
“PUBLIC OFFICIALʼS ASSESSMENT”

     The genuine intent of this “Assessment,” is to NOT to embarass, or humiliate, you, 
but to provide you the Knowledge you are Required to have in order to represent “the 
People” who “elected” you, and to get a better understanding of the level of your current 
Knowledge of OUR “Constitutional Law,” “Common Law,” “Natural Law,” and 
“Commercial Law,” which comprise the “Supreme LAW of the Land,” and to assess 
your willingness to support (i)t, or your intent to usurp, denograte, deny, reject, or 
otherwise abrogate the “Spirit & Intent” of OUR State & US Constitutions.

     Failure to answer any question, will result in a “Breach of Trust,” a “Default-in-
Commerce,” and will be deemed as an “Admission,” or “Averment,” that the content of 
the question(s) is/are True & Accurate.  Should you anwer “NO” to any question, you 
are required to give a written explanation supporting your answer.  As such, your 
answers, or the lack thereof, will become your “Affidavit,” which will need to be signed 
on the bottom of the “Assessment.”  A Notary signature, or Seal, are NOT required.

RE: IRS Case No.#2014-009531

RE: SEC Case No.#TCR1411007620053

QUESTIONS OF MORALS & ETHICS

Gentlemen; I have a few questions, if you would be so kind as to provide an answer to 
each of them.

Your “Good Faith” responses would be most appreciated, as they are required to be, 
under LAW.

1).  Do you consider your “Oath of Office,” as an “elected official,” to be a LAW-ful, 
viable, negotiable, and contractual, “Commercial Instrument?”  Yes? or No?  

2).  Do you consider the securitizing “Fidelity/Performance/Surety Bond,” which is 
attached to your “Oath of Office” to be a LAW-ful, viable, negotiable, and contractual 
“Commercial Instrument?”  Yes? or No?

3).  Do you consider the “Oaths of Office” of the “judges” of the 21st Judicial District, 
and the 7th Judicial District, in Mesa County, and Montrose County, to be LAW-ful, 
viable negotiable, and contractual “Commercial Instruments?”  Yes? or No?  [See 
attached Oaths]

4).  Do you consider Peter G. Hautzingerʼs, and/or Daniel Hotsenpillerʼs “signatures” on 
their “Oaths of Office” to be LAW-ful, and Constitutional?  Yes? or No?

5).  Do you consider the “signature” on Peter G. Hautzingerʼs “Oath of Office” of “Chief 
Judge,” David A. Bottger to be LAW-ful, and Constitutional?  Yes? or No?



6).  Are Peter G. Hautzinger, and/or Dan Hotsenpiller, “registered members” of the 
Colorado BAR Association?  Yes? or No?

7).  Is David A. Bottger a “registered member” of the Colorado BAR Association?  
Yes? or No?

8).  Is the Colorado BAR Association a “Private, non-profit, tax exempt, Corporation?”  
Yes? or No? [See attached CBAʼs “Articles of Incorporation”]

9).  Is the Colorado BAR Association a “franchise,” “subsidiary,” or “affiliate,” of the 
American BAR Association?  Yes? or No?

10).  Is the American BAR Association a “Private, non-profit, tax-exempt, 
Corporation?”  Yes? or No?

11).  Is the American BAR Association a “franchise,” “subsidiary,” or “affiliate,” of the 
International BAR Association?  Yes? or No?  [See attached “Open Letter to the 
Crown”]

12).  Is the Corporate Headquarters of the International BAR Association located in 
the “City of London,” England?  Yes? or No?

13).  Are Peter G. Hautzinger, and/or Dan Hotsenpiller, “foreign agents” of the 
International BAR Association?  Yes? or No? [See attached USC Title #22, “Foreign 
Relations & Intercourse”]

14).  Is David A. Bottger a “foreign agent” or the International BAR Association?  Yes? 
or No?

15).  Is Peter G. Hautzinger, and/or Dan Hotsenpiller, “registered” as “foreign agents of 
a foreign principle” with either the Colorado, or US Secretary of State?  Yes? or No?

16).  Is David A. Bottger “registered” as a “foreign agent of a foreign principle” with 
either the Colorado, or US Secretary of State?  Yes? or No?

