenses and penalties prescribed in this section are separate from and 

in addition to those prescribed in sections 1503, 1504, and 1505 of this 
title.

     COUNT #13).  18 USC § 371 - Conspiracy to commit offense or to defraud 
United States

If two or more persons conspire either to commit any offense against the United States, 
or to defraud the United States, or any agency thereof in any manner or for any purpose, 
and one or more of such persons do any act to effect the object of the conspiracy, each 
shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than five years, or both.

     COUNT #14).  18 USC § 401 - Power of court

A court of the United States shall have power to punish by fine or imprisonment, or 
both, at its discretion, such contempt of its authority, and none other, as—

(1) Misbehavior of any person in its presence or so near thereto as to obstruct 
the administration of justice;
(2) Misbehavior of any of its officers in their official transactions;
(3) Disobedience or resistance to its lawful writ, process, order, rule, decree, or 

command.

     COUNT #15).  18 USC § 1001 - Statements or entries generally

(a) Except as otherwise provided in this section, whoever, in any matter within 
the jurisdiction of the executive, legislative, or judicial branch of the 
Government of the United States, knowingly and willfully—
(1) falsifies, conceals, or covers up by any trick, scheme, or device a 
material fact;
(2) makes any materially false, fictitious, or fraudulent statement or 
representation; or
(3) makes or uses any false writing or document knowing the same to 
contain any materially false, fictitious, or fraudulent statement or entry;
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shall be fined under this title, imprisoned not more than 5 years or, if the 
offense involves international or domestic terrorism (as defined in section 
2331), imprisoned not more than 8 years, or both. If the matter relates to an 
offense under chapter 109A, 109B, 110, or 117, or section 1591, then the term 
of imprisonment imposed under this section shall be not more than 8 years.

     COUNT #16).  18 USC § 1018 - Official certificates or writings

Whoever, being a public officer or other person authorized by any law of the United 
States to make or give a certificate or other writing, knowingly makes and delivers as 
true such a certificate or writing, containing any statement which he knows to be false, 
in a case where the punishment thereof is not elsewhere expressly provided by law, shall 
be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than one year, or both.

     COUNT #17).  18 USC § 1025 - False pretenses on high seas and other 
waters

Whoever, upon any waters or vessel within the special maritime and territorial 
jurisdiction of the United States, by any fraud, or false pretense, obtains from 
any person anything of value, or procures the execution and delivery of any 
instrument of writing or conveyance of real or personal property, or the signature of 
any person, as maker, endorser, or guarantor, to or upon any bond, bill, receipt, 
promissory note, draft, or check, or any other evidence of indebtedness, or fraudulently 
sells, barters, or disposes of any bond, bill, receipt, promissory note, draft, or check, or 
other evidence of indebtedness, for value, knowing the same to be worthless, or 
knowing the signature of the maker, endorser, or guarantor thereof to have been 
obtained by any false pretenses, shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not 
more than five years, or both; but if the amount, value or the face value of anything so 
obtained does not exceed $1,000, he shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not 
more than one year, or both.

     COUNT #18).  18 USC § 1038 - False information and hoaxes

(a) Criminal Violation.—
(1) In general.— Whoever engages in any conduct with intent to convey 
false or misleading information under circumstances where such 
information may reasonably be believed and where such information 
indicates that an activity has taken, is taking, or will take place that would 
constitute a violation of chapter 2, 10, 11B, 39, 40, 44, 111, or 113B of this 
title, section 236 of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 (42 U.S.C. 2284), or section 
46502, the second sentence of section 46504, section 46505(b)(3) or (c), 
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section 46506 if homicide or attempted homicide is involved, or section 60123 
(b) of title 49, shall—
(A) be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than 5 years, or both;

(b) Civil Action.— Whoever engages in any conduct with intent to convey false 
or misleading information under circumstances where such information 
may reasonably be believed and where such information indicates that an 
activity has taken, is taking, or will take place that would constitute a 
violation of chapter 2, 10, 11B, 39, 40, 44, 111, or 113B of this title, 
section 236 of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 (42 U.S.C. 2284), or section 
46502, the second sentence of section 46504, section 46505 (b)(3) or (c), 
section 46506 if homicide or attempted homicide is involved, or section 
60123 (b) of title 49 is liable in a civil action to any party incurring 
expenses incident to any emergency or investigative response to that 
conduct, for those expenses.

