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Def endant s

Trial By Jury Dermand Herein

Complaint of Civil Rights Violations pursuant to Title 42 §81986,
1985, 1983

Crimnal Conplaint pursuant to Title 18 88 241, 242, 872, 1001,
1621 & 1622

Comes now the Plaintiff, Steve Douglas, Gartin who is of proper age, of
sound mnd, tells the truth and has first hand know edge of events and
actions contained herein, without an attorney and in full possession of
all inalienable rights and states:



PARTI ES:

18'" Judicial District
100 Jefferson County Par kway
Col den, Col orado 80401

Charles T. Hoppin

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Charles T. Hoppin, was
enpl oyed as a Sworn Judicial Oficer
with the Jefferson County District
Courts. Defendant had know edge t hat
the deprivations were in progress,
conspired in and had the power and
the duty to prevent or correct the

i ntentional deprivation of
Plaintiffs” Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danages. At all pertinent
times herein, Charles T. Hoppin was
operating under color of lawwthin
t he scope of his enpl oynent.

Gol den Muni ci pal Court
911 10th Street
Col den, Col orado 80401

Ronald L. Mller

At all pertinent tinmes herein,
Defendant, Ronald L. MIler, was
enpl oyed as a Sworn Judicial Oficer
with the Gol den Municipal Court.

Def endant had know edge that the
deprivations were in progress,
conspired in and had the power and
the duty to prevent or correct the
intentional deprivation of
Plaintiffs” Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
gri evous danages. . At all pertinent
times herein, Ronald L. Mller, was
operating under color of lawwthin
t he scope of his enpl oynent.

18'" Judicial District
100 Jefferson County Parkway
Col den, Col orado 80401

Janmes Deml ow

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, James C. Demrl ow, was

enpl oyed as a Sworn Judicial Oficer
with the 18" Judicial District.

Def endant had know edge that the
deprivations were in progress,

conspired in and had the power and
the duty to prevent or correct the

i ntentional deprivation of
Plaintiffs” Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danmages. At all pertinent
times herein, James C. Denl ow was
operating under color of lawwthin
t he scope of his enpl oynent.

Roy d sen

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Roy O sen, was enpl oyed as
a Sworn Judicial Oficer with the
18'" Judicial District. Defendant
had know edge that the deprivations
were in progress, conspired in and
had the power and the duty to prevent
or correct the intentiona

depr ivation of Plaintiffs’
Constitutionally guaranteed R ghts,
causing Plaintiff grievous damages.
At all pertinent tinmes herein, Roy

A sen was operating under col or of
law wi thin the scope of his

enpl oynent .

Henry N eto

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Henry N eto, was enpl oyed
as a Sworn Judicial Oficer with the
18'" Judicial District. Defendant
had know edge that the deprivations
were in progress, conspired in and
had the power and the duty to prevent
or correct the intentiona
deprivat ion of Plaintiffs’
Constitutionally guaranteed R ghts,
causing Plaintiff grievous damages.
At all pertinent times herein, Henry
Ni eto was operating under col or of
law wi thin the scope of his

enpl oynent .

Marilyn E. Leonard

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Marilyn Leonard, was

enpl oyed as a Sworn Judicial Oficer
with the 18" Judicial District.

Def endant had know edge that the
deprivations were in progress,
conspired in and had the power and
the duty to prevent or correct the

i ntentional deprivation of



Plaintiffs” Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous damages. At all pertinent
times herein, Marilyn Leonard was
operating under color of law within
t he scope of her enploynent.

Dorothy dine

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Dorothy dine, was

enpl oyed as a court clerk for the
18'" Judicial District. Defendant
had know edge that the deprivations
were in progress, conspired in and
had the power and the duty to prevent
or correct the intentiona
deprivation of Plaintiffs’
Constitutionally guaranteed R ghts,
causing Plaintiff grievous damages.
At all pertinent tinmes herein,
Dorothy Cine was operating within
t he scope of her enpl oynent.

Gol den Muni ci pal Court
911 10th Street
Col den, Col orado 80401

Ronald L. Mller

At all pertinent tinmes herein,
Defendant, Ronald L. MIler, was
enpl oyed as a Sworn Judicial Oficer
with the Gol den Municipal Court.

Def endant had know edge that the
deprivations were in progress,
conspired in and had the power and
the duty to prevent or correct the
intentional deprivation of
Plaintiffs” Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
gri evous damages. At all pertinent
times herein, Ronald L. MIller was
operating under color of lawwthin
t he scope of his enpl oynent.

Karsh & Fulton, P.C

Cherry Tower O fice Building- Suite
710

950 South Cherry Street

Denver, Col orado 80222-2665

Antonio Troy Ciccarell

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Antonio Troy Ciccarelli,
was enpl oyed as an Attorney at Law
with Karsh & Fulton, P.C. Defendant

had know edge that the deprivations
were in progress, conspired in and
had the power and the duty to prevent
or correct the intentiona
deprivation of Plaintiffs’
Constitutionally guaranteed R ghts,
causing Plaintiff grievous damages.
At all pertinent tinmes herein,
Antonio Troy Ciccarelli was operating
under color of law within the scope
of his enpl oynent.

J. Terry Wggins

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, J. Terry Wggi ns, was
enpl oyed as an Attorney at Law with
Karsh & Fulton, P.C. Defendant had
know edge that the deprivations were
in progress, conspired in and had the
power and the duty to prevent or
correct the intentional deprivation
of Plaintiffs’ Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danmages. At all pertinent
tinmes herein, J. Terry Wggins was
operating under color of lawwthin
t he scope of his enpl oynent.

Al an Karsh

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Al an Karsh, was enpl oyed
as an Attorney at Law with Karsh &
Ful ton, P.C. Defendant had know edge
that the deprivations were in
progress, conspired in and had the
power and the duty to prevent or
correct the intentional deprivation
of Plaintiffs’ Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danages. At all pertinent
times herein, Al an Karsh was
operating under color of lawwthin
t he scope of his enpl oynent.

Larry Fulton

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Larry Fulton, was enpl oyed
as an Attorney at Law with Karsh &
Ful ton, P.C. Defendant had know edge
that the deprivations were in
progress, conspired in and had the
power and the duty to prevent or
correct the intentional deprivation
of Plaintiffs’ Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff



gri evous damages. At all pertinent
times herein, Larry Fulton was
operating under color of law within
t he scope of his enpl oynent

Seynour Joseph

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Seynmour Joseph, was

enpl oyed as an Attorney at Law with
Karsh & Fulton, P.C. Defendant had
know edge that the deprivations were
in progress, conspired in and had the
power and the duty to prevent or
correct the intentional deprivation
of Plaintiffs’ Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danages. At all pertinent
ti mes herein, Seynour Joseph was
operating under color of lawwthin
t he scope of his enpl oynent.

Fred Al exander Gabler Jr.

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Fred Al exander Gabler Jr.
was enpl oyed as an Attorney at Law
with Karsh & Fulton, P.C. Defendant
had know edge that the deprivations
were in progress, conspired in and
had the power and the duty to prevent
or correct the intentiona
deprivation of Plaintiffs’
Constitutionally guaranteed R ghts,
causing Plaintiff grievous damages.
At all pertinent tinmes herein, Fred
Al exander Gabler Jr. was operating
under color of law within the scope
of his enpl oynent.

Cty Attorneys Ofice

Cty of Golden, Incorporated
911 10th Street

CGol den, Col orado 80401

W liam Hayash

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, W I Iliam Hayashi, was
enpl oyed as Cty Attorney of Col den
Col orado. Defendant had know edge
that the deprivations were in
progress, conspired in and had the
power and the duty to prevent or
correct the intentional deprivation
of Plaintiffs’ Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff

gri evous damages. At all pertinent
times herein, WIIiam Hayashi was
operating under color of law within
the scope of his enploynent.

Ofice of the Attorney Genera
( Col or ado)

1525 Sherman St

Denver, Col orado 80203

Mauri ce Knai zer

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Maurice Knaizer, was

enpl oyed as an Attorney at Law with
the Colorado State Attorney Generals’
Ofice. Defendant had know edge that
the deprivations were in progress,
conspired in and had the power and
the duty to prevent or correct the

i ntentional deprivation of
Plaintiffs” Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danmages. At all pertinent
times herein, Maurice Knaizer was
operating under color of lawwthin

t he scope of his enpl oynent.

Col orado Suprene Court Gievance
Commi ttee

600 Seventeenth Street

Suite 510

Denver, Col orado 80202-5435

Lynda Donnel |y

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Lynda Donnel ly, was

enpl oyed as an Attorney at Law with
the Col orado State Suprene Court
Gievance Committee. Defendant had
know edge that the deprivations were
in progress, conspired in and had the
power and the duty to prevent or
correct the intentional deprivation
of Plaintiffs’ Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danmages. At all pertinent
times herein, Lynda Donnelly was
operating under color of lawwthin
t he scope of her enpl oynent.

Janes Hol | anay

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Janes Hol | away, was

enpl oyed as an Attorney at Law with
the Col orado State Suprene Court
Gievance Committee . Defendant had



know edge that the deprivations were

in progress, conspired in and had the

power and the duty to prevent or
correct the intentional deprivation
of Plaintiffs” Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danmages. At all pertinent
ti mes herein, Janes Hol | anay was
operating under color of lawwthin
t he scope of his enpl oynent.

U S West, | ncorporated

7800 East Orchard Road- Suite 190
Post O fice Box 6508

Engl ewood, Col orado 80155- 6508

El i zabet h Ki ovsky.

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Elizabeth |I. Kiovsky, was
enpl oyed as Senior Attorney at Law
with the US Wst, |ncorporated.

Def endant had know edge that the
deprivations were in progress,
conspired in and had the power and
the duty to prevent or correct the
intentional deprivation of
Plaintiffs” Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danages. At all pertinent
times herein, Elizabeth I. Kiovsky
was operating under color of |aw
within the scope of her enpl oynent.

18'" Judicial District. Attorneys’
Ofice

500 Jef ferson County Par kway

CGol den, Col orado 80401- 6020

Geor ge Brauchl er.

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, George Brauchl er, was
enpl oyed as Deputy District Attorney
with the Jefferson County District
Attorneys Ofice. Defendant had
know edge that the deprivations were

in progress, conspired in and had the

power and the duty to prevent or
correct the intentional deprivation
of Plaintiffs’ Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danages. At all pertinent
times herein, George Brauchler was
operating under color of lawwthin
t he scope of his enpl oynent.

David J. Thomas

At all pertinent times herein,

Def endant, David J. Thonas, was

enpl oyed as Jefferson County District
Attorney, Jefferson County District
Attorneys Ofice. Defendant had
know edge that the deprivations were
in progress, conspired in and had the
power and the duty to prevent or
correct the intentional deprivation
of Plaintiffs’ Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danages. At all pertinent
times herein, David J. Thonas, was
operating under color of lawwthin

t he scope of his enpl oynent.

Ted Maclinberg (sic).

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Ted Maclinberg (sic) was
enpl oyed as Jefferson County Deputy
District Attorney, Jefferson County
District Attorneys O fice. Defendant
had know edge that the deprivations
were in progress, conspired in and
had the power and the duty to prevent
or correct the intentiona
deprivation of Plaintiffs’
Constitutionally guaranteed R ghts,
causing Plaintiff grievous damages.
At all pertinent tinmes herein, Ted
Macl i nberg (sic) was operating under
color of lawwithin the scope of his
enpl oynent .

Arapahoe County District Attorneys
Ofice

7305 Sout h Pot onac

Engl ewood, Col orado

Janmes Peters.

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Janes Peters was enpl oyed
as Arapahoe County Deputy District
Attorney, Arapahoe County District
Attorneys Ofice. Defendant had
know edge that the deprivations were
in progress, conspired in and had the
power and the duty to prevent or
correct the intentional deprivation
of Plaintiffs’ Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danmages. At all pertinent
times herein, Janmes Peters was
operating under color of lawwthin



t he scope of his enploynent.

Darren Voss.

At all pertinent times herein,

Def endant, Darren Voss was enpl oyed
as Arapahoe County Deputy District
Attorney, Arapahoe County District
Attorneys Ofice. Defendant had
know edge that the deprivations were
in progress, conspired in and had the
power and the duty to prevent or
correct the intentional deprivation
of Plaintiffs’ Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous damages. At all pertinent
times herein, Darren Voss was
operating under color of lawwthin
t he scope of his enpl oynent.

Ofice of the Attorney Genera

( Col or ado)

1525 Sherman St

Denver, Col orado 80203

Gal e Norton

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Gale Norton, was enpl oyed
as an Attorney at Law with the
Colorado State Attorney Generals”
Ofice. Defendant had know edge that
the deprivations were in progress,
conspired in and had the power and
the duty to prevent or correct the
intentional deprivation of
Plaintiffs” Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danages. At all pertinent
times herein, Gale Norton was
operating under color of lawwthin
t he scope of her enpl oynent.

