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GOVERNOR HERBERT, UTAH ATTORNEY 
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SENATORS, AND THE PEOPLE ELECTING AND/OR 
ASSOCIATING WITH PAST OR PRESENT UTAH 

STATE BAR MEMBERS, IN ANY CAPACITY AND 
IN ANY JURISDICTION WORLD WIDE. 
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PETITIONS TO THE PEOPLE 
 

ASSOCIATE WITH A UTAH STATE BAR LAWYER OR JUDGE? 
YOU HAVE SIGNED AWAY YOUR BILL OF RIGHTS! 

 
 

PUBLIC PETITIONS FOR REDRESS TO THE UNITED STATES PRESIDENT, 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE MR. BARR, THE SENATE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE, 
SENATOR LEE, SENATOR ROMNEY, UTAH SUPREME COURT JUSTICES, UTAH 
GOVERNOR HERBERT, UTAH ATTORNEY GENERAL, ALL UTAH LEGISLATORS 

AND SENATORS, AND THE PEOPLE ELECTING AND/OR ASSOCIATING WITH PAST 
OR PRESENT UTAH STATE BAR MEMBERS, IN ANY CAPACITY AND IN ANY 

JURISDICTION WORLD WIDE 
 
 

U.S. Constitutional and Legal Right to File and Publish These Petitions 

 
These Petitions are an exercise of my U.S. Constitution 1st Amendment right of speech and 
petition and association and is applicable to Utah by the 14th Amendment.   
 
These Petitions is authorized by the U.S. 1st, 5th, and 14th Amendments, U.S.  and Utah 
Whistleblower acts, and the following plainly read Utah Constitution provisions:  
 
 Article I, Section 2.  [All political power inherent in the people.]  

All political power is inherent in the people; and all free governments are founded on their 

authority for their equal protection and benefit, and they have the right to alter or reform their 

government as the public welfare may require. ) 

 

Utah Constitution Article I, Section 5.  [Rights retained by people.]  

     This enumeration of rights shall not be construed to impair or deny others retained by the 

people. 

 
 

Dedication 

 

With love to veterans and their families. This year, as we celebrate Memorial Day, and June 6, 
1944, D Day, and July 4, I saw all the white crosses in Arlington Cemetery.  I watched an old 
“victory at sea” episode that my family watched when I was a child.  I thought loving thoughts of 
my father and father in law serving in WWII in the Navy, my brother in Viet Nam, a client’s 
uncle who died on the beaches of Anzio in WWII, the Navajo Code talkers, among others.  
 
I thought of all the wives, husbands, fathers, children suffering the loss or disablement of loved 
ones giving their whole heart to supporting our United States Bill of Rights and Constitution. 
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It is these Petitions honoring all those paying their own high sacrifices, or willing to offer their 
lives, for us to freely speak and present this factual specific information for you to read and 
know. 
 
With love to all the People, and child victims.  It is dedicated to ALL children who are victims of 
sex abuse who must remain “publicly” silent, whose parents refuse to prosecute the crime in 
Utah state or federal courts, and who can find no one to protect them from their abusers…often 
cloaked with the name of Jesus Christ. 
 
With love to silent victims. It is dedicated to ALL legally injured people who cannot find a 
lawyer to represent them, or an impartial judge to hear their claims.  
 
There is no hate language or intention in these Petitions. It is intended to be factually 
accurate.   
 
These Petitions is written for the general public to understand.  Therefore, it does not 
comport with strict formal legal petition formatting and language. 
 
These Petitions identify how secret societies, including religions with secret oaths, to build 
their own ‘separate nations’ within and to take over our own, are an enemy of  our U.S. 
Constitution, and the inspired work and light of Almighty God. 
 
The Corporation of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints is identified as the  of the 
Presidency or “COP” in some legal documents. For These Petitions, it will be “Corporation”, 
since “Mormon” a title fallen out of favor by the Corporation leaders. 
 

Introduction 

 

My journey, like many of yours, began when I was curious about the true nature of God.  I had 
sincerely believed and bet my physical and eternal life, and my professional purpose in life, for 
decades on what “truths” I was taught by persons who I believed, and who are publicly revered 
by millions, as being much nearer to God than I was.    
 
As a person who was a very devout temple-sworn “Mormon” for decades, and a Utah State Bar 
member for twenty years, 1997 to 2017, I began asking questions, who, what, when, where, why, 
how, and found answers-but they were unexpected answers.   I collected answers over a ten year 
period of time. 
 
Some members reading these Petitions may react with  “so what’s new”.  For others, the 
information will be new and may be disturbing. It is not intended to be so.   
 
I present the research I found for your consideration.  But I am not asking you to believe or trust 
me. I am asking you to exercise your own “free agency” and ask your own questions, and 
research your own answers.  If the information here is a springboard for your personal search, the 
Petition will have accomplished one of its purposes.  
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The research presented here is factual and speaks clearly for itself. This Petitioner is very 
indebted to Dr.  Quinn for his exhaustively researched trilogy finished in 2017.  His first book is 
MORMON HIERARCHY, ORIGINS OF POWER (Signature Press 1997) hereinafter “ORIGINS”. His 
second book MORMON HIERARCHY, EXTENSIONS OF POWER (Signature Press 1997) is hereafter 
“EXTENSIONS”.  And is third book MORMON HIERARCHY, WEALTH AND CORPORATE POWER 
(Signature Books 2017), hereafter “POWER” showing interlinkages of finance, military, 
government, and church as one.   
 
 I am also grateful for the assistance of Mr. Ronald Meldon Karren, and his book EXONERATION 
OF EMMA, JOSEPH AND HYRUM SMITH,  ( COPYRIGHT © 2018 MR. RONALD KARREN). 

 
THESE PETITIONS TAKE NO SIDES IN HISTORIANS’  

 CONFLICTS IN THE CORPORATIONS’ HISTORIES 
 
The Corporation’s history regarding Joseph Smith has conflicting representations by at least two 
separate groups of historians.  One representation makes Joseph Smith appear to be a liar, 
philanderer, adulteress, plagiarizer, thief, Mason among other terrible terms.  The theory is that 
this contemporaneously revealed portrait of the Corporation’s founder was to justify the similar 
acts of Brigham Young, Heber C. Kimball and other early persons close to Joseph’s church.   
 
Alternatively, historians find Joseph Smith innocent of these labels and a victim of a well 
orchestrated sophisticated powerful Brigham Young who was to take over the vast number of 
converts to Joseph’s new religion, by theft, deception, and murder. 
 
No matter what side you agree with, or disagree with, the fact is, Brigham Young brought 
polygamy and polyandry, rebellion against the United States, secret oaths, to Utah under the flag 
and freedoms of the United States.  
 
A starting point for how the Corporation destroyed lawyers’ rights and citizen’s access to the 
courts and legal representation is in Utah’s common law. 
 
These Petitions will address: 
I)  Utah Justices make the ever changing Corporation Utah common law;  
II)   what it is about;  
III)  who is a victim and who is responsible;  
IV)  how U.S.  Constitutionally-sworn “Justices” and Utah officials created an unconstitutional 
 lawyer regulation regime…not by accident; 
V)   what four basic unconstitutional rules constitute the roots of the Utah “Justices”  lawyer  
 regulation rules;  
VI)  why did these U.S. Constitutionally-sworn Justices violate their oath of office, essentially 
 lying when they did so;  
VII)  This Petitioner- an introduction; and  
VIII)  CONCLUSION 
IX)     PETITIONS FOR RELIEF 
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I.    UTAH JUSTICES MAKE THE CORPORATION’S EVER CHANGING  
HISTORY UTAH COMMON LAW INSTEAD OF THE U.S. CONSTITUTION AND 

LAW. 
 