     COUNT #19).  18 USC § 1031 - Major fraud against the United States

(a) Whoever knowingly executes, or attempts to execute, any scheme or 
artifice with the intent—
(1) to defraud the United States; or
(2) to obtain money or property by means of false or fraudulent pretenses, 
representations, or promises,
in any grant, contract, subcontract, subsidy, loan, guarantee, insurance, or 
other form of Federal assistance, including through the Troubled Asset Relief 
Program, an economic stimulus, recovery or rescue plan provided by the 
Government, or the Government’s purchase of any troubled asset as defined in 
the Emergency Economic Stabilization Act of 2008, or in any procurement of 
property or services as a prime contractor with the United States or as a 
subcontractor or supplier on a contract in which there is a prime contract with 
the United States, if the value of such grant, contract, subcontract, subsidy, 
loan, guarantee, insurance, or other form of Federal assistance, or any 
constituent part thereof, is $1,000,000 or more shall, subject to the 
applicability of subsection (c) of this section, be fined not more than 
$1,000,000, or imprisoned not more than 10 years, or both.

(g)
(1) In special circumstances and in his or her sole discretion, the Attorney 

General is authorized to make payments from funds appropriated to the 
Department of Justice to persons who furnish information relating to a 
possible prosecution under this section. The amount of such payment shall 
not exceed $250,000. Upon application by the Attorney General, the court 
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may order that the Department shall be reimbursed for a payment from a 
criminal fine imposed under this section.

     COUNT #20).  18 USC § 1621 - Perjury generally

Whoever—(1) having taken an oath before a competent tribunal, officer, or person, in 
any case in which a law of the United States authorizes an oath to be administered, that 
he will testify, declare, depose, or certify truly, or that any written testimony, 
declaration, deposition, or certificate by him subscribed, is true, willfully and contrary to 
such oath states or subscribes any material matter which he does not believe to be true; 
or

(2) in any declaration, certificate, verification, or statement under penalty of 
perjury as permitted under section 1746 of title 28, United States Code, willfully 
subscribes as true any material matter which he does not believe to be true;
is guilty of perjury and shall, except as otherwise expressly provided by law, be 
fined under this title or imprisoned not more than five years, or both. This 
section is applicable whether the statement or subscription is made within or 
without the United States.

     COUNT #21).  18 USC § 1622 - Subornation of perjury

Whoever procures another to commit any perjury is guilty of subornation of perjury, 
and shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than five years, or both.

     COUNT #22).  18 USC § 1623 - False declarations before grand jury or 
court

(a) Whoever under oath (or in any declaration, certificate, verification, or 
statement under penalty of perjury as permitted under section 1746 of title 28, 
United States Code) in any proceeding before or ancillary to any court or grand 
jury of the United States knowingly makes any false material declaration or 
makes or uses any other information, including any book, paper, document, 
record, recording, or other material, knowing the same to contain any false 
material declaration, shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than 
five years, or both.
(b) This section is applicable whether the conduct occurred within or without 
the United States.
(c) An indictment or information for violation of this section alleging that, in 
any proceedings before or ancillary to any court or grand jury of the United 
States, the defendant under oath has knowingly made two or more declarations, 
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which are inconsistent to the degree that one of them is necessarily false, need 
not specify which declaration is false if—
(1) each declaration was material to the point in question, and
(2) each declaration was made within the period of the statute of limitations for 
the offense charged under this section.
In any prosecution under this section, the falsity of a declaration set forth in the 
indictment or information shall be established sufficient for conviction by proof 
that the defendant while under oath made irreconcilably contradictory 
declarations material to the point in question in any proceeding before or 
ancillary to any court or grand jury. It shall be a defense to an indictment or 
information made pursuant to the first sentence of this subsection that the 
defendant at the time he made each declaration believed the declaration was 
true.
(d) Where, in the same continuous court or grand jury proceeding in which a 
declaration is made, the person making the declaration admits such declaration 
to be false, such admission shall bar prosecution under this section if, at the 
time the admission is made, the declaration has not substantially affected the 
proceeding, or it has not become manifest that such falsity has been or will be 
exposed.