17).  Are you familiar with Colorado House Bill 10-1062?  Yes? or No?  [See attached 
HB-10-1062]

18).  Are you familiar with US Code #22, Section #G, titled “Foreign Relations & 
Intercourse?”  Yes? or No?  [See attached]

     A).  "While an emergency cannot create power and no emergency justifies the 
violation of any of the provisions of the United States Constitution or States 
Constitutions. Public emergency such as economic depression for especially liberal 
construction of constitutional powers and it has been declared that because of national 



emergency, it is the policy of the courts of times of national peril, so liberally to 
construed the special powers vested in the chief executive as to sustain an effectuate 
the purpose there of, and to that end also more liberally to construed the constituted 
division and classification of the powers of the coordinate branches of the government 
and in so far as may not be clearly inconsistent with the constitution." [16Am Jur 2d., 
Sec. 98:]

19).  Are you familiar with the “Titles of Nobility Act” of 1803?  Yes? or No? [See 
attached]

20).  Are you familiar with the “Original XIII Amendment” of the US Constitutionʼs “Bill 
of Rights?”  Yes? or No? [See attached}

21).  Are you aware, that, the “Titles of Nobility Act,” and the “Original XIII 
Amendment” were properly & LAW-fully ratified, and that, neither one has EVER been 
repealed, or abolished?  Yes? or No?

22).  Are you familiar with the “Judiciary Act of 1789,” which was nullified in 1803 by 
the US Supreme Court?”  Yes? or No?

23).  Are you familiar with the 1803 US Supreme Court ruling over Marbury v. 
Madison?  Yes? or No? [See attached]

24).  Would you agree, that, the “Supreme Law of the Land” is comprised of 
“Constitutional Law,” “Common Law,” “Natural Law,” and “Commercial Law.”  Yes? or 
No?

25).  Would you agree, that, if “any law, act, practice, ruling, code, ordinance, or 
judgment, which is repugnant to, and an abrogation of, the Constitution, is Null & Void?”  
Yes? or No?

     A).  "All laws, rules and practices which are repugnant to the Constitution are null 
and void" [Marbury -v-Madison, 5th US (2 Cranch) 137, 174, 176,(1803).]  Yes? or 
No?

     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].  Yes? or No?

26).  Would you agree, that, “statutes, codes, ordinances, rulings, judgments, and 
practices, are known as “Colors of Law,” and are NOT the real law?”  AND, THAT; 
“Statutes,” “Codes,” “Regulations,” and “Ordinances,” are nothing more than 
“commercial instruments,” with which to raise “REVENUE,” as in “instruments” 
designed, specifically, to tax the “the People,” without full disclosure, and without 
providing “Constitutionally- required” Representation?”  It is for thes reasons, “Statutes,” 
“Codes,” “Regulations,” and “Ordinances,” do NOT qualify as LAW!  Yes? or No? 



     A).  “The common law is the real law, the Supreme Law of the land, the code, rules, 
regulations, policy and statutes are “not the law”, [Self v. Rhay, 61 Wn (2d) 261]. Yes? 
or No?  

27).  Would you agree, that, “anyone prescribing, giving, taking, signing, or filing, 
“Oaths,” such as the one David A. Bottger signed when he took “office,” was described 
as a “crime” by the 1803 US Supreme Court, the ONLY legitimate “Court of Record” 
EVER to exist in the uNited States?  Yes? or No? [See attached “Marbury v. Madison”]  
Yes? or No?

28).  Are you aware, that, Peter G. Hautzinger, and Dan Hotsenpiller, were “elected” to 
an “alleged” “government office” in the State of Colorado, and in the United States?  
Yes? or No?

29).  Are you aware, that, as a “foreign agent of a foreign principle,” whether 
“Registered,” or NOT, Peter G. Hautzinger, and Dan Hotsenpiller are prohibited, by 
LAW, from running for, or holding “elected public office?”  Yes? or No? [See attached 
Title #22]

30).  Are you aware, that, running for, or holding “elected, or appointed public office” as 
a “foreign agent of a foreign principle,” is an “act” of Sedition, and an “act” of Treason, 
against the Constitution of Colorado, against the Constitution of the uNited States, and 
against “the People?”  Yes? or No?

31).  Are you familiar with United States Code Title #18, Article #2, having to do with 
“Principals?”  Yes? or No?

32).  Are you familiar with United States Code Title #18, Article #3, having to do with 
being an “Accessory after the Fact?”  Yes? or No?

33).  Are you familiar with United States Code Title #18, Article #4, having to do with 
“Misprison of Felony?”  Yes? or No?