United States Attorneys Ofice

1961 Stout St., Suite. 1200

Denver, CO 80294

W I Iliam Pharo

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, WIIiam Pharo, was

enpl oyed as an Attorney at Law with
the U.S. Attorneys’ Office.

Def endant had know edge that the
deprivations were in progress,
conspired in and had the power and
the duty to prevent or correct the
i ntentional deprivation of
Plaintiffs” Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff

gri evous damages. At all pertinent
times herein, WIIliam Pharo was
operating under color of law within
the scope of his enploynent.

Jefferson County Sheriff

Jefferson County Sheriffs Departnent,
| ncor por at ed

200 Jefferson County Parkway- Suite
200

Gol den, Col orado, 80401

Arapahoe County Sheriff

Arapahoe County Sheriffs Departnent
5686 South Court Pl ace

Littl eton, Col orado 80203

Cty of Colden, Incorporated
911 10th Street
Gol den, Col orado 80401

Cty of Littleton
225 West Berry Avenue
Littleton, Col orado

Cty of Aurora
1470 Sout h Havana
Aur ora, Col orado

Cty of Geenwood Vill age

Cty Hall 6060 South Quebec Street
G eenwood Village, Colorado 80111-
4591

U S West, | ncorporated

7800 East Orchard Road- Suite 190
Post O fice Box 6508

Engl ewood, Col orado 80155- 6508

M ssouri Synod Lut heran Church
| ncor por at ed

Qui gl ey & Bruce

Neal A Quigley

1010 Cherry Tower

950 South Cherry Street

Denver, Col orado 80222

Bet hl ehem Lut her an, |nc.

O fice Space Saving Concepts,
| ncor por at ed

10060 West Grand Avenue

Littl eton, Col orado 80137



STATE OF COLORADO
State Capitol Bldg
Denver, Col orado

Spyder co, | ncorporated
Louis S. d esser

P. O Box 800

4565 North Hi ghway 93
Gol den, CO 80403

Spyderco, Inc. Louis S. d esser

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Louis S. d esser, was
enpl oyed as Omner of Spyderco,

I ncorporated. Defendant had

know edge that the deprivations were
in progress, conspired in and had the
power and the duty to prevent or
correct the intentional deprivation
of Plaintiffs’ Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danages. At all pertinent
times herein, Louis S. G esser was
operating within the scope of his
enpl oynent .

44] Jefferson County Board of
Conmi ssi oners

100 Jefferson County Parkway, Col den
Col or ado

45] Arapahoe County Board of
Conmi ssi oner s

5334 South Prince, Littleton
Col or ado

Karsh & Fulton, P.C

Cherry Tower O fice Building- Suite
710

950 Sout h Cherry Street

Denver, Col orado 80222-2665

Fam |y Zehnder
5587 Sout h Urban Street
Littl eton, Col orado 80127

TAMARA A GARTI N.

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Tamara Ann Zehnder
(Gartin), was enployed with the US
West, |ncorporated. Defendant had
know edge that the deprivations were
in progress, conspired in and had the
power and the duty to prevent or
correct the intentional deprivation

of Plaintiffs” Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
gri evous damages. At all pertinent
ti mes herein, Tamara Ann Zehnder
(Gartin) was operating within the
scope of her enpl oynent.

Robert V. Zehnder Estate

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Pastor Robert V. Zehnder
Estate, was enployed as a Senior
Pastor with the Bethl ehem Lut heran
Church & School, | ncorporated.

Def endant had know edge that the
deprivations were in progress,
conspired in and had the power and
the duty to prevent or correct the
i ntentional deprivation of
Plaintiffs” Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danages. At all pertinent
times herein, Pastor Robert V.
Zehnder Estate was operating within
t he scope of his enpl oynent.

Dol ores J. Zehnder

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Dol ores J. Zehnder, was
enpl oyed as a Senior Agent with the
Bet hl ehem Lut heran Church & School

I ncorporated. Defendant had

know edge that the deprivations were
in progress, conspired in and had the
power and the duty to prevent or
correct the intentional deprivation
of Plaintiffs’ Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danmages. At all pertinent
times herein, Defendant, Dolores J.
Zehnder was operating within the
scope of her enpl oynent.

O fice Space Saving Concepts,

| ncor por at ed

10060 West Grand Avenue

Littl eton, Col orado 80137

Ti not hy Zehnder

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Ti nothy Zehnder, was
enpl oyed as owner of the O fice Space
Savi ng Concepts, |ncorporated

Def endant had know edge that the
deprivations were in progress,
conspired in and had the power and
the duty to prevent or correct the



i ntentional deprivation of
Plaintiffs” Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
gri evous damages. At all pertinent
times herein, Tinothy Zehnder was
operating within the scope of his
enpl oynent .

Franci sca Zehnder

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Franci sca Zehnder, was
enpl oyed as a senior manager with the
U S West, I|ncorporated and owner of

O fice Space Saving Concepts,

I ncorporated. Defendant had

know edge that the deprivations were
in progress, conspired in and had the
power and the duty to prevent or
correct the intentional deprivation
of Plaintiffs’ Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danmages. At all pertinent
times herein, Francisca Zehnder was
operating within the scope of her

enpl oynent .

Mar kus Bernard Merritt
16656 East Mansfield Circle
Aur ora, Col orado 80017

Mar kus B. Merritt

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Markus Bernard Merritt,
was enpl oyed as the Legal Director/
Advi sor by the Zehnder Family and by
US West, Inc. Defendant had

know edge that the deprivations were
in progress, conspired in and had the
power and the duty to prevent or
correct the intentional deprivation
of Plaintiffs’ Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danages. At all pertinent
times herein, Markus Bernard Merritt
was operating within the scope of his
enpl oynent .

M ssouri Synod Lut heran Church
| ncor por at ed

Qui gl ey & Bruce

1010 Cherry Tower

950 Sout h Cherry Street

Denver, Col orado 80222

Davi d Langew sch

At all pertinent times herein,

Def endant, David Langew sch, was
enpl oyed as a Pastor with the

M ssouri Synod Lut heran Church

I ncorporated. Defendant had

know edge that the deprivations were
in progress, conspired in and had the
power and the duty to prevent or
correct the intentional deprivation
of Plaintiffs’ Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danages. At all pertinent
times herein, David Langew sch was
operating within the scope of his
enpl oynent .

Pet er Wyodwar d

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Peter Wodward, was

enpl oyed as a Pastor with the

M ssouri Synod Lut heran Church

I ncorporated. Defendant had

know edge that the deprivations were
in progress, conspired in and had the
power and the duty to prevent or
correct the intentional deprivation
of Plaintiffs’ Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danmages. At all pertinent
times herein, Peter Wodward was
operating within the scope of his
enpl oynent .

Chet Shoaf

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Chet Shoaf, was enpl oyed
as a Pastor with the Mssouri Synod
Lut heran Church | ncor porat ed.

Def endant had know edge that the
deprivations were in progress,
conspired in and had the power and
the duty to prevent or correct the
i ntentional deprivation of
Plaintiffs” Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danmages. At all pertinent
times herein, Chet Shoaf was
operating within the scope of his
enpl oynent .

U S West, | ncorporated

7800 East Orchard Road- Suite 190
Post O fice Box 6508

Engl ewood, Col orado 80155- 6508



Ri chard McCor mi ck

At all pertinent times herein,

Def endant, Richard MCornick, was
enpl oyed as an Executive Oficer with
the U S West, I ncorporat ed.

Def endant had know edge that the
deprivati ons were in progress,
conspired in and had the power and
the duty to prevent or correct the

i ntentional deprivation of
Plaintiffs” Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous damages.. At all pertinent
times herein, Richard McCorm ck, was
operating under color of lawwthin
t he scope of his enpl oynent.

Karsh & Fulton, P.C

Cherry Tower O fice Building- Suite
710

950 South Cherry Street

Denver, Col orado 80222-2665

Dani el Manson

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Dani el Manson, was

enpl oyed as a process server with
Karsh & Fulton, P.C Defendant had
know edge that the deprivations were
in progress, conspired in and had the
power and the duty to prevent or
correct the intentional deprivation
of Plaintiffs’ Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danages. At all pertinent
times herein, Daniel Manson was
operating within the scope of his
enpl oynent .

Ernest L. Laseter

1400 Golden Circle #108

CGol den, Col orado 80401

Ernest L. Laseter

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Ernest Lynn Laseter, a
confidential police informant, was
enpl oyed as a consultant and agent
sub-contractor. Defendant had

know edge that the deprivations were
in progress, conspired in and had the
power and the duty to prevent or
correct the intentional deprivation
of Plaintiffs’ Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous damages.. At all pertinent
times herein, Ernest Lynn Laseter was

operating within the scope of his
enpl oynent .

U S West, Incorporated

7800 East Orchard Road- Suite 190
Post O fice Box 6508

Engl ewood, Col orado 80155- 6508

Bill Stevens

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Bill Stevens, enployed as
a Senior Security Agent with the US
West, Incorporated. Defendant had
know edge that the deprivations were
in progress, conspired in and had the
power and the duty to prevent or
correct the intentional deprivation
of Plaintiffs’ Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danages. At all pertinent
times herein, Bill Stevens was
operating within the scope of his
enpl oynent .

G eenwood Vil lage, |ncorporated

Cty Hall, 6060 South Quebec Street
G eenwood Village, Colorado 80111-
4591

Ri ch Waugh

At all pertinent times herein, Rich
VWaugh, was enpl oyed as a Chief of
Police, a sworn | aw enf or cenment
officer for Greenwood Vill age

I ncorporated. Defendant had

know edge that the deprivations were
in progress, conspired in and had the
power and the duty to prevent or
correct the intentional deprivation
of Plaintiffs’ Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danmages. At all pertinent
times herein, R ch Waugh was
operating under color of authority
within the scope of his enpl oynent.

Roy Romer
400 East Ei ghth Avenue
Denver, Col orado

Roy Romer

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Roy Roner, was enpl oyed as
Governor of the state of Col orado, a
Sworn Administrative Oficer with the
state of Col orado. Defendant had
know edge that the deprivations were



in progress in and had the power and
the duty to prevent or correct the

i ntentional deprivation of
Plaintiffs” Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
gri evous damages. At all pertinent

ti mes herein Roy Ronmer was operating
under color of authority within the
scope of his enpl oynent.

Jefferson County Sheriffs Departnent,
| ncor por at ed

200 Jefferson County Parkway- Suite
200

Gol den, Col orado, 80401

Ronal d Beckham

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Ronal d Beckham was

enpl oyed as Jefferson County Sheriff,
a Sworn Law Enforcement Officer with
the Jefferson County Sheriffs
Department, |ncorporated Defendant
had know edge that the deprivations
were in progress, conspired in and
had the power and the duty to prevent
or correct the intentiona
deprivation of Plaintiffs’
Constitutionally guaranteed R ghts,
causing Plaintiff grievous damages.
At all pertinent tinmes herein, Ronald
Beckham was operating under col or of
authority within the scope of his
enpl oynent .

Donal d Estep

At all pertinent times herein,

Def endant, Donal d Estep, was enpl oyed
as a Sworn Law Enforcenent O ficer
with the Jefferson County Sheriffs
Departnment, Incorporated. Defendant
had know edge that the deprivations
were in progress, conspired in and
had the power and the duty to prevent
or correct the intentiona

deprivation of Plaintiffs’
Constitutionally guaranteed R ghts,
causing Plaintiff grievous damages.

At all pertinent tinmes herein, Donald
Estep was operating under col or of
authority within the scope of his
enpl oynent .

Janes D. Johnson
At all pertinent tinmes herein,
Def endant, Janes D. Johnson, was

enpl oyed as a Sworn Law Enf or cenent
Oficer with the Jefferson County
Sheriffs Department, |ncorporated.
Def endant had know edge that the
deprivati ons were in progress,
conspired in and had the power and
the duty to prevent or correct the
i ntentional deprivation of
Plaintiffs” Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danmages. At all pertinent
times herein, James D. Johnson was
operating under color of authority
within the scope of his enpl oynent.

G ant Wi tus.

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Grant M Wi tus, was
enpl oyed as a Sworn Law Enf or cenent
Oficer with the Jefferson County
Sheriffs Departnent, |ncorporated.
Def endant had know edge that the
deprivations were in progress,
conspired in and had the power and
the duty to prevent or correct the
i ntentional deprivation of
Plaintiffs” Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danages. At all pertinent
times herein, Gant M Witus was
operating under color of authority
within the scope of his enpl oynent.

Deputy Martin

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Deputy Martin, was

enpl oyed as a Sworn Law Enf or cenent
Oficer with the Jefferson County
Sheriffs Departnent, |ncorporated.
Def endant had know edge that the
deprivations were in progress,
conspired in and had the power and
the duty to prevent or correct the
intentional deprivation of
Plaintiffs” Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danages. At all pertinent
times herein, Deputy Martin was
operating under color of authority
within the scope of his enpl oynent.