In about 1873, the Utah Territorial Supreme Court’s defines Utah’s Common Law as being 
rooted in the United States Constitution and laws in the first few recorded  Utah Territorial 
Supreme Court decisions, discussed  below. 
    
In 1984, the United States Supreme Court explains the purpose of the anti establishment clause 
of the United States Constitution, the on prohibiting the government establishment of religion 
was to prohibit any ecclesiastical “organization” establishing a “hierarchy”  of “exclusive 
patronage.” In Lynch v. Donnely, 465 U.S. 668 (1984) 
 

The real object of the [First] Amendment was . . . to prevent any national 
ecclesiastical establishment, which should give to an hierarchy the exclusive 
patronage of the national government. 
3 J. Story, Commentaries on the Constitution of the United States 728 (1833 

 
Utah Supreme Court Justices rebel. In 1993, the Utah Supreme Court Justices, the majority 
temple-sworn Corporation members, rebel against the U.S. Supreme Court’s Lynch limitations of 
the Establishment law’s purpose when Utah was territory and new state.   Utah Justices violate 
their oath of office by rewriting the Territorial Supreme Court’s ruling, and declaring that Utah’s 
foundations are found in the Corporation’s religious history.  See, Whitehead v. Society of 

Separationists, discussed below.   

 A. So then, what does the Corporation history as Utah’s Common Law Mean? 
 

The Corporation today teaches, its “roots” are in a world view with no demarcation between 
“spiritual” and “physical” since “all things unto [God] are spiritual”.  The Doctrine and 

Covenants sec. 29:34-35.    
 
And it means Utah is “rooted” in an amorphous sea of ever changing  
1.  Image and visibility- greater with greater money and temple sworn staff. 
2.  Demands to be included among other world religions- i.e. Pope, Moslems, etc 
3.  Justifications of past wrongs- if Joseph is made corrupt enough by church historians, anyone  
  is justified in doing anything in the name of the “Lord’s will”. 
4. Re-writing of history- how many times must if be rewritten?,  
5. Frequent excommunication or resignation  of dissenters- see, xmormon files, Mormon files, 
 444 age, the excommunication of Sam Young, among others.  Both Quinn and Karren agree 
 the Celestialites killed dissenters.  
6. Missionary work here, is world wide- keeps those tithes  incoming as members are outgoing. 
7. Pressure to have large families- Senator Mike Lee announced the cure of all the worlds 
 problems was having babies (possibly when polygamy is renewed?) 
8. Becoming world-wide—wealthiest religion in the world.  
9. In-fighting among the faithful—well celestialites are opposite telestialites on U.S. 
 Constitutional rights.  
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10. Creation of a “canon”—The  Black Corporation members were given the Priesthood so those 
in Africa could go to temples, and also pay tithing. It is unknown if any non-white persons 
received their second anointings.  
 

B. Where do you fit within the Corporation’s history for Utah’s Common Law? 

 
The Corporation teaches believers there is a Heaven with three levels: celestial, terrestrial, and 
telestial.  These Petitions refer to the Corporation’s three levels:  “celestialites” and 
“terrestialites” and “telestialites”.  It appears all human organizations have these same three 
levels: Executive ‘elite’, middle managers, and the managed.  
 
To get exalted to Heaven the Corporation has 1) baptism membership (telestialites); 2) temple 
endowments and sealings (available to all three levels if desired), and 3) “second annointings” 
(celestialites and some terrestialites (upon invitation only) that make one’s Heaven a sure thing 
by another “man’s” ordinance, not by Jesus Christ himself, thereby  immunizing these people 
against loss of Heaven… calling and election made sure… for anything they do. Pedophiles, 
polyandry, polygamy, whose to know?    While Black persons can not hold the priesthood and 
some possibly higher positions, it is unknown how many  Black people or any persons of color, 
or who are not somehow related to the ancient pioneer founders families, who have been invited 
to have this secret ceremony and oath of secrecy.  
 
The haves and haves not.  The Corporation history shows the “telestialites” often working 
multiple jobs and supporting large families,  paying  “sacred” tithes and offerings to support the 
“celestialites”  (the highest elite) and some “terrestialites’ (mission presidents, regional 
representatives)  having large homes, maids and gardners,  multiple residences, fine cars and 
clothing, and large incomes. 
 
A “telestialite” would have been me and everyone who has not had a Corporation’s invitation 
only “second anointing” (calling and election to Heaven made sure, i.e. can’t be ever taken away 
by disobeying rules). A “telestialite” is  bound by all the “rules”.  Telestialites usually live in fear 
of losing their eternal life and eternal family, if they can reach the “exhalted” “celestial” Heaven. 
 
Celestialite and some terrestialite’s “second anointing” immunizes them from failure to reach 
Heaven.  The celestialites, don’t worry.  Some terrestialite’s, by invitation only, recieve their 
second anointing, like the Heaven “sealed” celestialites.   These “second anointed” have secured 
Heaven.  
 
 Two sets of rules. These “chosen” are not bound by the telestialites rules through the second 
anointing.  The celesitialites formulate the rules and alter temple ordinances to suit popularity, as 
they declare what the lowly telestialites must do, must obey, must sacrifice to build  celestialite-
ruled dictator “nation” unto itself…. for the telesetialites’ “perfection” and admissibility to 
Heaven and to be with their soon to be celestial family.  It is a “perfection” the celestialite 
leaders well  know is an impossibility for any human to achieve. 
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C. The Corporation is characteristically like other ancient man-made organizations 

 
Historically speaking, I will tell you one truism I have found. Perhaps you will agree.  In ANY 
human controlled organization,  be it Pharoahs, Romans, Nazis, our own CIA, FBI, etc., if the 
highest eschelon can operate in secrecy, while demanding that the middle managers and 
followers must operate under full disclosure, including individual communications under the 
Patriot Act, with the NSA home in Bluffdale, Utah (coincidence?),  the object of the organization 
will never be to engender individual “free agency” . Instead the human system will foster the  
“elite’s” financial, political, social, religious, military, media, control of the people….always in 
the name of the People’s own protection and sustained belief in the organization.  Jesus said test 
the spirits, do not be deceived, look out for those folks with wealth and flowing robes who 
oppress in the name of God. 1 John 4:1. 
 

D. Utah is a Dictatorship of Temple- Sworn Corporation Members 

following the “only” Prophet, Seer, Revelator on Earth 

 

Therefore, understanding the Corporation’s government temple-sworn leaders’ views of Joseph 
Smith, as taught today in 1994, to modern members, and thus, their views of current President 
Russel Nelson, is vital to our discussion of Utah Justices and Utah law. 
 