34).  Peter G. Hautzingerʼs “Oath of Office” has several signatures attesting to his taking 
his “Oath.”  Is this correct?  Yes? or No?

35).  Peter G. Hautzinger took his latest “Oath of Office” before “Chief Judge,” David A. 
Bottger, in a “court of law,” did he NOT?  Does this “written admission in a court of law,” 
meet the qualifications & criteria of a “confession,” as defined under “Acts of 
Treason?”  Yes? or No?

36).  Are you familiar with United States Code Title #18, Article #371, which deals with 
“Conspiracy to commit offense or to defraud the United States?”  Yes? or No?



37).  Are you familiar with United States Code Title #18, Article #912, which deals with 
“Whoever falsely assumes or pretends to be an officer or employee acting under the 
authority of the United States or any department, agency, or officer thereof?”  Yes? or 
No?

38).  Are you familiar with United States Code Title #18, Article #1001, regarding 
“False Statements, Writings, and Representations?”  Yes? or No?

39).  Are you familiar with United States Code Title #18, Article #1016, dealing with 
the “Acknowledgment of Appearance or Oath,” which states;

     “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?”

Yes? or No?

40).  Would you be familiar with United States Code Title #18, Article #1031, which 
deals with “Major fraud against the United States?”  Yes? or No?

41).  Would you be familiar with United States Code Title #18, Article #225, which 
deals with “Continuing Financial Crimes?”  Yes? or No?

42).  Are you Knowingly, Intentionally, or Negligently, engaged in financially aiding, 
abetting, comforting, or supporting Peter G. Hautzinger, David A. Bottger, Daniel 
Hotsenpiller, Robert J. Hill, or others, in the commission of the aformentioned criminal 
offenses described in the United States Codes?  Yes? or No?

43).  In your role as an “Elected” County Commissioner(s), have you been advised, 
instructed, or influenced, by Robert J. Hill, Esquire, to use any law, practice, rule, 
statute, code, ordinance, or other “Colors of Law,” to employ, or execute, any of your 
decisions as a County Commissioner?”  Yes? or No?

44).  Are you operating in “full compliance” with the LAWS of Colorado, and the United 
Stateʼs Constitutions?  Yes? or No?



45).  Are you operating in “full compliance” with your own County corporate policies, 
procedures, bylaws, and “Rules of Ethical Conduct?”  Yes? or No?

46).  Do you agree with any of the following statements.  Please bear in mind, that, 
“Ignoring,” or “Ignorance of the LAW,” is NO excuse!  This is why there can be NO 
“Judicial Immunity,” or “Government Immunity,” from liability, or prosecution, and why 
there can be NO “Statutory Limitations” on Fraud! 

     A).  “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.”  Yes? 
or No?

     B).  “The enumeration in the Constitution, of certain rights, shall not be construed 
to deny or disparage others retained by the people.”  Yes? or No?

     C).  “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.”  
Yes? or No?

     D).  “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.”  Yes? or No?

     E).  "The owners who control the American BAR Association are a private 
corporation whose headquarters are located in England. BAR stands for British 
Accredited Registry. Attorneys at law are given the title of 'Esquire' through the 
BAR, a title meaning 'Shield Bearer'; they carry this shield for the “Crown of the 
City of London.”  Yes? or No? [See attached]

     F).  "If any citizen of the United States shall accept, claim, receive or retain any title of 
nobility or honour, or shall, without the consent of (the People) Congress, accept and retain any 
present, pension, office or emolument of any kind whatever, from any emperor, king, prince or 
foreign power, such person shall cease to be a citizen of the United States, and shall be 
incapable of holding any office of trust or profit under them, or either of them."  Yes? or No? 
[See attached “Original XIII Amendment”] 

     G).  USC 18 §2382 - Misprision of treason; “Whoever (BE’ing an “individual”) 
having knowledge of treason, conceals and does not make known the same to some 
judge is guilty of treason for contempt against the sovereign and shall be fined under 
this title or imprisoned not more than seven years, or both.”  Yes? or No?

     H).  USC 18 §201 BRIBERY - “of any public official directly or indirectly gives, offers, 
or promises anything of value to any person to influence any official act.”  Yes? or No?



     I).  USC 18 §241; CONSPIRACY AGAINST RIGHTS: “If two or more persons 
conspire to injure, oppress, threaten, or intimidate any person in any State in the free 
exercise or enjoyment of any right they shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not 
more than ten years, or both.”  Yes? or No?