Denni s Beery



At all pertinent times herein,

Def endant, Dennis Beery, was enpl oyed
as a Sworn Law Enforcenent Oficer
with the Jefferson County Sheriffs
Departnent, Incorporated. Defendant
had know edge that the deprivations
were in progress, conspired in and
had the power and the duty to prevent
or correct the intentiona

deprivation of Plaintiffs’
Constitutionally guaranteed R ghts,
causing Plaintiff grievous damages.

At all pertinent times herein, Dennis
Beery, was operating under col or of
authority within the scope of his
enpl oynent .

Allen L. Sinmons

At all pertinent tinmes herein,
Defendant, Allen L. Simmons, was
enpl oyed as a Sworn Law Enf or cenent
Oficer with the Jefferson County
Sheriffs Departnent, |ncorporated.
Def endant had know edge that the
deprivations were in progress,
conspired in and had the power and
the duty to prevent or correct the
intentional deprivation of
Plaintiffs” Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danages. At all pertinent
times herein, Allen L. Simons was
operating under color of authority
within the scope of his enpl oynent.

Li eut enant Manwari ng

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Lieutenant Manwaring, was
enpl oyed as a Sworn Law Enf or cenent
Oficer with the Jefferson County
Sheriffs Departnent, |ncorporated.
Def endant had know edge that the
deprivations were in progress,
conspired in and had the power and
the duty to prevent or correct the
intentional deprivation of
Plaintiffs” Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danmages. At all pertinent
ti mes herein, Lieutenant Manwaring
was operating under col or of
authority within the scope of his
enpl oynent .

Sgt. WIlians

At all pertinent times herein,

Def endant, Sgt. WIIlianms, was

enpl oyed as a Sworn Law Enf or cenent
Oficer with the Jefferson County
Sheriffs Departnent, |ncorporated.
Def endant had know edge that the
deprivations were in progress,
conspired in and had the power and
the duty to prevent or correct the
i ntentional deprivation of
Plaintiffs” Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danmages. At all pertinent
times herein, Sgt. WIlians was
operating under color of authority
within the scope of his enpl oynent.

Kirk G Beaulieu

At all pertinent tinmes herein,
Defendant, Kirk G Beaulieu, was
enpl oyed as a Sworn Law Enf or cenent
Oficer with the Jefferson County
Sheriffs Departnent, |ncorporated.
Def endant had know edge that the
deprivations were in progress,
conspired in and had the power and
the duty to prevent or correct the
i ntentional deprivation of
Plaintiffs” Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danages. At all pertinent
times herein, Kirk G Beaulieu, was
operating under color of authority
within the scope of his enpl oynent.

Barry L. WIIlians

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Barry L. WIllianms, was
enpl oyed as a Sworn Law Enf or cenent
Oficer with the Jefferson County
Sheriffs Departnent, |ncorporated
Def endant had know edge that the
deprivations were in progress,
conspired in and had the power and
the duty to prevent or correct the
intentional deprivation of
Plaintiffs” Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danmages. At all pertinent
times herein, Barry L. WIlians was
operating under color of authority
within the scope of his enpl oynent.

Raynond Fl eer



At all pertinent times herein,

Def endant, Raynond Fl eer, was

enpl oyed as a Sworn Seni or Law
Enforcenent O ficer with the
Jefferson County Sheriffs Departnent,
I ncor porated. Defendant had

know edge that the deprivations were
in progress, conspired in and had the
power and the duty to prevent or
correct the intentional deprivation
of Plaintiffs’ Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danmages. At all pertinent
ti mes herein, Raynond Fl eer was
operating under color of authority
within the scope of his enpl oynent.

Joseph McCQuire

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Joseph McQuire, was

enpl oyed as a Sworn Law Enf or cenent
Oficer with the Jefferson County
Sheriffs Departnent, |ncorporated.
Def endant had know edge that the
deprivations were in progress,
conspired in and had the power and
the duty to prevent or correct the
intentional deprivation of
Plaintiffs” Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danages. At all pertinent
times herein, Joseph McQuire was
operating under color of authority
within the scope of his enpl oynent.

Frank Lastoczy

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Frank Lastoczy, was

enpl oyed as a Sworn Law Enf or cenent
Oficer with the Jefferson County
Sheriffs Departnent, |ncorporated
Def endant had know edge that the
deprivations were in progress,
conspired in and had the power and
the duty to prevent or correct the
intentional deprivation of
Plaintiffs” Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danmages. At all pertinent
times herein, Frank Lastoczy was
operating under color of authority
within the scope of his enpl oynent.

Jack Jackal a

At all pertinent times herein,

Def endant, Jack Jackal a, was enpl oyed
as a Sworn Law Enforcenent Oficer
with the Jefferson County Sheriffs
Departrment, Incorporated. Defendant
had know edge that the deprivations
were in progress, conspired in and
had the power and the duty to prevent
or correct the intentiona
deprivation of Plaintiffs’
Constitutionally guaranteed R ghts,
causing Plaintiff grievous damages.
At all pertinent tinmes herein, Jack
Jackal a was operating under col or of
authority within the scope of his
enpl oynent .

Sgt. Wal cher

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Sgt. Wl cher , was

enpl oyed as a Sworn Law Enf or cenent
Oficer with the Jefferson County
Sheriffs Departnent, |ncorporated.
Def endant had know edge that the
deprivati ons were in progress,
conspired in and had the power and
the duty to prevent or correct the
intentional deprivation of
Plaintiffs” Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous damages.. At all pertinent
times herein, Sgt. Wal cher was
operating under color of authority
within the scope of his enpl oynent.

Lt. Shrader

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Lt. Shrader, was enpl oyed
as a Sworn Law Enforcenent O ficer
with the Jefferson County Sheriffs
Departrment, Incorporated. Defendant
had know edge that the deprivations
were in progress, conspired in and
had the power and the duty to prevent
or correct the intentiona
deprivation of Plaintiffs’
Constitutionally guaranteed R ghts,
causing Plaintiff grievous damages.
At all pertinent times herein, Lt.
Shrader was operating under col or of
authority within the scope of his
enpl oynent .

Randal | West



At all pertinent times herein,

Def endant, Randall West, was enpl oyed
as a Sworn Law Enforcenent Oficer
with the Jefferson County Sheriffs
Departnent, Incorporated. Defendant
had know edge that the deprivations
were in progress, conspired in and
had the power and the duty to prevent
or correct the intentiona
deprivation of Plaintiffs’
Constitutionally guaranteed R ghts,
causing Plaintiff grievous damages.
At all pertinent tinmes herein,
Randal | West was operating under
color of authority within the scope
of his enpl oynent.

Arvada Pol i ce Departnent,
| ncor por at ed

8101 Ral ston Road

Arvada, Col orado 80002

Daryl Hoffman

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Daryl Hof frman, was

enpl oyed as a Sworn Law Enf or cenent
Oficer with the Arvada Police
Departrment, Incorporated. Defendant
had know edge that the deprivations
were in progress, conspired in and
had the power and the duty to prevent
or correct the intentiona
deprivation of Plaintiffs’
Constitutionally guaranteed R ghts,
causing Plaintiff grievous damages.
At all pertinent tinmes herein, Daryl
Hof f man was operating under col or of
authority within the scope of his
enpl oynent .

Mar k Nazaryk

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Mark Nazaryk, was enpl oyed
as a Sworn Law Enforcenent O ficer
with the Arvada Police Departnent,

| ncor por at ed. Def endant had

know edge that the deprivations were
in progress, conspired in and had the
power and the duty to prevent or
correct the intentional deprivation
of Plaintiffs’ Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danages. At all pertinent

ti mes herein, Mark Nazaryk was
operating under color of authority

within the scope of his enpl oynent.

A.J. DeAndrea

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, A J. DeAndrea, was

enpl oyed as a Sworn Law Enf or cenent
Oficer with the Arvada Police
Departrment, Incorporated. Defendant
had know edge that the deprivations
were in progress, conspired in and
had the power and the duty to prevent
or correct the intentiona
deprivation of Plaintiffs’
Constitutionally guaranteed R ghts,
causing Plaintiff grievous damages.
At all pertinent tinmes herein, A J.
DeAndr ea was operating under col or of
authority within the scope of his
enpl oynent .

Gol den Pol i ce Departnent,
| ncor por at ed

911 10th Street

CGol den, Col orado 80401

M chael Mbl er

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, M chael Mdler 1465, was
enpl oyed as a Sworn Law Enf or cenent
Oficer with the Gol den Police
Departnment, Incorporated. Defendant
had know edge that the deprivations
were in progress, conspired in and
had the power and the duty to prevent
or correct the intentiona
deprivation of Plaintiffs’
Constitutionally guaranteed R ghts,
causing Plaintiff grievous damages.

Bill Killpatrick

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Bill Killpatrick, was

enpl oyed as a Sworn Law Enf or cenent
Oficer with the Gol den Police
Department, Incorporated. Defendant
had know edge that the deprivations
were in progress, conspired in and
had the power and the duty to prevent
or correct the intentiona
deprivation of Plaintiffs’
Constitutionally guaranteed R ghts,
causing Plaintiff grievous damages.
At all pertinent times herein, Bil
Killpatrick was operating under col or



of authority within the scope of his
enpl oynent .

Russel | Cook

At all pertinent times herein,

Def endant, Russell Cook, was enpl oyed
as the Chief of Police, a Sworn Law
Enforcenent O ficer with the Col den
Pol i ce Departnent, |ncorporated

Def endant had know edge that the
deprivati ons were in progress,
conspired in and had the power and
the duty to prevent or correct the

i ntentional deprivation of
Plaintiffs” Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danages. At all pertinent
times herein, Russell Cook was
operating under color of authority
within the scope of his enpl oynent.

Dave Farl ey

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Dave Farl ey, was enpl oyed
as a Sworn Law Enforcenent O ficer
with the Gol den Police Departnent,

I ncorporated. Defendant had

know edge that the deprivations were
in progress, conspired in and had the
power and the duty to prevent or
correct the intentional deprivation
of Plaintiffs’ Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danages. At all pertinent
times herein, Dave Farley was
operating under color of authority
within the scope of his enpl oynent.

Robert Tortora

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Robert Tortora, was

enpl oyed as a Sworn Law Enf or cenent
Oficer with the Gol den Police
Departrment, Incorporated. Defendant
had know edge that the deprivations
were in progress, conspired in and
had the power and the duty to prevent
or correct the intentiona
deprivation of Plaintiffs’
Constitutionally guaranteed R ghts,
causing Plaintiff grievous damages.
At all pertinent tinmes herein, Robert
Tortora was operating under col or of

authority within the scope of his
enpl oynent .

G enn More

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, G enn More 1470, was
enpl oyed as a Sworn Law Enf or cenent
Oficer with the Gol den Police
Departrment, Incorporated. Defendant
had know edge that the deprivations
were in progress, conspired in and
had the power and the duty to prevent
or correct the intentiona
deprivation of Plaintiffs’
Constitutionally guaranteed R ghts,
causing Plaintiff grievous damages.
At all pertinent times herein, denn
Moore 1470 was operating under col or
of authority within the scope of his
enpl oynent

Lewi s Shel | enber ger

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Lew s Shel | enberger 2031
was enpl oyed as a Sworn Law
Enforcenent O ficer with the Col den
Pol i ce Departnent, |ncorporated.

Def endant had know edge that the
deprivations were in progress,
conspired in and had the power and
the duty to prevent or correct the
i ntentional deprivation of
Plaintiffs” Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danages. At all pertinent
times herein, Lew s Shellenberger
2031 was operating under col or of
authority within the scope of his
enpl oynent .

Ted Schnack

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Ted Schnack 2011, was
enpl oyed as a Sworn Law Enf or cenent
Oficer with the Golden Police
Departnment, Incorporated. Defendant
had know edge that the deprivations
were in progress, conspired in and
had the power and the duty to prevent
or correct the intentiona
deprivation of Plaintiffs’
Constitutionally guaranteed R ghts,
causing Plaintiff grievous damages.
At all pertinent tinmes herein, Ted
Schnack 2011, was operating under
color of authority within the scope



of his enpl oynment.

M ke Hender shot

At all pertinent times herein,

Def endant, M ke Hendershot, was

enpl oyed as a Sworn Law Enf or cenent
Oficer with the Gol den Police
Departrment, Incorporated. Defendant
had know edge that the deprivations
were in progress, conspired in and
had the power and the duty to prevent
or correct the intentiona
deprivation of Plaintiffs’
Constitutionally guaranteed R ghts,
causing Plaintiff grievous damages.
At all pertinent times herein, Mke
Hender shot was operating under col or
of authority within the scope of his
enpl oynent .

G eenwood Vil lage, |ncorporated
Cty Hall 6060 South Quebec Street
G eenwood Village, Colorado 80111-
4591

Mar k St adt er man

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Mark Stadternan, was

enpl oyed as a Sworn Law Enf or cenent
Oficer for Geenwood Vill age,

I ncorporated. Defendant had

know edge that the deprivations were
in progress, conspired in and had the
power and the duty to prevent or
correct the intentional deprivation
of Plaintiffs’ Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danages. At all pertinent
times herein, Mark Stadternman was
operating under color of authority
within the scope of his enpl oynent.