“Joseph Smith holds the keys of this last dispensation… no man or woman in this 
dispensation will ever enter into the celestial kingdom of God without the consent 
of Joseph Smith. …every man and woman must have the certificate of Joseph 
Smith, junior, as a passport to their entrance into the mansion where God and 
Christ are.” —“Joseph Smith among the Prophets,” Ensign, June 1994, p. 22 
 

 
As the early Corporation’s polygamy’s doctrine of “celestial marriage” became public, the 
Corporation and its political “kingdom government, army, finances, supremacy” - and the United 
States Congress’ Republic, began decades of conflict.   
 
 Every Corporation member’s conflict.  It is impossible to have a Prophet run theocracy and U.S. 
Constitutional government at the same time. One or the other must be the “supreme law of the 
land”.  Whether from Joseph, (Quinn), or Young (Karren), it came to Utah for the Justice’s 
“common law” foundations in history with Brigham Young and fellow Corporation elite. 
Fact one:   All U.S. citizens have the People’s blood-bought, Bill of Rights, but, only if, your 
lawyer’s or judge’s liberty (name, reputation, honor) and property rights in their hard earned, 
expensively bought, professional license is shielded from arbitrary state invasions, by the U.S. 
Supreme Court-defined U.S. Constitutional protections.    Unknowingly, your lawyer signed 
away his/her U.S. Constitutional protections of their license, when they became a member 
of the Utah State Bar and took an oath to uphold the U.S. Constitution as the “Supreme 
Law of the Land.”  but in reality, only if the Utah Justices’ “law” supersedes U.S. law.  
  
Fact Two:  The research below shows that since at least 1960, Utah Supreme Court Justices, 
cloaked with their oath to uphold the U.S. Constitution,  have knowingly, willfully, calculatedly, 



  Rose – Petition to the People 

 7 

a) used unconstitutional judicial doctrine standards for lawyer regulation, and b) initiated, 
adopted, and applied their own unconstitutional lawyer regulation Rules of Lawyer Discipline 
and Disability rules to punish, and permits the Prosecutor’s staff, and media connections, to 
publicly smear,  Utah State Bar members and anyone else they claim they control who they 
believe is committing “professional misconduct”.  A term not objectively clearly defined so 
lawyers can defend themselves. 

 
Fact Three: These Petitions are to support, protect and defend the U.S. Constitution’s 
Supremacy, in behalf of (a) the one group of members of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-
day Saints (“Mormons”), and all others proud U.S. citizens, who believe the U.S. Constitution, 
Declaration of Independence, and Bill of Rights are inspired by God, with the church subservient 
to it,  and (b)  who dedicate their lives to support the U.S. Constitution, their Bill of Rights, and 
risk their lives to do so.    
 

E. Utah’s legal history, by Justices’ definition in Whitehead, below, is founded in the 
Corporation’s “President” “Dictator” Brigham Young’s  (1801 – 1877) teachings: 

 
"I sometimes say to my brethren, 'I have been your dictator for twenty-seven 
years-over a quarter of a century I have dictated this people; that ought to be some 
evidence that my course is onward and upward.'" 
 

- Prophet Brigham Young, Journal of Discourses, v. 14, p. 205, August 13, 1871 
 

"As formerly, I present myself before you this morning in the capacity Providence 
has lead me to occupy, acknowledged and sustained by you as the dictator, 
counsellor, and adviser of the people of God." 

 
- Prophet Brigham Young, Journal of Discourses, v. 9, p. 267, April 6, 1862 
 

“The man whom God calls to dictate the affairs in the building of his Zion 
has the right to dictate about everything connected with the building of his 
Zion, yes even to the ribbons the women wear; and any person who denies it 
is ignorant.” 
 

- Prophet Brigham Young, Journal of Discourses, v. 11, p. 298, February 3, 1867 
 
-Apostle Heber C. Kimball (1802 - 1868): 
 

"President Young is our governor and our dictator. It is for me to walk with him, 
and for you to walk with those who go before you." 

 
- Apostle Heber C. Kimball, Journal of Discourses, v. 7, p. 19, July 16, 1854. 
 
The Journal of Discourses is digitally available from a few websites. 
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F. Utah is the center of a secret ghost world government 
 
Today, the Corporation’s financial, governmental “elite”, are building the Corporations’ 
kingdom, not the U.S. Constitutional, supremacy.   
 
As these Petitions show, the Mormon hierarchy’ descendants and family members and friends 
and financial associates,  “elite”, are in all levels of our United States and state governance, and 
world governments, financial, business, and now, masonic, entities---operating under the 
supreme power of President Nelson, not Trump.  See, Quinn POWER and EXTENSIONS generally 
identifying genealogies of current leaders and lawyers.  Also, 
http://mormoncurtain.infymus.com/topic_mormon_money.html.  
 
There appears to be plans for a 500,000 person city in Florida, all world wide Corporation 
members tithes are financing, in the works that tithing dollars supports. 
 
These “elite” have an inherent conflict: President Nelson, or the U.S. Constitution.  
 
“August 1979 – Church’s Ensign magazine publishes first counselor N. Eldon Tanner’s 
statement: “When the prophet speaks the debate is over,” which echoes Improvement Era’s 
message of June 1945.”  EXTENSIONS page 872.  
 
The Utah Justices knowingly violated oaths, a lie, and created unconstitutional rules for lawyers 
that forces this edict upon those lawyers, like myself, challenging Utah’s legal authority to 
secede from the U.S. Bill of Rights protections being the Supreme Law of the Land.  
 
Your conflict.  If you are a Utah State Bar member or a Corporation member, which oath, temple 
or constitutional, are you going to support? One is opposite the other.  A theocratic monarchy 
CANNOT  operate as a free U.S. Constitutional republic! And yet, even noncorporation 
members who are Utah State Bar members, past and present, are forced not to promote U.S. 
Supremacy under penalty of losing their professional license for an undefined “professional 
misconduct”. If you pay tithing, you support the Corporation’s historical roots today. 
 
Notably, the Utah Justice’s prosecutor does not appear to be a Corporation member. 

 
G. Utah Supreme Court’s Corporation is not “rooted” in the Jesus Christ of the Bible.    
 
Most do not know that the Jesus Christ who IS God in the Bible’s New Testament, John 1 and 
John 17,  is NOT the Corporation’s Jesus Christ preached today.  This Petition does not know if 
President Hinkley’s factual recitation of Joseph Smith’s first vision is accurate. However, his 
comments show what “facts” are being taught to today’s Utah members and legal community as 
Utah roots. 
 

"In bearing testimony of Jesus Christ, President Hinckley spoke of those outside 
the Church who say Latter-day Saints 'do not believe in the traditional Christ.' 
'No, I don't. The traditional Christ of whom they speak is not the Christ of whom I 
speak. For the Christ of whom I speak has been revealed in this the Dispensation 

http://mormoncurtain.infymus.com/topic_mormon_money.html
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of the Fullness of Times. He together with His Father, appeared to the boy Joseph 
Smith in the year 1820, and when Joseph left the grove that day, he knew more of 
the nature of God than all the learned ministers of the gospel of the ages.'" (LDS 
Church News Week ending June 20, 1998, p. 7). 
 

The Utah-rooted Corporation’s leader, speaking doctrinally, President Brigham Young, stated 
Jesus Christ was conceived by sexual intercourse by a resurrected human who is Adam- God the 
Father and the virgin Mary 

While brother Joseph was referring to the providences of God, I was led to reflect 
that there is no act, no principle, no power belonging to the Deity that is not 
purely philosophical. The birth of the Saviour was as natural as are the births of 
our children; it was the result of natural action. He partook of flesh and blood—
was begotten of his Father, as we were of our fathers. 