     J).  USC 18 §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 the deprivation of any rights shall be fined 
under this title or imprisoned not more than one year, or both;”  Yes? or No?

     K).  USC 18 §2071: “Whoever willfully and unlawfully conceals, removes, mutilates, 
obliterates, or destroys, or attempts to do so, documents filed or deposited with any 
clerk or officer of any court, shall be fined or imprisoned not more than three years, or 
both.”  Yes? or No?

     L).  USC 42 §1986 - ACTION FOR NEGLECT TO PREVENT:
     “Every person who, having knowledge that any of the wrongs conspired to be done 
or are about to be committed, and having power to prevent or aid in preventing the 
commission of the same, neglects or refuses so to do, if such wrongful act be 
committed, shall be liable to the party injured.”  Yes? or No?

     M).  “that every right, when withheld, must have a remedy, and every injury its proper 
redress." [5 U.S. 137, Marbury v. Madison].  Yes? or No?

     N).  "[Rights] are not annexed to us by parchments and seals. They are created in us 
by the decrees of Providence, which establish the laws of our nature. They are born 
with us; exist with us; and cannot be taken from us by any human power, without taking 
our lives. In short, they are founded on the immutable maxims of reason and justice." --
John Dickinson, A Warning to the Colonies (Of the Right to Freedom; and of 
Traitors), 1766?  YES? OR NO?
                            
47).  If Robert J. Hill, Daniel Hotsenpiller, or Peter G. Hautzinger, having engaged in 
conspiracy, confederacy, sedition, treason, criminal impersonation, criminal 
misrepresentation, criminal mischief, human trafficking, slavery, personage, barratry, 
money laundering, extortion, embezzlement, racketeering, and antitrust, with his fellow 
“foreign agents of a foreign principle,” as in the “judges” of the 21st Judicial District, 
and the 7th Judicial District, to commit multiple criminal acts of fraud against the 
Claimant, and these “judges” have, ALL, prescribed, given, taken, swore, signed, and 
filed, criminal “Oaths,” as described under Marbury v. Madison, Robert J. Hill, Daniel 
Hotsenpiller, Peter G. Hautzinger, NOT operating with criminal malice & malfeasance, 
along with these “judges?”  Yes? or No?

     A).  "Since the constitution is intended for the observance of the judiciary as well as 
other departments of government and the judges are sworn to support its provisions, 
the courts are not at liberty to overlook or disregard its commands or counteract 



evasions thereof, it is their duty in authorized proceedings to give full effect to the 
existing constitution and to obey all constitutional provisions irrespective of their opinion 
as to the wisdom or the desirability of such provisions and irrespective of the 
consequences, thus it is said that the courts should be in our alert to enforce the 
provisions of the United States Constitution and guard against their infringement by 
legislative fiat or otherwise in accordance with these basic principles, the rule is fixed 
that the duty in the proper case to declare a law unconstitutional cannot be declined and 
must be performed in accordance with the delivered judgment of the tribunal before 
which the validity of the enactment it is directly drawn into question. If the Constitution 
prescribes one rule and the statute the another in a different rule, it is the duty of the 
courts to declare that the Constitution and not the statute governs in cases before them 
for judgment.” [16Am Jur 2d., Sec. 155:,]  Yes? or No?

48).  Is the purpose of attaching & securitizing a “Fidelity/Performance/Surety Bond” to 
your “Oath of Office,” and/or that of Robert J. Hill, Daniel Hotsenpiller, and Peter G. 
Hautzinger, to provide remedy & relief to anyone who has been “injured” by your 
malfeasance, infidelities, misconduct, or other criminal acts?  Yes? or No?

49).  Is the purpose of attaching & securitizing a “Fidelity/Performance/Surety Bond” to 
your Oath of Office” to provide indemnity, immunity, or protection for you against liability, 
claim, prosecution, fine, or penalty, by “the People,” a “Third Party Creditor,” or an 
“Injured Party?”  Yes? or No?

50).  The $5,000.00 (Five Thousand Dollars) “surety,” for Peter G. Hautzinger was 
paid by the “Obligee,” Mesa County.  Correct?  Yes? or No?

51).  Are Mesa County, and Montrose County, known as a “government agencies?”  
Yes? or No?

52).  Was this $5,000.00 “surety” (“premium”) for Peter G. Hautzinger appropriated 
from the “Mesa County Treasury?”  Yes? or No?