(e) Proof beyond a reasonable doubt under this section is sufficient for 
conviction. It shall not be necessary that such proof be made by any 
particular number of witnesses or by documentary or other type of 
evidence.

     COUNT #23).  18 USC § 2235 - Search warrant procured maliciously

Whoever maliciously and without probable cause procures a search warrant to 
be issued and executed, shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not more 
than one year, or both.

     COUNT #24).  18 USC § 2381 - Treason

Whoever, owing allegiance to the United States, levies war against them or adheres to 
their enemies, giving them aid and comfort within the United States or elsewhere, is 
guilty of treason and shall suffer death, or shall be imprisoned not less than five years 
and fined under this title but not less than $10,000; and shall be incapable of holding 
any office under the United States.

     COUNT #25).  18 USC § 2382 - Misprision of treason

Whoever, owing allegiance to the United States and having knowledge of the 
commission of any treason against them, conceals and does not, as soon as may be, 
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disclose and make known the same to the President or to some judge of the United 
States, or to the governor or to some judge or justice of a particular State, is guilty of 
misprision of treason and shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than 
seven years, or both.

     COUNT #26).  18 USC § 2384 - Seditious conspiracy

If two or more persons in any State or Territory, or in any place subject to the 
jurisdiction of the United States, conspire to overthrow, put down, or to destroy by force 
the Government of the United States, or to levy war against them, or to oppose by force 
the authority thereof, or by force to prevent, hinder, or delay the execution of 
any law of the United States, or by force to seize, take, or possess any property of the 
United States contrary to the authority thereof, they shall each be fined under this title 
or imprisoned not more than twenty years, or both.

ASSIGNMENT OF JURISDICTION & AUTHORITY

1).  The proper “JURISDICTION & AUTHORITY” for this matter will, FOREVER, 
remain “WITH THE PEOPLE,” and it is the “ORDER OF THE CRIME VICTIM, 
AND THE  PEOPLE,” that the “State of Colorado,” and the “Home Loan Bank & 
Investments” will be “The People’s Delegated Jurisdiction & Authority” in 
this matter, as they are, respectively, the “People’s Servants,” and a “Private 
Corporation,” with a Corporate Board of Directors, comprised of “People;” 
and, BOTH, who have their “Constitutional,” and “Fiduciary, Surety, and 
Performance, Duties” to the “People.”

     A).  CONSENT OF AUTHORITY - We read in the Declaration of Independence, 
"We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal, that they are 
endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable Rights, that among these are Life, 
Liberty and the pursuit of Happiness. That to secure these rights, Governments are 
instituted among Men, deriving their just powers from the consent of the 
governed." Any authority our servants have is by our consent, if they act outside their 
authority they are subject to criminal charges under US Codes 42 and 18 and liable for 
damages under US Codes and common law.”

2).  This “Revocation of Bonds,” and the “Crime Victim’s Claim for Relief,” 
are NOT, AT THIS TIME, SUBJECT TO JUDICIAL REVIEW, nor is this matter a 
subject promulogated to JUDICIAL DISCRETION!