Journal of Discourses 1: 238. 
 
Utah Courts must also know that Brigham Young doctrinally also taught that Adam was a God, 
and Jesus was a brother to us, begotten by Adam.   
 

Now hear it, O inhabitants of the earth, Jew and Gentile, Saint and sinner! 
When our father Adam came into the Garden of Eden he came into it with a 
celestial body and brought Eve, one of his wives, with him. He helped to make 
and organize this world. He is Michael, the archangel, the ‘Ancient of Days’ . . . . 
He is our Father and our God, and the only God with whom we have to do. . . . 
When the Virgin Mary conceived the child Jesus, the Father had begotten Him in 
His own likeness. He was not begotten by the Holy Ghost. And who is the Father? 
He is the first of the human family; and when he took a tabernacle it was begotten 
by his Father in heaven . . . from the fruits of the earth the first earthly tabernacles 
were originated by the Father . . . . 
Jesus, our elder brother, was begotten in the flesh by the same character 
[who] was in the Garden of Eden, and who is our Father in heaven. Now, let all 
who may hear these doctrines pause before they make light of them or treat 
them with indifference, for they will prove their salvation or damnation. 
I have given you a few leading items upon this subject, but a great deal 
more remains to be told. 
 

George D. Watt, ed., Journal of Discourses (Liverpool: F. D. and S. W. Richards, 
1854), 1:50–51;  President Brigham Young, 9 April 1852, sermon delivered 
in the Salt Lake City, Utah Tabernacle.  
 
Later General Authorities discredited this Adam-God theory, but it is the true “root” of Utah’s 
Common Law, taught by Utah’s governor Young, and what the Pioneers relied on while forming 
a “separate Nation”, as Utah argued in 2015 in the 10th Circuit court,  believed and were taught, 
along with polygamy  and polyandry as celestial marriage being the only way to Heaven, 
discussed below. 
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H. Utah’s Corporation “roots” show great liberality in sexual relations 
  

Jan 15,1897 – Apostle Brigham Young, Jr. temporarily resigns as vice-president 
of Brigham Young Trust Company because first counselor George Q. Cannon 
allows its property to become “a first class” brothel on Commercial Street (now 
Regent Street), Salt Lake City. Apostle Heber J. Grant is invited to its opening 
reception and is stunned to discover himself inside “a regular whore-house.” This 
situation begins in 1891, and for fifty years church controlled real estate 
companies lease houses of prostitution. 

Quinn EXTENSIONS page 798 
 
I. Utah Justice’s common law means celestialite leaders’ secrecy is not lying. 

 
Apostle Dallin Oaks explains secrecy of the leaders is not viewed as lying, dishonest, or unjust 
but sanctioned to protect the sacred, the “sacred” being defined by the celestialites as both 
supernatural and natural as one, and polygamy.  He explains that polygamy, a sacred religious 
practice, was secreted from members in the earliest church and secreted from the U.S. 
Government, who banned polygamy and polyandry.  See a fireside talk, “Gospel Teachings 
About Lying” Clark Memorandum [of the J. Reuban Clark School of Law] discussed below. ( If 
so, was it really a practice secretly introduced by Brigham Young and friends hidden from 
Joseph, as Mr. Karren proposes? An interesting question given Quinn’s depiction of Young’s 
“government” “ethics” in his trilogy.) 
 
 He also represented the Corporation before House subcommittees identifying that lack of 
religious freedom was responsible for the depravations of Utah’s “rooted” pioneer polygamous 
persecutions, not that Congress and the Nation saw polygamy and polyandry as practices that 
destroy people physically, emotionally and mentally.  Deseret News Sept. 19, 1992, “Elder Oaks 
urges senate to pass religious freedom act.”    
 
All elected Senators and Representatives need ask the Jeffs’ or other “fundamentalist”  
polygamous and polyandry children suffering sexual abuse, forced marriages, watching spousal 
abuse, and sociologists and mental health and physicians, about how this “celestial” “worldly” 
practice violates the Nation’s health and safety.  This applies to Moslems and their removal of 
little girls clitoris’, also.  Ask soldiers serving in Moslem countries how little boys are treated by 
the soldiers, and how they can do nothing when hearing the boys screams at night.  
https://www.nytimes.com/2015/09/21/world/asia/us-soldiers-told-to-ignore-afghan-allies-abuse-of-
boys.html 

 
J. The Corporation declares the Corporation’s Dictatorial  

General Authorities are infallible. 
 

  November 6, 1994 the Corporation’s General Authority Russel M. Ballard in speaking to 
25,000 Brigham Young University students, stated that the General Authorities “will not lead 
you astray. We cannot.”  It was published, and also repeated in another fireside March 1996.  
Quinn EXTENSIONS page 893 
 

https://www.nytimes.com/2015/09/21/world/asia/us-soldiers-told-to-ignore-afghan-allies-abuse-of-boys.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2015/09/21/world/asia/us-soldiers-told-to-ignore-afghan-allies-abuse-of-boys.html
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So in 1986, President Ezra Taft Benson, as the Corporation’s revered only Prophet, Seer, 
Revelator, of the world,  gave a rousing and great speech regarding the Declaration of 
Independence and the U. S. Constitution and its Bill of Rights.   
 
This is only a mere 2 years after Apostle James E. Faust, and celestialite leaders, after working 
on the Utah Constitutional revision committee called by Temple- sworn Governor Matheson, 
among several others, convinced the largely temple-sworn legislature, then voters, to adopt the 
celestialites’ Constitution’s revisions, to eliminate  Congress’ mandated Enabling Act three- 
branch form of government (all legislative and executive oversight or involvement), for all 
lawyers, and, thus, the People’s most proficient mouth pieces in the courts…thus, in reality 
eliminating the People’s three-branches of government and enforceability of federal laws and 
some state laws. 
 

K. Tithing for totalitarian secret nation building. 

 

Telestialites, and particularly converts, are not told their “sacred” tithes and offerings are for 
building a dictator’s totalitarian “God’s kingdom” to replace our Bill of Rights, with “do it 
because I said so” leadership.  This is  not by military invasion, but by secret oaths to one man 
who controls a 30 to 40 billion dollars organization infused into all levels of our U.S. 
Government  and Justices, and lawyers, who lied when they took their oath to uphold the U.S. 
Constitution, and followed the Corporation’s directions through Corporation Elder Ralph Hardy 
among others. https://www.opb.org/news/article/mormon-leaks-video-oregon-senator-gordon-
smith/;  Elder Hardy says Brother Reid helped the church.   
 

"In my personal experience, Sen. Reid has extended himself and been willing to 
help and roll up his sleeves and get us introduced to the right people and speak 
well for us," said Hardy, who served as an area authority and stake president. 

 
https://www.deseretnews.com/article/865671566/Brother-Harry-Reid-talks-about-helping-LDS-Church-
controversy-retirement-Trump.html 
 

L.  Lying for the Corporation is not okay, but withholding information for “sacred” duties 
is not “lying”, and is viewed inspired or not a sin? 

In no area is the conflict between man’s organizations and God’s U.S. Constitutional individual 
“inherent rights” more in conflict than in how our U.S. President, and the celestialite President 
Oaks, view secrecy.   