John Carr

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, John Carr, was enpl oyed as
a Sworn Law Enforcement O ficer for
G eenwood Vil lage, |ncorporated

Def endant had know edge that the
deprivati ons were in progress,
conspired in and had the power and
the duty to prevent or correct the

i ntentional deprivation of
Plaintiffs” Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff

gri evous damages. At all pertinent
times herein, John Carr was operating
under color of authority within the
scope of his enpl oynent.

Jeff Ml queen

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Jeff Ml queen, was

enpl oyed as a Sworn Law Enf or cenent
Oficer for Geenwood Vill age,

I ncorporated. Defendant had

know edge that the deprivations were
in progress, conspired in and had the
power and the duty to prevent or
correct the intentional deprivation
of Plaintiffs’ Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danages. At all pertinent
times herein, Jeff Mil queen was
operating under color of authority
within the scope of his enpl oynent.

Bruce Davis

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Bruce Davis, was enpl oyed
as a Sworn Law Enforcenent O ficer
for Greenwod Village, |ncorporated
Def endant had know edge that the
deprivations were in progress,
conspired in and had the power and
the duty to prevent or correct the
intentional deprivation of
Plaintiffs” Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danages. At all pertinent
times herein, Bruce Davis was
operating under color of authority
within the scope of his enpl oynent.

Ewan Scouse

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Ewan Scouse, was enpl oyed
as a Sworn Law Enforcenent O ficer
for Greenwod Village, |ncorporated
Def endant had know edge that the
deprivations were in progress,
conspired in and had the power and
the duty to prevent or correct the
intentional deprivation of
Plaintiffs” Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danages. At all pertinent
times herein, BEwan Scouse was
operating under color of authority



wi thin the scope of his enpl oynment.

Davi d Fi sher

At all pertinent times herein,

Def endant, David Fisher, was enpl oyed
as a Sworn Law Enforcenent O ficer
for Greenwod Village, |ncorporated
Def endant had know edge that the
deprivations were in progress,
conspired in and had the power and
the duty to prevent or correct the

i ntentional deprivation of
Plaintiffs” Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous damages. At all pertinent
times herein, David Fisher was
operating under color of authority
within the scope of his enpl oynent.

St even Crowel |

At all pertinent times herein Steven
S. Crowell, Jr. was enployed as a
Cty Manager for the city of

G eenwood Village, |ncorporated

Def endant had know edge that the
deprivations were in progress,
conspired in and had the power and
the duty to prevent or correct the
intentional deprivation of
Plaintiffs” Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danages. At all pertinent
times herein, Steven S. Crowel |, Jr.
was operating under col or of
authority within the scope of his
enpl oynent .

Lakewood Pol i ce Depart nent
445 South Allison Parkway
Lakewood, Col orado 80226

M chael Harris

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, M chael Harris, was

enpl oyed as a Sworn Law Enf or cenent
Oficer with the Lakewood Police
Departrent. Defendant had know edge
that the deprivations were in
progress, conspired in and had the
power and the duty to prevent or
correct the intentional deprivation
of Plaintiffs’ Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danages. At all pertinent

times herein, Mchael Harris was
operating under color of authority
within the scope of his enpl oynment.

Susan Hi nes

At all pertinent times herein,

Def endant, Susan Hi nes, was enpl oyed
as a Sworn Law Enforcenent O ficer
with the Lakewood Police Departnent.
Def endant had know edge that the
deprivations were in progress,
conspired in and had the power and
the duty to prevent or correct the

i ntentional deprivation of
Plaintiffs” Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danmages.. At all pertinent
times herein, Susan H nes was
operating under color of authority
within the scope of her enpl oynent.

Mary Sutton

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Mary Sutton, was enpl oyed
as a Sworn Law Enforcenent O ficer
with the Lakewood Police Departnent.
Def endant had know edge that the
deprivations were in progress,
conspired in and had the power and
the duty to prevent or correct the
intentional deprivation of
Plaintiffs” Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danages. At all pertinent
times herein, Mary Sutton was
operating under color of authority
within the scope of her enpl oynent.

Aurora Police Departnent
1470 Sout h Havana
Aurora, Col orado 80012

Pet e Page

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Pete Page, was enpl oyed as
a Sworn Law Enforcement Oficer with
the Aurora Police Departnent.

Def endant had know edge that the
deprivations were in progress,
conspired in and had the power and
the duty to prevent or correct the
intentional deprivation of
Plaintiffs” Constitutionally



guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
gri evous damages. At all pertinent

times herein, Pete Page was operating

under color of authority within the
scope of his enpl oynent.

Arapahoe County Sheriffs Departnent
5686 South Court Pl ace
Littleton, Col orado 80203

Patrick Sullivan

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Patrick Sullivan, was
enpl oyed as Arapahoe County Sheriff,
a Sworn Law Enforcement Officer with
t he Arapahoe County Sheriffs
Department. Defendant had know edge
that the deprivations were in
progress, conspired in and had the
power and the duty to prevent or
correct the intentional deprivation
of Plaintiffs’ Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danages. At all pertinent
times herein, Patrick Sullivan was
operating under color of authority
within the scope of his enpl oynent.

WH. Fields

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, WH. Fields, was enpl oyed
as Arapahoe County Deputy Sheriff, a
Sworn Law Enforcement Officer with

t he Arapahoe County Sheriffs
Department. Defendant had know edge
that the deprivations were in
progress, conspired in and had the
power and the duty to prevent or
correct the intentional deprivation
of Plaintiffs’ Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danmages. At all pertinent
times herein, WH Fields. was
operating under color of authority
within the scope of his enpl oynent.

Vi ncent Landis

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Vincent Landis, was

enpl oyed as Arapahoe County Sheriff,
a Sworn Law Enforcement O ficer with
t he Arapahoe County Sheriffs
Department. Defendant had know edge

that the deprivations were in
progress, conspired in and had the
power and the duty to prevent or
correct the intentional deprivation
of Plaintiffs’ Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danmages. At all pertinent
times herein, Vincent Landis. was
operating under color of authority
within the scope of his enpl oynent.

Et han Fel dman

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Ethan Fel dman, was

enpl oyed as Arapahoe County Sheriff,
a Sworn Law Enforcement Officer with
t he Arapahoe County Sheriffs
Department. Defendant had know edge
that the deprivations were in
progress, conspired in and had the
power and the duty to prevent or
correct the intentional deprivation
of Plaintiffs’ Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danmages. At all pertinent
times herein, Ethan Fel dman was
operating under color of authority
within the scope of his enpl oynent.

Cty of Littleton
Pol i ce Depart nent

225 West Berry Avenue
Littl eton, Col orado

Robert L. Allen

At all pertinent times herein, Robert
L. Allen, was enployed as a sworn | aw
enforcenent officer for Gty of
Littleton, Incorporated. Defendant
had know edge that the deprivations
were in progress, conspired in and
had the power and the duty to prevent
or correct the intentiona
deprivation of Plaintiffs’
Constitutionally guaranteed R ghts,
causing Plaintiff grievous damages.
At all pertinent times herein, Robert
L. Allen was operating under col or of
authority within the scope of his
enpl oynent .

Chi ef of Police, Littleton Police
Depar t ment



At all pertinent times herein, Chief
of Police was enpl oyed as a sworn | aw
enforcenent officer for Gty of

Littl eton, |ncorporated. Defendant
had know edge that the deprivations
were in progress, conspired in and
had the power and the duty to prevent
or correct the intentiona
deprivation of Plaintiffs’
Constitutionally guaranteed R ghts,
causing Plaintiff grievous damages.
At all pertinent tinmes herein, the
Littl eton Chief of Police was
operating under color of authority
within the scope of his enpl oynent.

Dougl as County Sheriffs Departnent
355 South W1 cox Avenue
Castl e Rock, Col orado 80104

Steve Zotos

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Steve Zotos, was enpl oyed
as Dougl as County Sheriff, a Sworn
Law Enforcement Officer with the
Dougl as County Sheriffs Departnent.
Def endant had know edge that the
deprivations were in progress,
conspired in and had the power and
the duty to prevent or correct the
intentional deprivation of
Plaintiffs” Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danages. At all pertinent
times herein, Steve Zotos was
operating under color of authority
within the scope of his enpl oynent.

Robert Wod

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Robert Wyod, was enpl oyed
as Dougl as County Deputy Sheriff, a
Sworn Law Enforcement Officer with

t he Dougl as County Sheriffs
Department. Defendant had know edge
that the deprivations were in
progress, conspired in and had the
power and the duty to prevent or
correct the intentional deprivation
of Plaintiffs’ Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danmages. At all pertinent
times herein, Robert Wod was
operating under color of authority

wi thin the scope of his enpl oynent.

Robert McMahon

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Robert MMahon, was

enpl oyed as Dougl as County Deputy
Sheriff, a Sworn Law Enforcenent
Oficer with the Dougl as County
Sheriffs Departnment. Defendant had
know edge that the deprivations were
in progress, conspired in and had the
power and the duty to prevent or
correct the intentional deprivation
of Plaintiffs’ Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danages. At all pertinent
times herein, Robert McMahon was
operating under color of authority
within the scope of his enpl oynent.

Ki m Castel | ano

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Kim Castellano, was

enpl oyed as Dougl as County Deputy
Sheriff, a Sworn Law Enforcenent
Oficer with the Dougl as County
Sheriffs Departnment. Defendant had
know edge that the deprivations were
in progress, conspired in and had the
power and the duty to prevent or
correct the intentional deprivation
of Plaintiffs’ Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danmages. At all pertinent
times herein, Kim Castellano was
operating under color of authority
within the scope of his enpl oynent.

Cor poral Reese

At all pertinent tinmes herein,

Def endant, Corporal Reese, was

enpl oyed as Dougl as County Sheriff, a
Sworn Law Enforcement Officer with

t he Dougl as County Sheriffs
Department. Defendant had know edge
that the deprivations were in
progress, conspired in and had the
power and the duty to prevent or
correct the intentional deprivation
of Plaintiffs’ Constitutionally
guaranteed Rights, causing Plaintiff
grievous danmages. At all pertinent
times herein, Corporal Reese was



operating under color of authority wi thin the scope of his enpl oynent.



Ex Rel .

Know all men by these presents,

with standing to bring this case, being in possession of all unalienable
rights and protected by the Constitution of the united States and

Col orado state: for the People of the united States of Anmerica, under
the American Flag of Peace, without an attorney, Ex Rel. state:

1. Ex Rel: for the people of the united States defined: "But it is the
manner of enforcement which gives 42 U. S.C A 1983 its unique inportance,
for the enforcenent is placed in the hands of the people."” Each citizen,
"acts as a private attorney general who takes on the mantle of the
sovereign, guarding for all of us the individual liberties enunciated in
the constitution.” Section 1983 represents a bal ancing feature in our
governnmental structure whereby individual citizens are encouraged to
police those who are charged with policing us all

JUDI G AL CAPACITY

2. The Constitution of the united States, U S. C A Article 111, 1
Note 62. A "controversy" in the constitutional sense nust be one that
is appropriate for judicial determ nation, be definite and concrete
touching | egal relations of parties having adverse legal interests, and
be a real and substantial controversy admtting of specific relief

t hrough decree of conclusive character.

3. The Constitution of the united States, US. C A, Aticle IIll, 1
Note 64. Exercise of judicial power under the Constitution depends on
exi stence of case or controversy.

4. The Constitution of the united States, US. C A, Aticle IIll, 1
Note 162. Judicial power of the United States is vested in federal courts
and extends to prosecutions for violations of crimnal |aws of United

St at es.

CONSTI TUTI ONAL COURT

5. The Constitution of the united States, U S.C A, Article IIIl, 1
Note 92. Constitutional Courts. "Constitutional courts" are those
recogni zed and provided for in this section and includes Suprene Court
and inferior courts which Congress may fromtinme to time ordain and
establish under authority conferred thereby.

6. The Constitution of the United States, US. C A, Article IIll, 1
Note 114 "district court of the United States" wi thout nore, neans solely
courts created by Congress under this article and not territorial courts.

CASE LAW



7. The Constitution of the United States, US.C A, Aticle IIll, 2
Note 131 This cl ause enbraces alike civil and crim nal cases arising
under the Constitution and | aw; both are equally wi thin the dom nion of
the judicial powers of the United States, and there is nothing in the
grant to justify an assertion that whatever power may be exerted over a
civil case may not be exerted as fully over a crimnal one.

The following facts establish the rules to be used by the court.
Notice that the Federal rules of Civil Procedure are witten as limts
for litigants in the United States District Court. A so notice that while
those rules are intended for use in |l aw cases, they do not Iimt the
litigant in law to using just those rules. Indeed those rul es cannot
limt the relief of litigants in | aw

8. The Constitution of the United States, U S.C A, Article Il 1 Note
54 Congress possesses the sole right to say what shall be the forns of
proceedi ngs, whether in equity or at |aw Congress possesses the sole
right to say what shall be the forns of proceedings, either in equity or
at law, in the courts of the United States, and in what cases an appeal
shall be all owed or not; Congressional power to prescribe procedure to be
enpl oyed by court created pursuant to this article is limted by the
Constitution and specifically by Anendnent Seven.