53).  Have the taxpayers of Montrose County, or Mesa County EVER given “full-
disclosure” of Peter G. Hautzingerʼs, Daniel Hotsenpillerʼs, or Robert J. Hillʼs, true status 
as “foreign agents of a foreign principle?”  Yes? or No?

54).  All “Contracts,” and other “Commercial Instruments,” are considered Null & Void, 
when FRAUD, lack of “full-disclosure,” Knowledge, or Consent, by either party to the 
“Contract” are in clear evidence.  Correct?  Yes? or No?

55).  Do you, as an “elected official,” condone, support, aid, or abet, the commerce, or 
transaction, of any “Commercial Instrument” known to have been conceived, invented, 
contrived, or executed in FRAUD?  Yes? or No?

56).  To your Knowledge & Understanding, are there any LAWS, other than “Colors of 
Law,” which would support you, Daniel Hotsenpiller, Peter G. Hautzinger, or Robert J. 



Hill, in the transaction of any “Commercial Instrument” born of FRAUD, lacks “full-
disclosure,” or lacks the Knowledge, or Consent, of all parties involved?  Yes? or No?

57).  Would you agree to Blackʼs Law Dictionaryʼs definition of the following terms;

     A).  “ETHICS;” “Directives based on one's ethics and morality. How one lives with 
others. The foremost concepts and principles of proper human conduct. Socially, it is 
the collective of universal values, treating each human equally, acknowledging human 
and natural rights, obeying the law of land, showing health and safety concerns, 
caring for natural environment . Refer to morality.”  Yes? or No?

     B).  “MORALS;” “Pertaining or relating to the conscience or moral sense or to the 
general principles of right conduct. 2. Cognizable or enforceable only by the conscience 
or by the principles of right conduct, as distinguished from positive law. 3. Depending 
upon or resulting from probability ; raising a belief or conviction in the mind independent 
of strict or logical proof. 4. Involving or affecting the moral sense; as in the phrase 
“moral insanity.”  Yes? or No?

     C).  “LEGISLATIVE;” “Making or giving laws; pertaining to the function of law-
making or to the process of enactment of laws.” See IOvausville v. State, 118 Ind. 
426, 21 N. E. 267, 4 L. R. A. 93.  Yes? or No?

     D).  “POSITIVE LAW;” “Legislature that consists of guidelines, statutes and codes 
which are imposed upon a country. It is dissimilar to natural law.  Yes? or No?

     E).  “JUS NATURALE;” “The natural law, or law of nature; law, or legal 
principles, supposed to be discoverable by the light of nature or abstract reasoning, or 
to be taught by nature to all nations and men alike; or law supposed to govern men 
and peoples in a state of nature, i. e., in advance of organized governments or enacted 
laws. This conceit originated with the philosophical jurists of Rome, and was 
gradually extended until the phrase came to denote a supposed basis or substratum 
common to all systems of positive law, and hence to be found, in greater or less purity, 
in the laws of all nations. And, conversely, they held that if any rule or principle of law 
was observed in common by all peoples with whose systems they were acquainted, it 
must be a part of the jus natu- rale, or derived from it. Thus the phrases "jus naturalc" 
and "jus gentium" came to be used interchangeably. Jus naturale est quod apud 
homines eandem habet potentiam. Natural right is that which has the same force 
among all mankind.” 7 Coke, 12.   Yes? or No?

    
58).  Is the Claimantʼs “TRUE BILL OF EXCHANGE” a LAW-ful form of remedy, relief, 
and recourse, for his “injuries?”  Yes? or No?
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59).  Is it your Intention to employ any “Color of Law” to reject, deny, or dispute, the 
Claimantʼs Rightful & LAW-ful issuance of his “TRUE BILL OF EXCHANGE” as a 
viable & negotiable “Commercial Instrument?”  Yes? No?

60).  Is it your intention to Accept, and Honor, in-full, and as the Truth, the Claimantʼs 
“TRUE BILL OF EXCHANGE,” as presented?  Yes? or No?

61).  Knowing what you now, Know about Peter G. Hautzinger, Daniel Hotsenpiller, Allen 
Chapman, CTSI, One Beacon Insurance, Lexington Insurance Company, AIG 
Insurance, and Robert J. Hill, is the $600,000.000.00 (THIRTY-SIX MILLION 
DOLLARS) adequate, and “just compensation” for the Claimantʼs, and “the Peopleʼs,” 
“injuries,” or should the Claimant amend his “Bill” to state an amount that doubles, or 
even triples, the amount due, based on the Tort-ous nature of Peter G. Hautzingerʼs, 
Daniel Hotsenpillerʼs, Allen Chapmanʼs, CTSIʼs, and Robert J. Hillʼs, criminal acts 
against the Claimant, and “the People?”  Yes? or No?