3).  Should the “State of Colorado,” and “Home Loan Bank & Investments” 
default, or fail to perform their “Constitutional,” and “Fiduciary Duties” under 
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this “Assignment By the People,” to their investors, shareholders, the State, or 
Federal, Constitutions, “The People,” and the “Crime Victim,” will reassign the 
“Jurisdiction & Authority” of this matter, to the Federal Securities & 
Exchange Commission, wherein, the “CRIME VICTIM,” and “The People” will, 
by the Power & Authority vested in them, petition this Commission to revoke 
the “Bond(s)” for the “State of Colorado,” and the “Home Loan Bank & 
Investments,” and those “Bonds” of the Governor, Secretary of State, 
Department Heads, other officers, and the Board of Directors, Administrators, 
and Employees, repectively.

4).  Should the “State of Colorado,” and the “Home Loan Bank & 
Investments” default on their “Fiduciary Duties,” they shall, along with the 
Governor, the Secretary of State, other Officers, Department Heads, and their 
Board of Directors, Administrators, and Employees, respectively, will inherit the 
entirety of those “charges,” and “indictments,” levied upon the primary 
perpetrators, and will be charged, and indicted, by “The People,” as 
“Principles,” “Conspirators,” and “Accessories After the Fact.” 

5).  Should the U.S. Attorney General fail in his “Constitutional Duties,” and/or 
“Constitutional Obligations,” to the Federal Securities & Exchange 
Commission, and “The People,” and he refuses to prosecute these Federal 
Crimes, “The People,” will petition the U.S. Supreme Court, to revoke the 
“Fidelity Bond” of the U.S. Attorney General, Pursuant UBC #42 (5.2), which 
states;

     “A city, county, state or federal district attorney (including a U.S. district 
attorney called a “U.S. Attorney,”) shall lose his bonding and shall not be 
bonded: if he fails or refuses to make a reasonably diligent effort to process the 
citizens’ complaint (USC Title #42). 

 18 USC § 1034 - Civil penalties and injunctions for violations

(a) The Attorney General may bring a civil action in the appropriate United 
States district court against any person who engages in conduct constituting an 
offense under section 1033 and, upon proof of such conduct by a 
preponderance of the evidence, such person shall be subject to a civil penalty 
of not more than $50,000 for each violation or the amount of compensation 
which the person received or offered for the prohibited conduct, whichever 
amount is greater. If the offense has contributed to the decision of a court of 
appropriate jurisdiction to issue an order directing the conservation, 
rehabilitation, or liquidation of an insurer, such penalty shall be remitted to 
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the appropriate regulatory official for the benefit of the policyholders, 
claimants, and creditors of such insurer. The imposition of a civil penalty 
under this subsection does not preclude any other criminal or civil 
statutory, common law, or administrative remedy, which is available by law 
to the United States or any other person.
(b) If the Attorney General has reason to believe that a person is engaged in 

conduct constituting an offense under section 1033, the Attorney General 
may petition an appropriate United States district court for an order 
prohibiting that person from engaging in such conduct. The court may issue 
an order prohibiting that person from engaging in such conduct if the court 
finds that the conduct constitutes such an offense. The filing of a petition 
under this section does not preclude any other remedy which is 
available by law to the United States or any other person.

TIME LIMITATIONS

1).  The “CRIME VICTIM,” with respect and reverence to the “RULE OF SEVENS,” 
requires review, deliberation, execution of relief, and to make full restitution, 
WITHOUT DELAY, by “The State of Colorado” its “Secretary of State,” and/or 
other State Administrators, and “Home Loan Bank & Investments,” no-later-
than TWENTY-ONE (21) DAYS, from the receipt of this filing.  A Maximum 
FOURTEEN (14) DAY EXTENSION may be Granted, providing “The State of 
Colorado,” or “The Secretary of State,” and “Home Loan Bank & 
Investments,” are able to provide the “Claimant” a proper, civil, lawful, legal, 
and reasonable, cause for this extension.