If People, sincere, loving, hard working people are struggling to bet their very “everything” on 
supporting an institution, then they deserve and should demand the FULL transparency of that 
institution.   

Compare President Kennedy secrecy condemnation with President Oaks, secrecy of oaths, like 
polygamy, is not lying.  

Information is freedom. On April 27, 1961, President John F. Kennedy, I believe, was murdered 
due to his condemnation of secrecy. 

https://www.opb.org/news/article/mormon-leaks-video-oregon-senator-gordon-smith/
https://www.opb.org/news/article/mormon-leaks-video-oregon-senator-gordon-smith/
https://www.deseretnews.com/article/865671566/Brother-Harry-Reid-talks-about-helping-LDS-Church-controversy-retirement-Trump.html
https://www.deseretnews.com/article/865671566/Brother-Harry-Reid-talks-about-helping-LDS-Church-controversy-retirement-Trump.html
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The very word "secrecy" is repugnant in a free and open society; and we are as a 
people inherently and historically opposed to secret societies, to secret oaths and 
to secret proceedings. We decided long ago that the dangers of excessive and 
unwarranted concealment of pertinent facts far outweighed the dangers which are 
cited to justify it. Even today, there is little value in opposing the threat of a 
closed society by imitating its arbitrary restrictions. Even today, there is little 
value in insuring the survival of our nation if our traditions do not survive with it. 
And there is very grave danger that an announced need for increased security will 
be seized upon by those anxious to expand its meaning to the very limits of 
official censorship and concealment. That I do not intend to permit to the extent 
that it is in my control. And no official of my Administration, whether his rank is 
high or low, civilian or military, should interpret my words here tonight as an 
excuse to censor the news, to stifle dissent, to cover up our mistakes or to 
withhold from the press and the public the facts they deserve to know. 
*** 
For we are opposed around the world by a monolithic and ruthless conspiracy that 
relies primarily on covert means for expanding its sphere of influence--on 
infiltration instead of invasion, on subversion instead of elections, on intimidation 
instead of free choice, on guerrillas by night instead of armies by day. It is a 
system which has conscripted vast human and material resources into the building 
of a tightly knit, highly efficient machine that combines military, diplomatic, 
intelligence, economic, scientific and political operations.  
 
Its preparations are concealed, not published. Its mistakes are buried, not 
headlined. Its dissenters are silenced, not praised. No expenditure is questioned, 
no rumor is printed, no secret is revealed. It conducts the Cold War, in short, with 
a war-time discipline no democracy would ever hope or wish to match. 

 

It is ironic that President Kennedy was speaking about Russians or others. Is it really any 
coincidence that members of the celestialites and terrestialites have worked in the FBI, CIA, 
NSA, and IRS so the Corporation’s insiders would know more than the public about finances, 
regulation, government policies, before they occur?  Is it by coincidence the NSA intelligence 
gathering is in Utah (thank you senator Hatch? operated by temple sworn members?) 

Secrecy is of the Lord?  Apostle Dallin Oaks is quoted from a fireside talk, “Gospel Teachings 
About Lying” Clark Memorandum [of the J. Reuban Clark School of Law]. He was discussing 
the secrecy surrounding the sacred “polygamy” not disclosed to general members historically, 
and identifying silence about “sacred” activities, i.e. illegal polygamy (?) as not “lying”. 

Satan can use truth to promote his purposes Truth can be used unrighteously… 
True statements made with an evil motive, such as to injure another, are used 
unrighteously….. 
These examples contain important lessons for Church members. There are 
things we simply should not discuss or reveal Sometimes we are silent out of 
loyalty to those we love. Sometimes we are silent because the Lord has confided 
in us, and we know we are not appointed to be the means of disseminating 
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the knowledge to others. Sometimes there are other reasons 
Is this why the Corporation in history counseled members not to use government courts, and use 
church courts of friends and family instead?  Is this why sexual predators need not worry about 
prosecutor’s destroying their families with public embarrassment…rather than admitting it was 
the sex acts, NOT THE VICTIMS, who destroyed their families? 

One must not criticize this lack of transparency either.  

Apostle Dallin Oaks has also said, Sep 30, 2013 · “It’s wrong to criticize leaders of the church, 
even if the criticism is true.” Dallin H. Oaks, 2007 PBS Mormons Documentary 
http://www.pbs.org/mormons/etc/script...  February, 1987 Corporation magazine Ensign article 
by Dallin H. Oaks, ‘Criticism’:  “Criticism is particularly objectionable when it is directed 
toward Church authorities, general or local. Jude condemns those who ‘speak evil of dignities.’ 
(Jude 1:8.)”  

 What Dallin Oaks forgets is that God places dignitaries, as servants or ministers, (celestialites 
and terrestialites) in positions to take care of the free agency of his children, to establish “justice” 
that frees people from oppression. Isaiah 10. Not to use their positions to stifle speech, to destroy 
competition, to put hard braces on brains, and enslave telestialites to tithing, and dozens of rules, 
to work their way to heaven, while those celestialites and terrestialites have Heaven won in an 
invitation only, second anointing.  Does God really mean for the ceestialites and terrestialites in 
charge, to earn large sums for directorships on the Corporations’ businesses and friends of the 
Corporation’s businesss, and Corporation duties, complete with maids and gardners,  including 
the Kingdom’s own a church banking system, in large part paid by the telestialites who are often 
working two jobs, raising large families, in home that would appear to be like “camping out” for 
the elite’s tastes.  

 The Lord’s dignitaries were Pharisees, and Jesus criticized them soundly as snakes and vipers 
because truth and justice were far from them. 

Well as a Utah Justice he acted to prevent any criticism coming from lawyers by refusing to give 
Utah State Bar members the U.S. Constitutional protections on their licenses the U.S. Supreme 
Court clearly defined in Ruffalo.  

If leaders obtain the revelation to practice polygamy today, secretly, then its not lying if they just 

don’t say.  

M. Secret book keeping. Tithing for totalitarianism. 

 
 It is a secret where tithing dollars really go.  Quinn’s trilogy’s research on modern finances, 
POWER,  presented  below shows that all of our, and all Corporation’s members,  decades of 
tithing dollars and family sacrifices, to ensure our sealing as a eternal family (ecclesiastically), 
went to building a (physical) financial, political, separate church-rooted political theocratic 
“nation” --within our United States—opposite individual Bill of Rights freedoms,  revering one 
man as the “king”, “president pro tem” of the world, while serving physical needs of the  
“celestialites”  (fine cars, homes, gardeners, maids) who bestow “freedoms” on select rulers loyal 

http://www.pbs.org/mormons/etc/script
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to them, and loyal to their “sacred” money, and retribution on those considered “enemies” of the 
Corporation’s Nation building.  
 
Further,  telestialites paying the way, are not entitled to transparency of knowing how “God’s” 
money is being spent.  Apostle Dallin Oaks explains secrecy of the leaders is not viewed as 
lying, dishonest, or unjust but sanctioned to protect the sacred, the “sacred” being defined by the 
celestialites as both supernatural and natural as one.  He explains that polygamy, a sacred 
religious practice, was secreted from members in the earliest church, and secreted from the U.S. 
Government who banned polygamy and polyandry.  See discussion and quotations below. He 
also represented the Corporation before House subcommittees identifying that lack of religious 
freedom was responsible for the depravations of Utah’s “rooted” pioneer polygamous 
persecutions, not that Congress and the Nation saw polygamy and polyandry as practices that 
destroy people physically, emotionally and mentally. Many sociological studies show the harm 
to society by polygamy and polyandry. 
 