62).  Do you understand, that, the Claimant, and “the People,” with All Rights 
Reserved, may, without prejudice, invoke & demand additional compensation at any 
time, and for any “just cause,” or necessity?  Yes? No?

63).  Do you understand, that, there are NO courts, or “judges,” any other “officer of the 
court,” who have the Claimantʼs Consent, or jurisdiction, authority, or power, to 
adjudicate, or rule, upon this “Commercial Matter,” or to overturn, diminish, abrogate, 
usurp, or deny, the Claimantʼs Rightful, and properly presented, “TRUE BILL OF 
EXCHANGE?”  Yes? or No?

64).  If so ordered by any LAW-fully authorized State, or Federal Agency, or 
International Authority, to revoke the Countyʼs “Commercial Contract(s)”  with Peter G. 
Hautzinger, Daniel Hotsenpiller, CTSI, Allen Chapman, One Beacon Insurance, 
Lexington Insurance Company, AIG Insurance, or any other “Commercial Contracts” 
Montrose, or Mesa County, has with any BAR member, or any “foreign agent of a 
foreign principle,” are you willing to do so, without obstruction, or delay?  Yes? or No?

65).  As “County Commissioner,” are you a member of the Colorado BAR 
Association?  Yes? or No?

66).  If you are a member of the Colorado BAR Association, and outside of the issue 
of the “Fidelity/Performance/Surety Bonds” carried by CTSI, One Beacon Insurance, 
and other “foreign principles,” are you, in any way, shape, or form, affiliated with Peter 
G. Hautzinger, Daniel Hotsenpiller, Allen Chapman, or Robert J. Hill?  Yes? or No?

67).  Does Mesa County, and/or Montrose County have any “Conflict of Interest” 
policies, procedures, bylaws, or rules of conduct, which would prevent, or prohibit, Peter 
G. Hautzinger, Daniel Hotsenpiller, or Robert J. Hill, as fellow members of the BAR, 
from running for, or holding “public office?”  Yes? or No?



68).  If you are a member of the Colorado BAR Association, have you fully disclosed 
your membership & professional affiliation with the International BAR Association, 
and your status as a “foreign agent for a foreign principle,” to your employer, a.k.a. 
“Montrose County Government,” or “Mesa County Government?”  Yes? or No?

69).  If you are a member of the Colorado BAR Association, are you “Registered” with 
the Colorado Secretary of State, or the US Secretary of State, as a “foreign agent of 
a foreign principle?”  Yes? or No?

70).  Under USC Title #22, “Foreign Relations & Intercourse,” are you aware, that, if 
you are a “practitioner of the law,” as in an “attorney,” or “member of the B.A.R.,” you 
are prohibited from representing anyone, or any entity, outside of the “foreign entity,” of 
which you are a member?  Yes? or No? [See Attached Title #22, Section #G]

71).  Have any of the answers you have given, thus far, been conceived, or rendered 
with any intent to evade, or defraud, the Claimant of any of his Reserved Rights?  Yes? 
or No?

72).  Have you EVER authorized, or honored, any Claim made against any individual 
criminally impersonating a “government agent,” or “elected public official” or a “foreign 
agent of a foreign principle?”  Yes? or No?

73).  Have you advised, forwarded, informed, discussed, or confered, the matters of this 
Claim, or matters leading up to this Claim, with the Federal Securities & Exchange 
Commission, the Internal Revenue Service, Colorado Bureau of Investigations, or 
the Federal Bureau of Investigations?  Yes? or No?

74).  If NOT, do you have plans of doing so?  Yes? or No?

75).  Would you agree with the following quote from the 1803 US Supreme Courtʼs 
ruling over Marbury v. Madison, where it was, so eloquentely stated, that our 
“Government” does, in fact, have the cause, necessity, and the capacity for 
“Constitutional courts-of-record,” BUT; this ruling, as in (i)ts “written admission,” does 
NOT recognize the “Judiciary,” other than to identify the “Judiciary” as “foreign agents of 
a foreign principle,” and that, “the constitution,” as in “the Peopleʼs Government,” and 
“the Peopleʼs Constitution,” are NOT open to “foreign agents, or their principles,” and to 
“Presume” otherwise, “is a solemn mockery, and any attempt to do so, would be 
“equally a Crime!”