9. The Constitution of the United States, U S.C A, Article Il 1
Note 23. The Constitution of the United States and Acts of Congress
recogni ze and establish the distinction between |aw and equity; the
renedies in the courts of the United States are, at common law or in
equity, not according to the practice of state courts, but according to
the principles of cormon | aw and equity, as distinguished and defined in
that country fromwhich we derive our know edge of those principles.

Di stinction between | aw and equity nust be preserved in federal
courts under constitutional provision defining judicial power of United
St at es,

Under the Federal Constitution, the distinction betwen | aw and
equity nust be observed. Though under Rule 2, Federal Rules of G vil
Procedure, 28 U S.C. A all distinction as to form between actions at | aw
and suits in equity have been abolished the difference in substance in
federal judicial power between |law and equity is inbedded in the
constitution and remains unaltered.

RULES

10. P.L. 675 Chapter 445, 54 Stat. 688, (1940) Congress mmkes rules for
court procedure.

11. P.L. 415 Chapter 631, 48 State 1064, (1934) . . . Section 2 The
court may at any tinme unite the general rules prescribed by it for cases
in equity with those in actions at |aw so as to secure one form of civi
action and procedure for both; Provided, however, that in such union of



rules the right of trial by jury as at common | aw and decl ared by the
sevent h anmendnent of the Constitution, shall be preserved to the parties
i nviol ate.

12. Prejudi ce neans: aforejudgenent; bias; partiality; preconceived
opinion. A leaning toward one side of a cause for some reason other than
conviction of its justice. Black's Law Dictionary 6th. Any and all
presunptions and any and all associations in conmon.

CONTROVERSY
13. US.CA, The Constitution of the United States, Article |11, Case
Note 62

SPECI FI C Char ges

14. Defendant Judicial O ficers, each of themand themall, hereinafter
referred to as "Judges," et al, having superior know edge of the |aw and
a high standard of the law as confirned by their oath of office, and
witnessing the fraud commtted by Defendant Officers of the Court,
hereinafter referred to as "Attorneys," when those Attorneys brought

fal se, fraudul ent and unfounded suits against Plaintiff herein, in
conspiracy with private Ctizens, who was not the person naned on the
conpl aint; those Defendant Judges, Attorneys, and Citizens, and all of
themin each and every cause of action herein indicated of this action,
KNOAN NAY caused damages and deprivation and negl ected to correct or
prevent the wongs pursuant to Title 42 U S.C. A, 1986.

15. Def endant Judges, each and every one of themand et al, in court
roons they thensel ves knowi ngly colored with an Executive Flag, pursuant
to Title 4 US.CA 1, Part Il, in a "Federal Agency," 1994 Act to

Reorgani ze the Govt. 63 Statutes at Large, Chapter 288, Sec. 3 (b), the
term " Federal Agency" nmeans any executive agency or establishment in the
| egi sl ative or Judicial branch of governnment, Title 5, p. 739 section
5721.

"Agency" neans (C) a court of the United States; took rights from
Plaintiffs herein, Plaintiff's Rights and Liberty, by neans of illegal
compul si on and oppressive exaction, conpelling judgnments on the
Plaintiff, when Plaintiff was not named on | egal process in cases
enuner at ed above by Col or of Defendant Judge s O fice as Judicial Oficer
in conspiracy with Defendant Attorney 'a office as Oficer of the Court
in the same Bar Associ ation shall be fined not nore than $5, 000 or
i npri soned not nore than three years, or both.

16. Def endant Quasi-Mlitary Troops, hereinafter referred to as “Cops”,
operating in Color of Authority, conferred by Col or of Law, and each and
every one of them above titled - and others yet to be discovered,

knowi ngly and willingly acted in concert and conspiracy w th Defendant
Judges, Attorneys, Legal Assistants, Corporations, and private Ctizens
in behalt of Defendant “Persons” to deprive constitutionally guaranteed



Ri ghts of this Proper Party Injured. These acts were conmitted in high
knowledge of the Law, evidenced by each and every “Cop”’s” Oath of O fice
and by threatened use of dangerous weapons, intimdation, duress, fraud
and mayhem; when each and every one of the above titled Defendant Cop’s
went in disguise upon the H ghways and on the prem ses of another with

t he expressed purpose and intent of depriving Plaintiff of
constitutionally guaranteed rights at Amendnent 1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9,
10, 13, & 14 of the United States Constitution and corresponding Titles
of the Col orado Constitution.

17. Applicable Statutes and Codes

42 U. S.C. A 1986: Defendants each had know edge of the law and did or
w tnessed wongs conmtted in their presence and neglected to correct and
prevent.

42 U.S.C. A 1985: Defendants each acted in Concert under color of |aw
to deprive Constitutionally guaranteed rights.

42 U.S.C. A 1983: Defendants each caused dammges.

The negl ects or actions of each of the Defendants violated Statutes that
bi nd officers under color of authority and under color of |aw

18 U.S.C. A, 241: Conspiracy against Rights

18 U.S.C. A, 242: Deprivation of rights in color of authority
18 U S.C. A, 872: Extortion in color of authority

18 U S.C. A, 1621: Perjury of Cath of Ofice

The Rules of Court show that Defendant's actions granted no jurisdiction
over the Plaintiff in the |ower court case.

F.RCP. 19 and 12 (b) (7) No Joinder of parties
F.RCP. 12(b)(6) Failed to State a O ai mupon which relief can be
gr ant ed
F.RCP. 12(b)(1) and (2) Lack's personam and subject matter
jurisdiction.
DEFENDANTS UNLAWFUL WARRANTLESS ARREST OF PLAI NTI FF I N CONSPI RACY TO
DEPRI VE Rl GHTS AS AN OBSTRUCTI ON OF JUSTI CE

On or about February 26, 1997 the Jefferson County Special Wapons and
Tactics Mlitary Unit, standing and paid for over two years, in violation
of the Constitution of the United States of Anerica, did unlawfully
attack the Hone of Ernest Lynn Laseter at the mailing |ocation of 1400
Golden Circle #108 in CGolden, Colorado in full force of arns to include;
Ful ly Automatic Wapons with Laser sights, full Riot Gear, S WA T.

"Shi el ds" and Body Arnor. These MIlitary Troops, in disguise as Jefferson
County Sheriff Deputies, clothed in Black Uniforns, Ski Masks and bearing
NO | DENTI FYI NG MARKI NGS DI D UNLAWFULLY go i n di sgui se upon the hi ghways
AND on the prem ses of another, in conspiracy, in full know edge of their
actions, with the specific |INTENT, the neans, and with the notive to
UNLAWFULLY ARREST Plaintiff, who had commtted no crine, within or

wi t hout the sight or know edge of the Defendants herein referred to as



"Quasi-Mlitary Troops" and hereinafter abbreviated by the notation,
"Cops" et al.

Said "Cops" resorted to the use of a BATTERING RAMto break down the

| ocked Door at the above noted hone residence; w thout probable cause,
without a |lawful warrant, and w thout any know edge of; who was i nside
the private residence, or whomthey intended to unlawfully arrest after
smashing in the door. Def endant Jefferson County Deputy Sheriffs and

ot her Defendant Law Enforcenment O ficers called out the name of a person
who was not known or present in the prem ses, clainmed to have an Arrest
Warrant that they did not possess, ained at |east six Laser-sighted

Aut omati c weapons on this Plaintiff and threatened him. . . "If you do
ANYTHI NG -you WLL BE SHOT" . . . that, a direct quote fromthe audio
tape recording of the Assault and Crimnal Trespass, Attenpted Miurder and
Unl awful Arrest, and all under Color of Law and Col or of Authority, which
are the subject of this Conplaint. Said Audio Tape is included as sure
evi dence of the crimnal actions of “Cops” known as Jefferson County
Speci al Weapons and Tactics teamat 1400 CGolden Circle #108 i n Col den,

Col orado on the 26th day of February in the year of our Lord, Jesus,

Ni net een Hundred and Ninety Seven in the Col orado Republic.

After unlawfully arresting, assaulting, battering, and conmmtting mayhem
upon the person and property of Plaintiff and the resident of the
property, Defendant Sheriff Deputies then HANDCUFFED this Totally
Conpliant and unresisting Plaintiff with torturous bone-tight “Riot
Cuffs, although regular steel handcuffs were available and are preferred,
and transferred Plaintiff to another Defendant Sheriff Deputy who

unl awful ly Forcibly Kidnapped Plaintiff, and illegally transported
Plaintiff to the Jefferson County Sheriff Departnent Detention Center

wi t hout know edge of the Identity or the alleged crime commtted by the
Plaintiff as there was no Arrest Warrant or other proper order of any
court.

Plaintiff was tortured by riot handcuffs for over SIX HOURS while
"terrorists" disguised as the Defendant Sheriffs Deputies attenpted to
extort information fromPlaintiff. Plaintiff knew that his Liberty and
Freedom had been trespassed and Fully | nforned each and every Def endant
Deputy and Defendant Law Enforcenment O ficer within hearing of their
Violations of Plaintiff's Gvil R ghts and their nunerous CRI MES agai nst
the Plaintiff, and the Deprivation of Rights against the Plaintiff. Each
and every Defendant "Cop" refused to Cease and Desist their Crim nal
Actions even after being fully infornmed of the Law and fail ed and

negl ected to prevent or correct wongs and to do their Swmorn Duty to
Uphol d the Constitution of the United States of Anmerica and the Col orado
Consti tution.

Rat her than relenting, the Defendant "Cops" further engaged in torture
and tornent of Plaintiff for the directly expressed purpose of Extorting
a Waiver of Plaintiff's Rights in Color of Authority and under Col or of
Law, in Conspiracy and in full know edge; each Actor having the ability
to prevent or correct, witnessing the Deprivations being conmtted



agai nst the Plaintiff and REFUSI NG and NEG.ECTI NG and FAILING to Correct
or Prevent the WRONGS being COWM TTED in each actor's direct presence,
when each Actor, "COP," had a Duty to protect and defend Plaintiff's

Ri ghts.

UNLAWFUL WARRANTLESS ARREST _ Deni al of Due Process

CQaiml: Heavily Armed MIlitary Troops, in disguise as Milti-
Jurisdictional Jefferson County Special Wapons and Tactics Team D vi si on
of the Jefferson County Sheriff's Departnment did unlawfully ATTACK a
private residence in order to illegally arrest Plaintiff.

Supporting Facts: Through an el aborate Conspiracy and neeting of
m nds of; Defendant Private Gtizens who i ntended and stated with malice
and af oret hought to unlawfully murder Plaintiff by use of governnment
financed quasi-mlitary troops or otherw se; Defendant Oficers of the
Court who instigated, designed, nmasterm nded and inpl enented said
conspi racy; conpliant quasi-judicial and de facto Defendant Judici al
O ficers for hire, mlitary troops in disguise as the Defendant O ficers
of the Law, and Defendant Corporate O ficers with specific fiduciary and
other interests to protect fromthe light of truth; ALL conspired and
colluded with foul intent to devel op a fal se-persona of Plaintiff whereby
the "governnent” would view Plaintiff as a threat, and depl oy Heavily
Arnmed Troops to NEUTRALI ZE t he DANGER

Caimll: Cimnal Trespass: Breaking and Entering - Denial of Due
Process

Mlitary Troops in disguise as Oficers of the Law, terned Jefferson
County Sheriff's Departnent, and Speci al Wapons and Tactics Team " Made
Entry" unlawfully into private residence.
supporting Facts: On or about February 26, 1997 Jefferson County
S WA T. Teamdid apply the "Departnent Ram' to the private residence
| ocated at 1400 Golden Circle #108 in CGol den Col orado.

Sheriff Deputies did then unlawfully bash in the residence door and
i nvaded the residence in an "overwhel mi ng" force of arms and with
nunmerous arnmed mlitary troops. Defendant Sheriff Deputies did not have
in their possession any Warrant, either lawful or unlawful. Defendant
Sheriff Deputies did at that time conpletely destroy the residence door,
which was private property, with the "Departnment Battering Ram " Sheriff
Deputies did nmake open threats of direct nurder upon the person of
Plaintiff. The audio tape of the Crimnal Trespass confirns the ultimte
fact that Defendant Sheriff Deputies broke into this private residence
with the I NTENT to conmit nurder upon the Plaintiff.