N. Jesus Christ  command to beware of scrbes in flowing robes is 
opposite Dallin Oaks statements to obey, and not criticize leaders. 

 
Jesus Christ who is God, the living Word (John 1:1) tells us in Luke 20: 45-47 AMP Bible, 
 

45 And with all the people listening, He said to His disciples,  
46 Beware of the scribes, who like to walk about in long robes and love to be 
saluted [with honor] in places where people congregate and love the front and 
best seats in the synagogues and places of distinction at feasts,  
47 Who make away with and devour widows’ houses, and [to cover it up] with 
pretense make long prayers. They will receive the greater condemnation (the 
heavier sentence, the severer punishment). 

 
Only now--- the mass media is helping the Corporation--- as it combines with international 
banking, corporations, Masonry a secret society,  intertwining itself into I call “deep state” 
interests that are happily taking over at the right time, under one leader, President Russel Nelson, 
or later, Dallin Oaks, as God inspired Prophets the telestialites trusting they speak to and hear 
from God regarding the church and their lives. 
 
My research equally shows a supernatural Jesus Rules! Not man made organizations.  As a 
personal opinion, the Bible teaches everything, absolutely everything, about Jesus Christ was 
“supernatural” including his human existence.  His conception, birth, baptism, miracles, death, 
resurrection, ascension, selection of his apostles, are all “supernatural” with angels and the Holy 
Spirits involvement.  Jesus as a resurrected God, who ALWAYS, was God (John 1) is perfectly 
capable of communicating personally with anyone who wishes Him to communicate with them.  
  
Through the Holy Spirit, He is building and governing His supernatural-obtained followers in a 
supernatural “church”.  He is communicating with every person who gives their imperfect heart 
to Him supernaturally. He gives His perfect heart back to them. 
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I am supernaturally lovingly “sealed” to my parents, non Corporation members, through being 
supernaturally lovingly “sealed” into Jesus heart, with Him, because Jesus Christ is God. John 
1:1; and 17:21. Jesus Christ tells us His entire purpose as our Messiah, (Isaiah 53), is to bring us 
into “oneness”-- with His heart and our heart supernaturally becoming “one” with His and His 
Father through the Holy Ghost.  See John 17:21 in all Bible translations. “Oneness” not by force 
or threat, but by His perfect love for each individual.  

21 That they all may be one, as thou, O Father, art in me, and I in thee: even that 
they may be also one in us, that the world may believe that thou hast sent me.  
 

Such oneness with a totally loving diety is impossible if a human “Prophet”, “King of the 
World” and human created government is in between us and God.   
 
Jesus Christ IS God.  

 
Think about it! The idea, if it were not so sad, is almost laughable that He supernaturally lived 
and died and resurrected and ascended into Heaven, and needs a human operated and controlled, 
polygamous and polyandry founded “kingdom of God” government to take over the United 
States and world governments, for men to self righteously give back to Him on His return.  
 
He can destroy any and all man made “governments” that oppress people with a blink of an 
eyelash, or by earthquakes, or wars, or tornados, or hurricanes, or volcanos, or tidal waves, 
plagues, diseases, or whatever He wishes, and Matthew 24 says these things will happen.  
 
The Corporation’s “Justice” for the celestialites, is oppression of the telestialites’ God given 
“inherent” rights. Declaration of Independence.  
 
Absolute power corrupts absolutely. These Petitions and its research shows NO human being can 
be trusted with absolute power, as the Utah Justices have over Utah lawyers, and thus, you, the 
People’s access to courts and representation.  Nearly all, historically belong to the Corporation’s 
hereditary “elite” families, to support the U.S. Constitution as the Supreme Law of the Land as 
they took oaths to do, as part of their position as a lawyer, judge, and justice.    
 

I. WHAT THESE PETITIONS IS ABOUT 
 

A. Purpose is to Redress and Prevent Injuries 
 

Utah State Bar Members are victims. I do not want one other law school student or person to 
join the Utah State Bar without first knowing clearly they are signing away their U.S. Bill 
of Rights, since 1960 under the Utah temple sworn Justices’ supervision, and control.  
 
Utah State Bar members’ clients, associates, constituents, are victims. I do not want one more 
person, anywhere in the world, to associate in any form with the Utah Bar member, without first 
knowing that lawyer can lose his/her professional license if the Utah Supreme Court Justices and 
Prosecutor of the Supreme Court Justice’s Office of Professional Conduct, Mr. Walker, 
disapprove of the lawyers’ clients or speech or petitions, …or laws they make in legislatures and 
senates, or governorships, or local government leader lawyers.  
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B. Celestialites’ total power controlling telestialites 

 

Succinctly stated, the Utah Supreme Court Justices, having absolute power over lawyer regulation,  
have knowing and willfully, by action and  non action, 1) adopted an entire lawyer regulation 
regime founded on unconstitutional standards, where lawyers, and even judges once they leave the 
bench, who can be prosecuted at will without an adversarial trial or proper state burden of evidence 
for what they say and do anywhere in regards to creating law or upholding law; 2) have rewritten 
the Common Law of Utah to be rooted in the Corporation’s history, not as the Utah Territorial 
Court’s Common Law of the United States Constitution and laws; and 3) has legalized adoption 
of children by law breaking polygamists.  Further, regarding “secret polygamy” Utah has 
decriminalized adultery.  
 
To emphasize, the Justices claim total authority over lawyers. Simply stated, if any lawyer argues 
against the rules, or argues for their lawyer regulation rules, all argumentation is irrelevant. It is 
their responsibility, affirmatively, independent of anyone else, to implement the U.S. 
Constitutional protections for lawyers, by way of Congress’ Organic Act, and Enabling Act, Utah’s 
Constitution, the U.S. Constitution, U.S. law, their U.S. and Utah mandated oath of office to 
uphold the U.S. Constitution as the Supreme Law of the Land. 
 

Sec. 3. [Utah inseparable from the Union.] The State of Utah is an inseparable part 
of the Federal Union and the Constitution of the United States is the supreme law 
of the land. 

Utah Constitution Article I sec. 3. 
 

C. 40 and 50 year patterns of ignoring the U.S. Constitution’s Supremacy 
 

Utah Courts have a forty and fifty year pattern of disregarding federal law supremacy.  
calculatedly designed system now includes, destroying your  U.S. Constitutional rights, by 
destroying your lawyers U.S. Constitutional rights.  This “regime” is now claiming total 
control over  ALL past and present Utah State Bar members (including Judges), and 
officials, elected and appointed.  The Justice’s power extends to ALL past and present Utah 
State Bar members in ALL states and , in ALL capacities, in ALL jurisdictions world wide.  
 
This means the Utah Supreme Court “Justices” and their Prosecutor claims control over how 
Utah State Bar members frame a case, and represent you the People in courts, or in government 
agencies, or in the national and state elected state and local offices.  This control is by a regime 
of oppression that has eliminated U.S. Supreme Court supremacy of lawyer license protections 
since 1960.   
 