     “From these and many other selections which might be made, it is apparent, 
that the framers of the consti- [5 U.S. 137, 180]   tution contemplated that 
instrument as a rule for the government of courts, as well as of the 
legislature.



Why otherwise does it direct the judges to take an oath to support it? 
This oath certainly applies, in an especial manner, to their conduct in their 
official character. How immoral to impose it on them, if they were to be used as 
the instruments, and the knowing instruments, for violating what they swear 
to support!

The oath of office, too, imposed by the legislature, is completely demonstrative 
of the legislative opinion on this subject. It is in these words: 'I do solemnly 
swear that I will administer justice without respect to persons, and 
do equal right to the poor and to the rich; and that I will faithfully 
and impartially discharge all the duties incumbent on me as 
according to the best of my abilities and understanding, agreeably 
to the constitution and laws of the United States.'

Why does a judge swear to discharge his duties agreeably to the constitution of 
the United States, if that constitution forms no rule for his government? if it is 
closed upon him and cannot be inspected by him.

If such be the real state of things, this is worse than solemn mockery. To 
prescribe, or to take this oath, becomes equally a crime.

It is also not entirely unworthy of observation, that in declaring what shall be 
the supreme law of the land, the constitution itself is first mentioned; and 
not the laws of the United States generally, but those only which shall be made 
in pursuance of the constitution, have that rank.

Thus, the particular phraseology of the constitution of the United States 
confirms and strengthens the principle, supposed to be essential to all 
written constitutions, that a law repugnant to the constitution is 
void, and that courts, as well as other departments, are bound by 
that instrument.  The rule must be discharged.”   YES? OR NO?

76).  Do you, acting as a “County Commissioner,” consider yourself a “Moral & 
Ethical” individual?  Yes? or No?

77).  In your opinion, do you think Peter G. Hautzinger, Daniel Hotsenpiller, Robert J. 
Hill, or Allen Chapman, are “Moral & Ethical” individuals?  Yes? or No?

78).  Would it be your opinion, that, “the People,” as in Beʼing the “men & women on the 
Land” of Mesa County, and Montrose County, consider themselves “Moral & Ethical” 
individuals?  Yes? or No?

79).  Are “the People,” as in the Sovereign Authority over you as their “elected public 
official,” entitled to, and deserving of, your Trust?  Yes? or No?



80).  Do you realize, that, you are required, under LAW, to respond to each & every 
point raised, herein, by the Claimant, and that, if you have answered “No” to any 
question, you are required to explain, in-writing, your answer in detail?  Yes? or No?

81).  Do you, also, understand, that failure by you, Robert J. Hill, Peter G. Hautzinger, 
Daniel Hotsenpiller, Allen Chapman, the “Obligee,” as in Montrose, or Mesa County 
Governments, or CTSI, One Beacon Insurance, or Lexington Insurance Company, or 
AIG Insurance Company, to answer, in “Good Faith,” and “Honesty,” each & every point 
raised & every question asked, that you, will be, individually & collectively, in “Breach of 
Contract,” and in “Breach of Trust,” which will place you in “Commercial Default of 
$600,000.000.00, plus late fees & penalties?”  Yes? or No?

I thank you, ahead of time, for your required “point-by-point” rebuttal, and I look forward 
to your response(s).

X___________________________________ Date:______/______/_______
Gary Ellis; Montrose County Board of Commissioners

X___________________________________ Date:______/______/_______
David White; Montrose County Board of Commissioners

X___________________________________ Date:______/______/_______
Ronald Henderson; Montrose County Board of Commissioners

X___________________________________ Date:______/______/_______
John Justman; Mesa County Board of Commissioners

X___________________________________ Date:______/______/_______
Steven Acquafresca; Mesa County Board of Commissioners

X___________________________________ Date:______/______/_______
Rose Pugliese; Mesa County Board of Commissioners

X___________________________________ Date:______/______/_______
" Allen Chapman; CTSI Executive

X___________________________________ Date:______/______/_______
" One Beacon Insurance Executive

Private Patent & Estate of steven duane curry; “House of Curry”
steven duane curry; “juris privati”
All Rights Reserved-status quo ante bellum    