CLAIM 111 - ASSAULT & BATTERY UNDER COLOR OF AUTHORI TY



Plaintiff incorporates foregoing as if conpletely reproduced herein.
I medi ately after Sheriff's Deputies Trespassed by Unl awful Breaking &
Entering into a private residence, Defendants did unlawfully Assault
Plaintiff with fully automatic weapons by jamm ng the nuzzl es of those
automati ¢ weapons into Plaintiff's spine, ribs and head with
unjustifiable force. Plaintiff offered NO resistance. Sheriff's Deputies
then unl awful | y HANDCUFFED Pl aintiff, who was NOT charged with a fel ony,
for NO VALID reason or purpose, other than to torture and humliate
Plaintiff. Said unlawful actions being conmtted under Col or of Law,
caused Plaintiff damages including but not limted to, Physical Trauns,
Psychol ogi cal Trauma, Physical Pain, enduring physical injuries,
hum i ation, and deep enotional trauma.
CLAIM IV — Cruel and Unusual Punishnment and Sadi stic Treatnment under
color of authority

Deputies applied “temporary” Riot Handcuffs with excessive force,
thus cutting off the blood circulation to Plaintiff's arnms and hands, a
known method of torture. The Riot Handcuffs were then also “cranked up’
in such a manner as to initiate intense pain in Plaintiffs arns,
shoul ders and spine. Plaintiff was totally conpliant, offered NO
RESI STANCE and made NO effort to escape the unlawful arrest. Said
excessive force, being comritted in color of authority caused Plaintiff
damages including' but not limted to; Physical Trauma, Psychol ogical
Trauma, Physical pain, enduring physical injuries, humliation, and deep
enotional trauna.

CLAIM YV - KIDNAPPI NG - Deprivation of Plaintiffs R ght to Due Process of
Law or Equal Protection of the Law

Def endant Sheriff's Deputies, forcibly renoved Plaintiff fromthe
private residence in which they unlawfully arrested him- | N HANDCUFFS
and placed Plaintiff in another Deputies Autonobile. Said Defendant
Deputy Martin; did not have knowl edge of Plaintiff's identity, had not
Wi tnessed a crine, did not have a valid warrant, and refused to | oosen
the “temporary use” Riot Handcuffs that were, by then, causing Plaintiff
even greater pain and suffering as Plaintiff was now forced to sit in the
back seat with his arnms and hands painfully cranked up behi nd his back.
Def endant Sheriff Deputy Martin repeatedly refused to | oosen or adjust
t he handcuffs.

Deputy Martin transported Plaintiff directly to the Jefferson
County Detention Facility although Defendant was infornmed by Plaintiff
that he is required by Law to take any arrested person D RECTLY before
the nearest magi strate of competent jurisdiction - which Mgistrate,
Plaintiff had reason to believe, was directly across the street fromthe
Detention Facility. Defendant Martin did knowingly and willfully kidnap
the Plaintiff in reckless and wanton disregard for the Law of the Land in
furtherance of the “Conspiracy’. Said acts, committed in Color of
Aut hority, caused the Plaintiff damages, including, but not limted to,



Physi cal Trauma, enduring physical injuries, psychol ogical pain and
suffering, loss of tine, loss of inconme, |oss of FREEDOM deep enoti onal
trauma, humliation and di stress.

CLAIM VI - DEN AL OF DUE PRCCESS - Unl awful Booking procedures

Def endant Deputy Sheriff Martin refused to take Plaintiff before the
nearest magi strate and instead took Plaintiff into the Jefferson County
Detention Facility for interrogation, booking, fingerprinting,
phot ogr aphi ng and i medi ate, unjustified and unlawful incarceration.

Def endant Deputy Sheriff Martin did not know whom he had arrested, he was
aware of NO CRIME committed by the unknown detai nee, and yet he
repeatedly refused to release Plaintiff or |oosen the HANDCUFFS to
prevent additional pain and suffering to Plaintiff, a totally conpliant
Citizen whom NO ONE had seen commt ANY CRI ME what soever

Deputy Martin continued to attenpt to Extort Plaintiff into telling
himthe unlawful ly detained Plaintiff's identity by threats, attenpts to
hum liate, denial of and the failure to provide basic human necessities
and the riot handcuffs. Said extortion and deprivation of Plaintiff's
Ri ghts being in Color of Authority caused Plaintiff damages includi ng but
not limted to loss of time, damage to reputation, |oss of incone,

i ntense pain and suffering, |oss of FREEDOM deep enotional trauma
hum |iation and distress.

Deputy Martin was fully inforned by Plaintiff during the Ki dnappi ng
of the trespass upon the Rights of the Plaintiff by the unlawful Arrest
and above stated deprivation of Plaintiff's Constitutionally guaranteed
rights. Defendant Martin had NO EXCUSE

ClaimWVIl - Defendants denial of Due Process of Law - Deni al of access
to the courts- Denial of Equal protection of the Law

Defendant Sheriffs Deputies’ Reports, on file, confirmthat the
Plaintiff was unlawfully arrested at approximately 3 PM on a Wdnesday.
The Courts were open and Defendant Deputy Martin neglected and failed to
take Plaintiff before the nearest Magistrate, and w thout unnecessary
delay, as required by law, depriving Plaintiff of Due Process of |aw
Defendants deprivation of Plaintiff’s Constitutionally Guaranteed rights
under color of state | aw caused Plaintiff damages includi ng but not
limted to physical trauma, enotional distress, psychol ogical distress,
pain and suffering, lost inconme, |oss of Fam |y, |oss of career, danage
to reputation and other collateral and rel ated damages.



ClaimVIII - Sadistic Treatnment, Cruel and unusual punishnent for no
crime and w thout due process of the law, failure to neglect or prevent
wrongs or to provide equal protection of the lawto Plaintiff and in
conspi racy.

Def endant Deputy Sheriff Martin wi tnessed no crime conmtted, and
yet Deputy Martin paraded Plaintiff around the Booki ng Roons whil e
Plaintiff was tightly restrained unnecessarily, still in riot handcuffs
and for an extended period of tine. Plaintiff politely and repeatedly
i nformed Defendant Martin and all the other Defendant Cops present of the
gross deprivation of Plaintiffs R ghts; delineated and descri bed each
Sworn Law Enforcement Officers” Duty to Correct and Prevent wrongs and
Fully Informed each Defendant O ficer of the Law present of his/her
responsibility under the Constitution, USC. 42 1986, 1985 & 1983 as wel
as 18 USC 241 & 242.

Def endant Martin becane enotional and angry, resorting to excessive
and brutal force to throw the already handcuffed and restrained Plaintiff
into a “sound proof” room to prevent and obstruct Plaintiff from
informng all sworn Peace Oficers present of their Duty under the
US C, the Constitutions and the Law of the Land. Deputy Mrtin
repeatedly refused to | oosen the Riot Cuffs even after Plaintiffs arns
and hands had grown nunb and purple fromswelling. Although Plaintiff
cried out for relief fromthe Torture caused by the ‘“Bone- tight” riot-
cuffs- all the sworn Sheriffs Deputies present refused and negl ected and
failed to correct or prevent serious and permanent injury to Plaintiff.
Such willful and malicious torture being in Color of Authority caused
Plaintiff Damages. Defendants deprivation of Plaintiff’s
Constitutionally Guaranteed rights under color of state | aw caused
Plaintiff damages including but not limted to physical trauma, enotional
di stress, psychol ogical distress, pain and suffering, |ost incone, |oss
of Family, |loss of career, damage to reputation and other collateral and
rel ated damages.

Claiml X- Extortion by Torture, Denial of Human Rights and Necessities —
Assaul t and mayhem under col or of authority-Denial of Plaintiffs Rights
to Due Process of Law and Equal Protection of the Law by Defendants.

Def endant Martin had tried for several hours to Extort a Wiver of
Fitth Amendment Rights from Plaintiff by torture in “Bone tight” Riot
cuffs. After some six hours, Deputy Martin eventually gave up his
efforts and shoved Plaintiff into a “Booking Room” where a fresh set of
I nterrogators, Defendant Jefferson County Sheriffs Deputies, finally
needed to cut the “temporary use’ Riot Cuffs off of Plaintiffs arms with
heavy Wre Cutters.

Both Plaintiffs arnms were purple and swollen, the left arm was
i mmobil e due to the trauma caused by the 5-6 Hours in Bone-tight R ot
Cuffs.



Plaintiff repeatedly requested nedical triage and treatnent for his
obvi ous and painful injuries and was repeatedly Denied by Defendants.

Plaintiff was then stripped, intrusively searched and further
i nterrogated, continuously threatened by Deputies to Extort a \Waiver of
Fiftth Amendment Rights and thrown into the “rubber room” as further and
continued torture in order to extort a Vaiver or Joinder which Plaintiff
woul d NOT concede.

Plaintiff was held for many hours in this punitive confinenent; in
an injured condition, without any food or any water, in deliberately
frigid conditions, wthout any bed or blanket, w thout any toilet and
W t hout access to a telephone or any Presentnent to a Magistrate all
night and into the next day in an attenpt to extort by TORTURE a Wi ver
of Rights or a perm ssive joinder by speaking Plaintiffs nane. Plaintiff
refused to wai ver or joinder, but did fully informeach Def endant Deputy
present of his/her Duty under the |law and the Constitutions.

All the Defendants present refused and neglected and failed to
prevent or to correct the wongs they each w tnessed; such w ongs
comritted in Color of Authority caused Plaintiff danages. Defendants
deprivation of Plaintiff’s Constitutionally Guaranteed rights under color
of state | aw caused Plaintiff danages including but not limted to
physi cal trauma, enotional distress, psychological distress, pain and
suffering, lost inconme, |oss of Famly, |oss of career, damage to
Plaintiffs” reputation and other collateral and related damages.

ClaimX — Denial and deprivation of Due Process of Law and the Equa
Protection of the Law by Fraud and Deception by the Defendants.

Late Thursday norning, an unknown Defendant Deputy Sheriff told
Plaintiff that Defendant Judge Charles T. Hoppin “had issued a Judicial
Order” that “required” Plaintiff to relinquish a Fingerprint before the
Court would “allow any appearance” by Plaintiff. Fearing not to conply,
Plaintiff provided a fingerprint “under duress” and “without prejudice”
pursuant to U CC 1-207 & C R S. 4-1-207.

Upon the extorted and fraudulently obtained “compliance”, Plaintiff
was moved to “Classification™, only then, after many hours in detention,
was Plaintiff allowed toilet, food, water and very restricted access to a
“Gateway Technology” telephone pursuant to R.1.C.0. statutes 42 USC 1961.
Plaintiff was never presented this so-called “court order” in writing and
further has good reason to believe said Deputy Lied and Perpetrated a
FRAUD upon Pl aintiff.

Sai d FRAUD by Defendant Sworn Law Enforcenent O ficer constituting
a deprivation of Constitutionally protected Rights causing Plaintiff
damages in Col or of Authority. Defendants deprivation of Plaintiff’s
Constitutionally Guaranteed rights under color of state | aw caused
Plaintiff damages.



ClaimXl - Cruel & Unusual Punishnent- Plaintiff was required under
threat, In duress and by intimidation to “Force March” in shackles,
chai ns & handcuffs.

M d- Thur sday afternoon Arnmed MIlitary Troops in disguise as
Defendant Sheriffs” Deputies came in force to Plaintiffs” jail cell;
bound and shackl ed Plaintiff, hand, wai st and ankles and forced himto
mar ch hundreds of yards fromthe Jefferson County Jail to the Jefferson
County Courthouse. Each and every step caused the ankle shackles to tear
into Plaintiffs” Achilles tendon, causing permanent scars and injuries.
None of the shackl es, chains or handcuffs was renoved upon entry to the
courtroomor later in the holding area. Plaintiff repeatedly infornmed
each and every Defendant Deputy Sheriff of the injuries and each and
every Defendant directly refused or failed or neglected to correct or to
prevent further injuries. Said acts conmtted in Color of Authority
caused Plaintiff injuries and damages. Defendants deprivation of
Plaintiff’s Constitutionally Guaranteed rights under color of state law
caused Plaintiff damages including but not limted to physical trauna,
enotional distress, psychol ogi cal distress, pain and suffering, |ost
i ncome, loss of Fam |y, |oss of career, damage to reputation and ot her
coll ateral and rel ated damages.

Claim Xl |- Conspiracy to Deprive Plaintiffs” Right to Due Process on
2/ 27/ 97 in Courtroom 3A by “Judicial Officer” Charles T. Hoppin,

Def endant Judicial Oficer Charles T. Hoppin, hereinafter referred
to as "Judge," having superior know edge of the | aw and a high standard
of the law as confirmed by his oath of office, and wi tnessing the fraud
commtted by Defendant Oficers of the Court, hereinafter referred to as
"Attorneys," when those Attorneys brought Fraudulent, false and frivol ous
suits against Plaintiff herein, in conspiracy with Defendant Private
Citizens, who was not the person naned on the conpl ai nt.

Def endant Judges, Attorneys, Cops and Citizens, and all of themin
each and every cause of action enunerated herein this action, know ngly
and deliberately caused danmages and deprivati on and neglected and fail ed
to correct or to prevent the wongs pursuant to Title 42 U S. C A, 1986.

Defendants deprivation of Plaintiff’s Constitutionally Guaranteed
ri ghts under color of state |aw caused Plaintiff damages including but
not limted to physical trauma, enotional distress, psychol ogica
distress, pain and suffering, lost inconme, |loss of Famly, |oss of
career, damage to reputation and other coll ateral and rel ated damages.