2).  Should “The State of Colorado,” and/or “Home Loan Bank & 
Investments,” choose NOT to accept their “Fiduciary Duties,” as in failing to 
review, deliberate, execute, provide full restitution, or choose not to 
communicate, or act in “Good Faith,” with the “Claimant” after THIRTY-FIVE 
(35) DAYS, the “Claimant” will invoke his “RIGHTS” to “REASSIGN 
JURISDICTION & AUTHORITY” to the Federal Securities & Exchange 
Commission.    
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SUMMARY

“THE SPIRIT OF LIBERTY”    

“We do not rest our hopes too much upon constitutions, upon laws, and upon 
courts to preserve the spirit of liberty.”  For these are “false hopes,” in which 

“liberty lies in the hearts of men and women; when it dies there, no constituion, 
no laws, no courts can even do much to help it.” But, “while it lies there it needs 
no constitution, no law, no court to save it.”----------Judge Learned Hand; 1944.
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AFFIDAVIT

The DEFENDANT, as a “Crime Victim,” and being a NATURAL PERSON OF THE 
LAND, AND A CITIZEN of these united States, and residing in an area known as 
Colorado, does, HEREIN, swear UNDER OATH, that, this Document is true, correct, 
and accurate in every regard to the best of his knowledge.

AND, THAT; as a U.S., and Colorado Citizen, the Defendant; a.k.a. “The Crime 
Victim,” has the RIGHT, and the OBLIGATION, to petition the Mesa County Combine 
Courts, the U.S Attorney General, the U.S. Marshal, and the U.S. District Court, and the 
“Insurers,” for RELIEF against said “Defendants,” its employees, and individuals, 
whether elected, selected, or delagated, for extreme, malicious, egregious, and 
repeated violations of his RIGHTS TO LIFE, LIBERTY, AND ALL PURSUITS 
ALLOWED BY LAW, under the DEFENDANTʼs CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS 
GUARANTEED BY HIS FIRST, THIRD, FOURTH, FIFTH, SIXTH, SEVENTH, EIGHTH, 
NINETH, TENTH, AND FOURTEENTH AMENDMENTS OF THIS CONSTITUTIONAL 
DOCUMENT, AND HIS NATURAL, AND INALIENABLE RIGHTS;

AND, THAT; It is, NOW, the duty and obligation of the Co-Defendant(s), a.k.a. “Home 
Loan Insurance,” a.k.a. “The Fidelity & Surety Bond Broker/Insurers of the 
Primary Defendants,” a.k.a. “The State of Colorado,” “The Secretary of State,” 
a.k.a. “Scott Gessler,” “Mesa County Combined Courts,” to serve the “Primary 
Defendants, with their revocations, and dismissals.  
     These “Primary Defendants include; “Judge Craig P. Henderson,” a.k.a. 
“Judge Thomas Deister,” a.k.a. “Judge Braum,” Mesa County District Attorney,” 
a.k.a. “Pete Hautzinger,” a.k.a. “Deputy District Attorney, Daniel Lewis,” a.k.a. 
“Deputy District Attorney, Carmen Ricard,” and “Joshua Stritecky,” a.k.a. 
“Attorney,” a.k.a. “Former Deputy District Attorney.”  

AND, THAT; The U.S. Attorney General, John Walsh, the U.S. Marshal, John 
Kammerzell, and the U.S. District Court, UNDER LAW, are obligated, as well, to hear, 
and act upon, and execute these “Orders of Revocation,” “Claims for Relief,” 
arguments, charges, and criminal indictments, HEREIN; should “The State of 
Colorado, or “Home Loan Bank & Investments,” default on their Constitutional 
obligations; 

SO SIGNED, AND NOTARIZED THIS DAY, THE _____OF NOVEMBER, 2013;

X_____________________________________________________
     Steven D. Curry/DEFENDANT/CRIME VICTIM/PAG/AFFIANT

X________________________________ 
Notary Public

SEAL
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing is being served upon the Court Clerk of 
Mesa County Justice Center, the Mesa County Sheriff, the Mesa County Clerk & 
Recorder, Home Loan Bank & Investment Company, the Mesa County District Attorney, 
Joshua Stritecky, the Colorado Secretary of State, the Colorado Governor, the U.S. 
Attorney General, and the U.S. Marshal, on this, the FIRST day of NOVEMBER, 2013.