The Justices and Prosecutor ---under a cloak of State supremacy- over Federal supremacy—set 
the metes and bounds of  “law” that lawyers can argue, and lawyer representatives can initiate, 
adopt, apply,  without fear of losing their licenses for the speech and petitions they use… in 
Bangledesh, New Zealand, federal courts, Indian Nation courts, in California and all other states,  
and locations where a past or present Utah State Bar member is located===without any Utah 
elected official oversight.   
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These Petitions are to restore your stolen individual Bill of Rights, as well as, your lawyers’ 
rights, that you absolutely need to prevail against powerful interests silencing them. 
 

III. WHO IS A VICTIM AND WHO IS RESPONSIBLE 
 

A. Why These Petitions are not “anti Mormon” or “hate” speech. 
 
These Petitions applies to you- Mormon, non Mormon, whatever! It is a simple fact.   Your 
Utah State Bar members are victims.  They had no full disclosure.  They were not told that 
they sign away their U.S. Constitutional protections of their licenses, their names, 
reputation, and honor, when they sign up with the Utah State Bar.   
 
 

B. Who is the Victim? 
 

 Victims include : 1) myself, see part V, 2)  my clients, 3) all citizens unable to find a lawyer to 
represent them, particularly in Utah,  4)  all Utah lawyers operating in ALL jurisdictions world 
wide, in ALL law-related capacities. 
 
You, the public, require the ability 1) to sue civilly against others in courts for redress of injuries, 
or 2) have a prosecutor, often elected, to criminally charge those criminally injuring others.  
 
You have no court redress, no impartial judges, if  your lawyer and judges fear the state using 
unconstitutional means of taking their licenses, or worse, if they fear ecclesiastical leaders can 
threaten their families with no unity in the hereafter, if they argue or rule or create laws in behalf 
of unpopular causes or unpopular people….in Utah …against the Mormon Church and its 
favored interests and people. 
 
No relief from public firms. Financially, the Utah State Bar Foundation funds public law firms 
who otherwise might represent you. They can lose funding if they attack the state or other 
favored institutions or companies or persons. Remember, he who pays the piper, selects the tune.  
 
C. Who is Responsible for this Destruction of Rights? 
 
Responsibility falls to 1) the Utah Supreme Court Justices, and Mormon Church leaders 
overseeing them; 2) your elected leaders, and their appointees, and 3) you, the People who 
adopted the 1984 Amendments to the Utah Constitution that, in reality, a) eliminated your three 
branch form of government, b) unilaterally rewrote Congress’ Enabling Act that obligated Utah 
to have a three branch form of government as a condition for statehood by Congress’ Enabling 
Act; and c) eliminated the U.S. Constitution’s Privileges and Immunities clause for Utah 
lawyers, who cannot enjoy the same U.S. Constitutional protections as other lawyers. 
 
1)  Every Supreme Court Justice since 1960 with a timeline of how it was done. This list 
includes, but is not limited to,  Justices Dallin Oaks, Lee, Pearce, Parish, Wilkins, Durham, 
Hyde, Zimmerman, Nehring, Himonas, Crockett among others.  
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Each has, or had, a sworn duty to uphold the U.S. Constitution as the supreme law of the land, 
for all Utah citizens, including, without exception, the Utah State Bar members’ professional 
license protections.  
 
Utah Constitution Article IV sec. 10 

“I do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will support, obey and defend the 

Constitution of the United States and the Constitution of the State of Utah, and 

that I will discharge the duties of my office with fidelity.[“] 

 
Utah “Justices” read this oath as it is written in the Utah Constitution, and add “but only if 
lawyers being regulated appropriately argue so as to convince us of our rules unconstitutionality, 
and then only to our ad hoc committees.”  See In Re Brian Steffensen, below.  
 
Utah Article I, Section 3.  [Utah inseparable from the Union.]  
The State of Utah is an inseparable part of the Federal Union and the Constitution of the United 

States is the supreme law of the land. 

 
Unconstitutional policies:  Each Utah Justice knew or should have known that the lawyer 
regulation regime in Utah did not comport with U.S. Supreme Court standards.  Since 1960 
Utah’s lawyer regulation has not complied with U.S. Supreme Court standards.  
 
Justices’ actions and  non-action was knowing, willful, and intentional. 

In State v. Briggs, 2008 UT 83, Utah Justice Durrant, with concurrances of Justices Durham, 
Parish, Wilkins, Nehring  (one of the few non Mormon Justices) all agree the U.S. 
Constitutionally-compliant laws and court rules, are the only legally valid laws and rules, all 
others are void, of no legal value. 

“¶ 26 Nevertheless, the protections in the federal Constitution provide a 
constitutional floor, which, if Utah’s Constitution or laws provide a lesser level of 

protection, renders interpretation of Utah’s Constitution unnecessary.  In other 
words, if the challenged state action violates the federal Constitution, we need not 
reach the question of whether the instead resolve the case with reference only to 
the federal Constitution.” [emphasis added] 
 

See PART THREE TIMELINE. From 1960 forward, Utah Judges refused to adopt U.S. Supreme 
Court -defined lawyer protection standards to prevent arbitrary state invasions of your lawyers 
license ---for what they argue in court in your behalf, or legal work they do for your benefit, or 
for the laws they initiate, create, adopt for your benefit. 
 
2)   Your Elected leaders and their appointees are responsible:  In about 1978, Governor 
Matheson appointed members to a Constitutional Revision Commission. Elder James Faust, as a 
Mormon Apostle, was on that Committee Neal A. Maxwell (August 1995). “President James E. 

Faust: ‘Pure Gold’”. Ensign. p. 12.  George LaMont Richards, a Regional Representative to the 
Mormon Twelve served on the Constitutional Revision Commission. 
 
Judge Durham, prior to becoming a Justice, assisted and supported this Commission that was 
part of the root of a group of people eliminating, in reality, our three branch of government 
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oversight protections from arbitrary state action with their recommended 1984 Constitutional 
Amendments. What that means is that no legislator or governor has ANY influence or oversight 
of the Justices’ diabolical and unconstitutional lawyer regulation rules that is weaponized against 
them, and the public’s access to justice, by payment of their own Bar dues. 
 
All the leader lawyers who knew the system of lawyer regulation was unconstitutional did 
NOTHING to change it when they had authority to do so.  
 
3)   You, the People are responsible.  In 1984 you, the People, trusting your leaders, adopted 
the Utah Constitutional amendments recommended to you. To her credit, Francis Hatch Merrill 
warned that you were giving absolute power to people who could be corrupted by such power 
absolutely. You did not listen.  
 
First, the amended  Article VIII sec. 4 gave total, as in totalitarian, control of lawyers’—speech, 
conduct, petitions, client relations, government policies, laws they seek to pass, their 
representation of you-   to solely and completely the Utah Justices, and their appointed Office of 
Professional Conduct (“OPC”) prosecutor Mr. Billy Walker and staff, that  you so willingly 
“trusted”.  Don’t feel bad.  I trusted them for ten years to apply U.S. Constitutional protections 
for myself and my clients who were beyond any reproach. 
 
Article VIII, Section 4.  [Rulemakaing power of Supreme Court — Judges pro tempore — 
Regulation of practice of law.]  

The Supreme Court shall adopt rules of procedure and evidence to be used in the 

courts of the state and shall by rule manage the appellate process. …. The 

Supreme Court by rule shall govern the practice of law, including admission to 

practice law and the conduct and discipline of persons admitted to practice law. 