ClaimXIll- Deprivation of Due Process- the Presunption of |nnocence



Def endant Judicial Oficer Charles T. Hoppin, having a superior
know edge of the |law and a high standard of the |law as confirned by his
oath of office, under arns, and wi tnessing the fraud conmtted by
Def endant "Attorneys," when those Attorneys deprived Plaintiff of his
Constitutionally Guaranteed right to be provided an Indictnment, a
Surmons/ Conpl ai nt or I nformati on of the Accusati on.

Plaintiff was forcibly taken to a “Courtroom” whilst standing in
chains and jail clothes, wthout counsel, surprised; thus denying and
renmoving the Constitutionally guaranteed presunption of innocence and
indicating “guilt’.

Def endants provi ded No I ndictnent - No Sumons/ Conpl ai nt or
Information in deprivation of Plaintiff’s Constitutionally Guaranteed
ri ghts under color of state law. The deprivation of Constitutionally
guaranteed rights caused Plaintiff damages including but not limted to
physi cal trauma, enotional distress, psychological distress, pain and
suffering, lost inconme, |oss of Famly, |oss of career, damage to
reputation and other collateral and rel ated damages.

Cl ai m XI V- Excessive Bail required on 2/27/97- Courtroom 3A by *“Judicial
Officer” Charles T. Hoppin

Def endant Judicial Oficer Charles T. Hoppin, hereinafter referred
to as "Judge," having superior know edge of the | aw and a high standard
of the law as confirmed by his oath of office, and w tnessing the fraud
commtted by Defendant "Attorneys,"” when those Attorneys deliberately and
mal i ci ously deprived the un-represented and un-counsel ed and i ndi gent
Plaintiff of Plaintiff’s Constitutionally Guaranteed right to a
reasonabl e Bail under color of state |aw, caused Plaintiff damages
i ncluding but not limted to physical trauma, enotional distress,
psychol ogi cal distress, pain and suffering, |ost incone, |oss of Famly,
| oss of career, danmage to reputation and other collateral and rel ated
damages.

ClaimXV- Charles T. Hoppin - Deprivation of Constitutional R ght to Face
W t nesses

Def endant Judicial Oficer Charles T. Hoppin, hereinafter referred
to as "Judge," having superior know edge of the |law and a hi gh standard
of the law as confirmed by his oath of office, under arns, and w tnessing
the Fraud commtted by Defendant "Attorneys, in conspiracy wth Defendant
Private Gtizens, to deprive Plaintiff of the right to confront and
exam ne w tnesses agai nst him Defendant Judge, Attorneys, and G tizens,
and all of themin each and every cause of action enunerated herein this
acti on, KNON NGY caused damages and deprivation and negl ected to correct
or prevent the wongs pursuant to Title 42 U . S.C A, 1986.

Defendant “Private Citizens” Tamara Ann Zehnder and Marcus Bernard
Merritt advanced on the court docket as Wtnesses in Conplaint. They
deli berately chose not to be present at a proper time, obstructing



justice and mani pul ating the Court, depriving Plaintiff the opportunity
to confront these “Witnesses” against him, as guaranteed in the
Constitutions. Defendants deprivation of Plaintiff’s Constitutionally
Guaranteed rights under color of state |aw caused Plaintiff damages

i ncluding but not limted to physical trauma, enotional distress,
psychol ogi cal distress, pain and suffering, |ost incone, |oss of Famly,
| oss of career, damage to reputation and other collateral and rel ated
damages.

Claim XVl - Fraudul ent ex parte hearing by Magistrate Marilyn Leonard in
conspiracy with Defendant Private Ctizens Tamara Ann Zehnder and Marcus
Bernard Merritt

Def endant Judicial Oficer Magistrate Marilyn Leonard, hereinafter
referred to as "Judge," having superior know edge of the |law and a hi gh
standard of the law as confirnmed by her oath of office; under arnms, and
Wtnessing the Fraud conmtted by Defendant Private Citizens; to deprive
Plaintiff of the right to be present at any hearing and to confront and
exam ne w tnesses and evidence against him that Defendant Magistrate
Marilyn Leonard, such Attorneys, and Citizens, and all of themin each
and every cause of action enunerated herein this action, know ngly and
deli berately and maliciously caused damages and deprivati on and negl ect ed
and failed to correct or to prevent the wongs pursuant to Title 42
U S CA, 1986.

Plaintiff was subjected to another fraudul ent ex-parte hearing
while available to the Courts requirements. Defendant “Judge’ Magistrate
Marilyn Leonard in conspiracy with Private G tizens Tamara Ann Zehnder
and Marcus Bernard Merritts” deprivation of Plaintiff’s Constitutionally
Guaranteed rights to Due Process under color of state | aw caused
Plaintiff danmages including but not limted to physical trauma, enotional
di stress, psychol ogical distress, pain and suffering, |ost incone, |oss
of Family, |loss of career, damage to reputation and other collateral and
rel ated damages.

ClaimXVll - Cruel and Unusual Puni shnment

M d- Thur sday afternoon Arnmed MIlitary Troops in disguise as
Sheriffs” Deputies forced Plaintiff to march hundreds of yards from the
Jefferson County Courthouse to the Jefferson County Jail after having
stood in the chains and shackles for hours. Each and every step caused
the ankl e shackles to tear into Plaintiffs Achilles tendon, causing
permanent scars and injury. Plaintiff informed each and every Deputy of
the injuries and each and every Deputy refused or neglected to correct or
prevent further injuries. Said acts committed in Color of Authority



caused Plaintiff Injuries. Defendants deprivation of Plaintiff’s
Constitutionally Guaranteed rights under color of state | aw caused
Plaintiff danmages including but not limted to physical trauma, enotional
di stress, psychol ogical distress, pain and suffering, |ost incone, |oss
of Family, |loss of career, damage to reputation and other collateral and
rel ated damages.

ClaimXVill - Unlawful Service - Unlawful Conplaint- 2/28/97- Defendant
Magi strate Marilyn Leonard in conspiracy with Deputy Sheriff Frank
Last oczy

Def endant Judicial O ficer Magistrate Marilyn Leonard, having
superi or know edge of the |law and a high standard of the |aw as confirned
by her oath of office, deprived Plaintiff of Plaintiff’s Constitutionally
Guaranteed right to due process of |law by subjecting Plaintiff to
unl awful service by arned Defendant Deputy Sheriff Frank Lastoczy of an
unlawful complaint. Defendants deprivation of Plaintiff’s
Constitutionally Guaranteed rights under color of state | aw caused
Plaintiff danmages including but not limted to physical trauma, enotional
di stress, psychol ogical distress, pain and suffering, |ost incone, |oss
of Family, |oss of career, damage to reputation and other collateral and
rel ated damages.

ClaimXI X - Deprivation of Due Process- Fraudul ent probation agreenent

Def endant Judicial Oficers, each of themand themall, having
superi or know edge of the |law and a high standard of the |aw as confirned
by their oath of office, deprived Plaintiff of Plaintiff’s
Constitutionally Guaranteed right to due process of | aw by demandi ng,
requiring and subjecting Plaintiff to a “probation agreement/ pre-tria
supervisory agreement” which contained numerous unconstitutional
provi sions, pejorative restrictions and requirenments prior to any trial,
any defense or any other “due process of law”’. Defendants deprivation of
Plaintiff’s Constitutionally Guaranteed rights under color of state law
caused Plaintiff damages including but not Iimted to physical trauna,
enotional distress, psychological distress, pain and suffering, |ost
i ncome, loss of Fam |y, |oss of career, damage to reputation and ot her
coll ateral and rel ated damages.

Cl ai m XX — Def endants Deni al of Human Rights, Sadistic Treatnent and
Cruel and Unusual punishnment and for no crine



Plaintiff was released on bail and discharged fromthe Jefferson
County Detention Center. Plaintiff was maliciously denied warnth or
shelter or any tel ephone access or any other necessities of life; at 3:00
A M in adire snow blizzard and without a coat or any proper clothing.
The 3:00 AM timng was deliberate and malicious and at the order of the
Shift Oficer in conspiracy and a neeting of the mnds with the other
Def endant Detention Center staff; to torture, discomode, inflict pain
and perhaps cause the death by exposure of Plaintiff, Steve Dougl as,
Gartin; in deprivation of Plaintiffs constitutionally guaranteed rights.

Defendant Jefferson County Sheriffs Department personnel’s
deliberate and malicious deprivation of Plaintiff’s Constitutionally
Guaranteed rights under color of state |aw caused Plaintiff danages
i ncluding but not limted to physical trauma, enotional distress,
psychol ogi cal distress, pain and suffering, |ost incone, |oss of Famly,
| oss of career, danmage to reputation and other collateral and rel ated
damages.

Claim XXI — Defendants Failure and Neglect to Correct or to Prevent
W ongs and Deprivations of Rights to Plaintiff

Plaintiff incorporates Claiml through CaimXX inclusive as if
fully reproduced herein. Defendant Law Enforcenent O ficers, Defendant
Judges, Defendant O ficers of the Court, each of themand them all
refused, neglected and failed to provide equal protection of the lawto
Plaintiff and, neglected and failed to correct or to prevent wongs done
to Plaintiff or deprivation of Plaintiffs Rights as they were notified by
Plaintiff.

Plaintiff contacted Defendant Law Enforcenent Admi nistrative
O ficers and Internal Affairs Departnents, Defendant Adm nistrative and
Supervi sory Judges and such Defendant O ficers of the Court on or
reporting to Disciplinary Conmttees, Defendant Law Enforcenent and
I nvestigative O ficers and agencies. All Defendants failed to
investigate Plaintiffs charges, failed to charge or discipline such nanmed
Def endants and failed or neglected to prevent such wongs and
deprivations as were in their imedi ate know edge or those sworn and
verified by Plaintiff and Wtnesses. Such failure by Defendants to
secure Plaintiffs Rghts, failure to Protect Plaintiffs Rights, failure
and neglect to correct or to prevent such wongs and deprivations caused
Plaintiff damage including but not limted to physical trauma, enotiona
di stress, psychol ogical distress, pain and suffering, |ost incone, |oss
of Family, |loss of career, damage to reputation and other collateral and
rel ated damages.



DANMAGES

18. The facts enunerated in itenms one (1) through (17) are incorporated
herein as if fully reproduced.

19. Plaintiff states with reasonabl e expectation, that Defendant's
unr easonabl e and unconsci onabl e acti ons as enunerated herein and
certainly proven beyond doubt by prinma facie evidence filed in the Court
record in this instant matter, have wongfully deprived Plaintiff of 1st,
4t h, 5th, 6th, 7th, 8th and 14th Amendnents rights as enunerated in the
Bill of Rights to the Constitution for the United States of Anerica.

Sai d deprivation, being under Color of Law, and in conspiracy,
causing damage to Plaintiff.

20. \Werefore Plaintiff dermands Conpensatory Danages severally agai nst
all Defendants herein in the anount of Fifty MIlion Dollars
($50, 000, 000. 00), per Defendant, per cause of action.

21. Plaintiff herein demands exenpl ary damages as a deterrent to future
damages in the amobunt of One Hundred MIlion Dollars ($100, 000, 000.00),
per each cause of action as enunerated herein against Al Defendants
several ly.

22. Plaintiff demands reparation for costs and rei mbursenent of all out
of pocket expenses incurred as a result of the filing of this action.

23. Plaintiff requests relief pursuant to the crimnal allegations
br ought herein.

24, Plaintiff further seeks any other relief that the court of proper

jurisdiction deens appropriate under the circunstances and the
Constitutional controversy raised herein.

JURY DEMAND

25. Trial by Jury according to the Seventh Anmendnent known as the Bill
of Ri ghts DEMANDED HEREI N

R ght to Anend:

Plaintiff herein reserves the right to Arend Conpl ai nt as needed.



Crimnal GCath

W TNESS BY JUDI Cl AL OFFI CER

Steve Douglas, Gartin - the Common Law copyri ghted freeman character

Bef or e ne, , A Jdudicial Oficer for the United
States prescribed by lawwith authority to adm ni ster oaths, appeared
St eve Douglas, Gartin, who nmaking hinself known to ne, did affirm and
subscribe to the truth of the facts in this Conplaint on this
of , 1997.

Judge

Pursuant to 28 U S.C A 1746

(1) and executed "without the United States,” | affirm under
penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of Anmerica that
the foregoing is true and correct, to the best of ny belief and infornmed
know edge.

Subscri bed, sealed and affirmed to this __ day of
1997.
| hereby affix my own signature to all of the above affirmations with
explicit reservation of ALL ny unalienable rights and without prejudice
to ANY of those rights pursuant to U C C 1-207.

My signature,

Ctizen/ Principal, by Special Appearance in Propria Persona,
proceedi ng Sui Juris,

wi th Assistance, Special, " Wthout Prejudice" to any of ny
unal i enabl e rights.




Attachnment 1 ) Definitions

“person” defined.