X____________________________________
       Steven D. Curry; DEFENDANT/CRIME VICTIM/P.A.G
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The Bill of Rights 
AMENDMENTS I-XIV

December 15, 1791

Amendment I
Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion, or prohibiting the 
free exercise thereof; or abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press; or the right of 
the people peaceably to assemble, and to petition the Government for a redress of 
grievances.

Amendment II
A well regulated Militia, being necessary to the security of a free State, the right of the 
people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.

Amendment III
No Soldier shall, in time of peace be quartered in any house, without the consent of the 
Owner, nor in time of war, but in a manner to be prescribed by law.

Amendment IV
The right of the people to be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and effects, 
against unreasonable searches and seizures, shall not be violated, and no Warrants 
shall issue, but upon probable cause, supported by Oath or affirmation, and particularly 
describing the place to be searched, and the persons or things to be seized.

Amendment V
No person shall be held to answer for a capital, or otherwise infamous crime, unless on 
a presentment or indictment of a Grand Jury, except in cases arising in the land or naval 
forces, or in the Militia, when in actual service in time of War or public danger; nor shall 
any person be subject for the same offence to be twice put in jeopardy of life or limb; 
nor shall be compelled in any criminal case to be a witness against himself, nor be 
deprived of life, liberty, or property, without due process of law; nor shall private property 
be taken for public use, without just compensation.

Amendment VI
In all criminal prosecutions, the accused shall enjoy the right to a speedy and public 
trial, by an impartial jury of the State and district wherein the crime shall have been 
committed, which district shall have been previously ascertained by law, and to be 
informed of the nature and cause of the accusation; to be confronted with the witnesses 
against him; to have compulsory process for obtaining witnesses in his favor, and to 
have the Assistance of Counsel for his defence.

Amendment VII
In suits at common law, where the value in controversy shall exceed twenty dollars, the 
right of trial by jury shall be preserved, and no fact tried by a jury, shall be otherwise 
reexamined in any Court of the United States, than according to the rules of the 
common law.

Amendment VIII
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Excessive bail shall not be required, nor excessive fines imposed, nor cruel and unusual 
punishments inflicted.

Amendment IX
The enumeration in the Constitution, of certain rights, shall not be construed to deny or 
disparage others retained by the people.

Amendment X
The powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it 
to the States, are reserved to the States respectively, or to the people.

AMENDMENT XI
Passed by Congress March 4, 1794. Ratified February 7, 1795.

Note: Article III, section 2, of the Constitution was modified by amendment 11.

The Judicial power of the United States shall not be construed to extend to any suit in 
law or equity, commenced or prosecuted against one of the United States by Citizens of 
another State, or by Citizens or Subjects of any Foreign State.

AMENDMENT XII
Passed by Congress December 9, 1803. Ratified June 15, 1804.

Note: A portion of Article II, section 1 of the Constitution was superseded by the 12th 
amendment.

The Electors shall meet in their respective states and vote by ballot for President and 
Vice-President, one of whom, at least, shall not be an inhabitant of the same state with 
themselves; they shall name in their ballots the person voted for as President, and in 
distinct ballots the person voted for as Vice-President, and they shall make distinct lists 
of all persons voted for as President, and of all persons voted for as Vice-President, and 
of the number of votes for each, which lists they shall sign and certify, and transmit 
sealed to the seat of the government of the United States, directed to the President of 
the Senate; -- the President of the Senate shall, in the presence of the Senate and 
House of Representatives, open all the certificates and the votes shall then be counted; 
-- The person having the greatest number of votes for President, shall be the President, 
if such number be a majority of the whole number of Electors appointed; and if no 
person have such majority, then from the persons having the highest numbers not 
exceeding three on the list of those voted for as President, the House of 
Representatives shall choose immediately, by ballot, the President. But in choosing the 
President, the votes shall be taken by states, the representation from each state having 
one vote; a quorum for this purpose shall consist of a member or members from two-
thirds of the states, and a majority of all the states shall be necessary to a choice. [And 
if the House of Representatives shall not choose a President whenever the right of 
choice shall devolve upon them, before the fourth day of March next following, then the 
Vice-President shall act as President, as in case of the death or other constitutional 
disability of the President. --]* The person having the greatest number of votes as Vice-
President, shall be the Vice-President, if such number be a majority of the whole 
number of Electors appointed, and if no person have a majority, then from the two 
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highest numbers on the list, the Senate shall choose the Vice-President; a quorum for 
the purpose shall consist of two-thirds of the whole number of Senators, and a majority 
of the whole number shall be necessary to a choice. But no person constitutionally 
ineligible to the office of President shall be eligible to that of Vice-President of the United 
States.

*Superseded by section 3 of the 20th amendment.

AMENDMENT XIII
Passed by Congress January 31, 1865. Ratified December 6, 1865.

Note: A portion of Article IV, section 2, of the Constitution was superseded by the 13th 
amendment.

Section 1.
Neither slavery nor involuntary servitude, except as a punishment for crime whereof the 
party shall have been duly convicted, shall exist within the United States, or any place 
subject to their jurisdiction.

Section 2.
Congress shall have power to enforce this article by appropriate legislation.

AMENDMENT XIV
Passed by Congress June 13, 1866. Ratified July 9, 1868.

Note: Article I, section 2, of the Constitution was modified by section 2 of the 14th 
amendment.

Section 1.
All persons born or naturalized in the United States, and subject to the jurisdiction 
thereof, are citizens of the United States and of the State wherein they reside. No State 
shall make or enforce any law which shall abridge the privileges or immunities of 
citizens of the United States; nor shall any State deprive any person of life, liberty, or 
property, without due process of law; nor deny to any person within its jurisdiction the 
equal protection of the laws.

Section 2.
Representatives shall be apportioned among the several States according to their 
respective numbers, counting the whole number of persons in each State, excluding 
Indians not taxed. But when the right to vote at any election for the choice of electors for 
President and Vice-President of the United States, Representatives in Congress, the 
Executive and Judicial officers of a State, or the members of the Legislature thereof, is 
denied to any of the male inhabitants of such State, being twenty-one years of age,* 
and citizens of the United States, or in any way abridged, except for participation in 
rebellion, or other crime, the basis of representation therein shall be reduced in the 
proportion which the number of such male citizens shall bear to the whole number of 
male citizens twenty-one years of age in such State.

Section 3.
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No person shall be a Senator or Representative in Congress, or elector of President 
and Vice-President, or hold any office, civil or military, under the United States, or under 
any State, who, having previously taken an oath, as a member of Congress, or as an 
officer of the United States, or as a member of any State legislature, or as an executive 
or judicial officer of any State, to support the Constitution of the United States, shall 
have engaged in insurrection or rebellion against the same, or given aid or comfort to 
the enemies thereof. But Congress may by a vote of two-thirds of each House, remove 
such disability.

Section 4.
The validity of the public debt of the United States, authorized by law, including debts 
incurred for payment of pensions and bounties for services in suppressing insurrection 
or rebellion, shall not be questioned. But neither the United States nor any State shall 
assume or pay any debt or obligation incurred in aid of insurrection or rebellion against 
the United States, or any claim for the loss or emancipation of any slave; but all such 
debts, obligations and claims shall be held illegal and void.

Section 5.
The Congress shall have the power to enforce, by appropriate legislation, the provisions 
of this article.

*Changed by section 1 of the 26th amendment.
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