I n general usage, a human being, though by statute the term
may i nclude | abor organi zations, partnerships, associations,
corporations, |legal representatives, trustees, trustees in
bankruptcy, or receivers. Scope and delineation of termis
necessary for determ ning those to whom Fourteenth Anendnent of
the Constitution affords protection since this Anmendnent expressly
applies to "person." Black's Law 6th

"Whoever" includes all persons, agents, and enpl oyees; and
all officials, public or private. An unincorporated voluntary
associ ati on does not cone within the neaning of the term
"whoever" in an ordi nance providing that "whoever" viol ates
certain provisions of the ordi nance shall be deened guilty of a
m sdeneanor; and such associ ati on cannot be convicted for offense-
Bridgeport v. Eagles 97 O App. 245, 56 0033, 125 NE2d 202.

Def endant Judges, each and every one of themand et al, in court
roons they thenselves knowingly colored with an Executive Fl ag,
pursuant to Title 4 US.CA 1, Part Il, In a “Federal Agency”,
1994 Act to Reorganize the Govt. 63 Statutes at Large, Chapter
288, Sec. 3(b), the term “Federal Agency’ means any executive
agency or establishnent in the legislative or Judicial branch of
gover nnment , Title 5 p.739 section 5721. “Agency” means (C) a
court of the United States;

took rights from Plaintiff herein, Plaintiff’s rights and
liberty, by nmeans of illegal conpul sion or oppressive exaction,
conpel ling judgnents on Plaintiff when Plaintiff was not naned on
| egal process, by color of Defendant’s office as Judicial Oficer
in conspiracy with Defendant Attorney 'a office as Oficer of the
Court in the sanme Bar Association shall be fined not nore than
$5, 000 or inprisoned not nore than three years, or both.

"Col or of Authority" defined. That senblance or presunption
of authority sustaining the acts of a public officer which is
derived fromhis apparent title to the office or froma wit or
ot her process in his hands apparently valid and regul ar.

"Col or" defined. An appearance, senblance, or sinulacrum as
di stingui shed fromthat which is real. A prim facie or apparent
right. Hence, a deceptive appearance; a plausible, assuned
exterior, concealing a lack of reality; a disguise or pretext.

Bl ack's Law 6'"

"Color of Ofice" defined. Pretense of official right to do
act nmade by one who has no such right. An act under color of
office is an act of an officer who clains authority to do the act



by reason of his office when the office does not confer on himany
such authority.



Conspiracy-Title 42, 81983
Know edge- Title 42, 81986

Defendant Tamara Ann Gartin, nee Zehnder’s wish to be divorced is
the genesis of this conspiracy. Her contacts to U S West, the
Lut heran Church M5 and her intimte know edge of Plaintiffs famly
and professional life allowed her to formulate a plan of action in
order:

To acconpany Markus Bernard Merritt and supporting himwth
financial substance from the sale or use of Plaintiffs’ personal
goods and possessions. The plan to steal Plaintiffs” goods by
fraud and deceit was the fornulation of Antonio Troy G ccarelli,
J. Terry Wggins of Karsh & Fulton, P.C., Markus Bernard Merritt
and the Zehnder Famly.

To consolidate her position at U S West Legal Departnent and
to cover the fact that she lied on her professional resune” in
claimng conputer and other skills that she did not have.

To cover the fact that Defendant Francisca Zehnder, her
sister in law and supervisor at U S West and nenber of the
Bet hl ehem Lut heran Church congregation, was fully know edgeabl e
about those lies, conspiring to defraud Plaintiff of his work and
paynment for sane.

To escape further financial liability for the Spyderco/IRS
action in Federal Court

To prevent the exposure of Zehnder Fam ly Secrets; theft,
honmosexual ity, adultery, child and spousal abuse. The posture of
the Zehnder fam |y as professional and commercial christians, in
the enpl oy of the Lutheran Church MS, woul d have been severely
damaged with the exposure of the secrets.

Def endant U S West, |ncorporated needed to sever i1ts’ relationship
with Plaintiff and conspired in the actions with these notives:

To make a theft of services, to wit; Invoiced and Unpaid-for
conputer skills and services for the US Wst Legal Departnent
Staff; Supervisor Francisca Zehnder, Paul a Anderson, Barbara
Byres, Tamara Ann Gartin, Markus Bernard Merritt, R chard
McCor m ck and ot hers.

Unaut hori zed di ssem nation of confidential and privil eged
client and corporate information fromthe Staff of the Lega
Departnent to Plaintiff by Supervisor Francisca Zehnder and Tamara
Ann Gartin and such others.

To keep secret the false resune’ presented to U S Wst which
continues to serve Tamara Ann Gartin as a work credenti al .



El i zabet h Ki ovsky, and in her position as Senior Counsel to U
S West, has actively instigated and participated in a Conspiracy
wi th Legal Departnent Staff Supervisor Francesca Zehnder, R chard
McCor m ck, Paul a Anderson, Barbara Byres, Tamara Ann Gartin
Mar kus Bernard Merritt and Bill Stevens to present perjury and
fal sified docunments to G eenwod Village Police Departnent
Techni ci an Ewan Scouse in order to falsely portray Plaintiff as a
menace and to obstruct justice.

To further the activities of Tamara Ann Gartin at the
Bet hl ehem Church & School, Inc., and Franci sca Zehnder, Paul a
Ander son, Beverly Byres; nenbers of the Lutheran Church M at
Bet hl ehem Lut heran Church.

Def endant Bet hl enem Lut heran Church & School and Defendants David
Langew sch, Peter Wodward and Chet Shoaf conspired and in a
meeting of mnds to conceal the personal life of the Zehnder
Famly. The Zehnder Famly is of National Prom nence and any
taint of scandal would affect the “National Church” as well as
Bet hl ehem Lut her an.

Davi d Langew sch broke the confidentiality of the Marriage
and Personal Counseling with Plaintiff and needed to hide that
breach of ethics; conspiring with US Wst Legal Departnent
Supervi sor Franci sca Zehnder, Paul a Anderson, Barbara Byres,
Tamara Ann Gartin, Markus Bernard Merritt.

Seni or Pastor Eneritus Robert V. Zehnder supported Tamara’s
position with finances and to hide his own affairs and abuse of
his famly.

The Zehnder Fam |y wanted to keep secret the adultery of
Tamara Ann Gartin with Markus Bernard Merritt fromthe
Congregation, Pastor Robert V. Zehnder, Plaintiffs offspring and
t he National Church

Karsh & Fulton, P.C

Antonio Troy G ccarelli is a nenber of the Bethlehem Lutheran
Church Congregation. His relationship with the Senior Pastor
Robert Zehnder, Del ores Jean Lynn Zehnder and Tamara Ann Zehnder,
was as Counsel for “Tamara Ann Gartin’. He was assisting Markus
Bernard Merritt in the unauthorized practice of |aw and to defraud
the Zehnder Fam |y of substance and goods.

J. Terry Wiggins was Antonio Troy Ciccarellis’ leading
Partner in Karsh & Fulton, P.C. and took on Ciccarellis’ caseload
when absence or vacations applied. J. Terry Wggi ns was
responsible for Ciccarellis’ strategies and the conduct of his
cases. Defendant Wggins was intinmately aware of the
communi cati ons between Steve and Troy because the FAX machine is
in his office. Wggins is a well known fixer and forner



prosecutor with broad connections into the County and Federa
systens of Law Enforcenent and the Judiciary. He has, on his own
initiative; threatened a Wtness on nultiple occasions, stood in
knowi ng contenpt of the Courts orders, participated in the know ng
subm ssion of false and m sl eadi ng docunents and testinony to the
Court, failed to supervise and correct a subordinate | awer,
failed to conduct hinself in the manner to instill confidence in
the integrity of his firmor his profession, inproperly obstructed
justice by failing to properly receive or give due diligence to
communi cations and filings on behalf of his mnor clients; Apri
Rose Gartin and Elijah Rock Gartin and failed to rise to m ninal
and slight standards of professional conduct.

Al an Karsh has arrogated a personal participation by
threatening to “squash” Steve “like a bug...l have the power” 1iIn
support of blatantly unethical and inproper acts by his partner,

J. Terry Wggins and his junior associate, Antonio Troy
Ciccarelli, as well as the number of “un-billable” hours required
by Ciccarelli’s promises to the Jefferson County Court. He has
failed and given slight diligence to his responsibilities of
supervi sion of subordinate |awers; J. Terry Wggins and Antonio
Troy Ciccarelli.

Larry Fulton, Seynour Joseph and Fred Gabl er have been
contacted personally and repeatedly with notification of the
active participation in the deprivation of Steves Rights by their
Part ner and Associate and Staff. They have failed and neglected to
correct or prevent wongs and deprivations.

Val eri e Krogman has failed and neglected to

Dani el Manson has submtted fal se docunents to the Court on
behal f of K&F to further the Conspiracy and for noney.

Gol den Police Departnment O ficer Mchael D. Ml er conspired
with Antonio Troy Ciccarelli, Tamara Ann Gartin and Markus Bernard
Merritt to:

Abduct and Ki dnap two children

Establish a fal se persona of violence to counterattack Steves
petition for a restraining order against Markus Bernard Merritt.

Arrest Steve to prevent

Gol den Muni ci pal Court Attorney WIIliam Hayashi joined in the
conspiracy to limt the liability of the Cty of CGolden and the
Gol den Recreation Center and the CGol den Police Departnent and to
conceal his own slight diligence to his responsibilities as an
Oficer of the Court.

Magi strate Ronald L. MIler joined in the conspiracy in order
tolimt the liability of the Gty of Golden and the Gol den
Recreation Center and the CGol den Police Departnent and to conceal



his own slight diligence to his responsibilities to his sworn oath
of office.

David J. Thomas, George Brauchler, Ted Macl enberg (sic)
joined the conspiracy to limt the liability of the 18" Judici al
District, Jefferson County, City of CGolden, Jefferson County
Sheriffs Department, Golden Police Department and to cover iIts’
own slight diligence.

Henry E. Nieto, Janes C Demow, Roy G O sen, Marilyn E
Leonard and Charles T. Hoppin have joined the conspiracy in order
to limt the liability of the 18" Judicial District, Jefferson
County, Jefferson County Sheriffs” Department, Golden Magistrate
Ronald L. MIler, WIIliam Hayashi, Mke Bestor, the Cty of
Gol den, Theresa Reilly, the CGolden Police Departnent, the Gol den
Recreation Center and its staff and adm nistration and their own
slight diligence and slight performance to their positions of
public trust and integrity.

The various clerks of the court and such staff have know ngly
and maliciously obstructed justice and refused docunents, diverted
and del ayed docunents, and furthered the conspiracy by direct
actions on behalf of their Judges and for conmercial purposes.

Lynda Donnelly and Janes Hol | away have joined in the
conspiracy and obstructed justice by failing to act or refusing to
act or neglecting to act. They have consciously and deliberately
acted i nproperly on behalf of the | awers charged to them as
before the Disciplinary Commttee of the Suprene Court of the
state of Colorado. They have repeatedly refused to accept
i nformati on and evi dence; del ayed, diverted and conceal ed
informati on and evidence in Court subm ssions, and failed or
negl ected to correct or prevent wongs and deprivations or to
provi de equal protection of the law or of admnistrative relief to
a non-lawer citizen

Mauri ce Knai zer joined the conspiracy on behalf of Chief
Judge Henry E. Nieto and to conceal the slight diligence and
slight performance and to limt the liability of the state of
Col orado, Jefferson County, et al.

G eg Peters and Darren Voss joined the conspiracy and the
meeting of mnds to curry favor with the Executives of U S Wst,
I ncorporated, the Cty of G eenwod Village, Lakewood Police
Departnent, City of Littleton, G eenwod Village Police
Departnent, Arapahoe County and the Arapahoe County Sheriffs
Departnent and to attenpt to limt the civil and crimna
liability of same. Further, they seek to conceal and limt their
own liability for frivolous and nmalicious actions agai nst Steve.



They have failed and neglected to secure or to prevent or to
correct wongs and deprivations of rights of Steve. They have
given slight diligence and slight performance to professiona
standards and ethical requirenments of the | egal profession.

The Adm nistrative and Line Oficers of the Internal Affairs
Bureau (however naned) of the CGol den Police Departnent, Lakewood
Police Departnent, Littleton Police Departnent, Jefferson County
Sheriffs” Department have joined iIn the conspiracy and the meeting
of mnds to conceal the illegal actions or slight performnce of
their fellow officers. They have conspired to conceal their own
slight diligence and failure to secure and to protect, to prevent
and correct wongs and deprivations of R ghts of Steve.

The O ficers and Adm nistration of the Col orado Bureau of
| nvestigation, the Douglas County Sheriffs Departnent, the Aurora
Pol i ce Departnent, the Arvada Police Departnment have conspired and
in a neeting of mnds to obstruct justice, conceal the slight
diligence and slight performance to professional standards of
their fellow police officers, such officers of the court and
judicial officers from public exposure and opprobrium
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