 
Second, the Utah State Bar’s elected commissioners lost rule making power to the Utah Supreme 
Court appointees.  

Article VIII, Section 12.  [Judicial Council – Chief justice as administrative officer – Legal 
counsel.]  

(1) There is created a Judicial Council which shall adopt rules for the 

administration of the courts of the state. 

(2) The Judicial Council shall consist of the chief justice of the Supreme 

Court, as presiding officer, and other justices, judges, and other persons as 

provided by statute. There shall be at least one representative on the Judicial 

Council from each court established by the Constitution or by statute. 

(3) The chief justice of the Supreme Court shall be the chief administrative 

officer for the courts and shall implement the rules adopted by the Judicial 

Council. 

(4) The Judicial Council may appoint legal counsel which shall provide all 

legal services for the Judicial Department unless otherwise provided by statute. 

 

Seriously,  with justices and judges on the council, what lawyer in their right mind will believe 
they do not know their rules are unconstitutional, and are refusing to do anything about it.  
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In 2015 Justice Durham explains in  Injured Workers Ass’n of Utah v. State, 2016 UT 21, 374 
P.3d 14 (Utah, 2016) 

¶ 26 Although the constitution permits legislative oversight of the supreme court’s 
rules of procedure and evidence, there is no such limitation on the supreme 
court’s authority to govern the practice of law. And, as specifically articulated in 
our separation-of-powers clause and jurisprudence, “there may be exceptions to 
the separation-of-powers doctrine, but any exception must be found within the 
Utah Constitution.” State v. Drej, 2010 UT 35, ¶ 25, 233 P.3d 476. Because there 
is no limitation found within the constitution on our ability to govern the 
practice of law, we maintain the exclusive authority to do so. 

 
IV. HOW YOUR U.S. CONSTITUTIONALLY-SWORN JUSTICES AND OFFICIALS 

EMPOWERED THEMSELVES TO KNOWINGLY AND WILLFULLY AND 
INTENTIONALLY CREATE AN UNCONSTITUTIONAL LAWYER REGULATION 

REGIME, THAT INJURES YOUR ABILITY TO OBTAIN LEGAL AID… 
NOT BY ACCIDENT 

 
A.   The Utah Supreme Court Justices, especially Justices Durham and Oakes, knew the 
U.S. Supreme Court lawyer regulation standards, published to the world for lawyer 
protections of their licenses from state invasions….particularly for your representative’s 
speech and petition, contract and association rights of the U.S. Constitution’s 1st 
amendment.  
 

It is impossible for Utah “Justices” to not know the U.S. Standard for lawyers. Consider, 1)  all 
the lawyers in Utah, 2) in the State Court administrators office, 3) in the Legislature’s Research 
department, 4) two University law schools.  No one can seriously believe the Justices acts and 
non actions (of Justices Durham, Lee, and Oaks particularly), were not acting willful, knowing, 
and calculatedly to unconstitutionally control lawyers in opposition to the theocratic design for 
state supremacy, now revealed as a pattern by the Tenth Circuit Court of Appeal Judge, now 
Justice Gorsuch, discussed below.   
 

B.   One Important Legal Fact 
 
To understand this research’s timeline, you have to know one legal fact that the lawyers and 
judges and Governor and others planning Utah’s secession from the United States Bill of Rights 
all well knew.  
 
One Legal Fact: All of your Bill of Rights depends upon your U.S. Bill of Rights 5th 
Amendment Due Process applicable to Utah by the U.S. Constitution’s 14th Amendment. Due 
Process is the “process” of Court rules “due” to your particular rights and situations.  It isn’t as 
complicated as it sounds. 
Justices well know if you apply the wrong standard, you have none. If your lawyer cannot 

protect their licenses from the Corporation’s “nation” rooted interests, you have no protection 

either. 
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C.  You need to know your lawyer’s Due Process comes in ONE flavor ONLY. 

 

 If the court applies a lesser due process standard to your case, than the due process to which you 
are entitled, your case is void, good for nothing.    Particularly Justice Durham, Lee, Oaks (when 
he was a Justice) all know that without proper due process, your Bill of Rights are unenforceable.  
 
 “Civil” Due Process are the court rules that apply if, for example, your neighbor cuts down a 
tree in your yard thinking it was in his yard.  Its person to person, private companies, and other 
non governmental parties, generally speaking.   
 
“Criminal” Due Process are the court rules that apply when the government is prosecuting you 
for a crime.   
 
“Quasi-criminal” Due Process are the rules that apply when a case is “sort of” criminal, and “sort 
of” civil. This standard applies to juvenile detention, and to cases involving serious losses, such 
as name, reputation, and the ability to use a license.  The United States Supreme Court said this 
“quasi criminal” standard of rules is what is supposed to apply to lawyers protecting their 
professional licenses, juveniles, citizenship cases,  from arbitrary state invasions.  In the Matter 

of John Ruffalo, Jr. 390 U.S. 544, 550, 551, 20 L.Ed.2d 117 (1968) discussed below.  
 
Utah Justices declare boldly that they well understand state rules not comporting with U.S. 
Supreme Court U.S. Constitutional standards are void, of no use whatever.  See,  State v. Briggs, 
above. Utah Justices say lawyers have “civil” due process. U.S. Supreme Court says “quasi 
criminal”.  
 
 
Civil Criminal Quasi-criminal 
The Court presumes the 
complainant- petitioner- 
plaintiff is truthful and 
damage is true and real. 

The court presumes the 
defendant is innocent. 

The Court presumes your 
lawyer is innocent.  

Proof- 51% preponderance of 
evid. 

Proof- about 95% beyond a 
reasonable doubt 

Proof- about 75% clear and 
convincing evidence 

No double jeopardy Double jeopardy applies. 
can’t be tried 2 times for the 
same thing 

Double jeopardy applies.  A 
person cannot be tried 2x for 
the same offenses. 

The burden of proof can 
switch from the plaintiff 
(complainant) to the 
defendant. 

Burden of Proof to show 
defendant is guilty is carried 
by the State at all times.  

Burden of Proof to show 
defendant is guilty is carried 
by the State at all times. 

Impartial judges Impartial judges Impartial judges 
 The Justices all well know that there is no impartiality to hear U.S. Constitutional challenges to  
lawyer regulation in Utah because the Justices themselves, through their appointees, not elected 
Bar officers, with the Prosecutor’s involvement, create, initiate, adopt, and apply the rules. No 
impartiality.  They know this, and as of 2015 identified they would not hear lawyer U.S. 
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U.S. SUPREME COURT      
“FLOOR” OF LAWYERS’ PROTECTIONS OF 
LICENSE     
  

 
 

 

U.S. SUPREME COURT clarifies all lawyers are 
entitled to “quasi criminal” Due Process, and an 
adversarial trial, and precise notice of charges and 
penalty sought by the state before answering. 

Utah Legislature files a brief with the Utah 
Justices against “integration” of the Bar and 
elimination of legislative involvement in lawyer 
regulation. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

American Bar Association says “integrated” Bars 
should be terminated as the need for lawyers free 
speech is too great.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
UTAH JUSTICES’ REBELLION AND 
SECESSION FROM  U.S. CONSTITUTIONAL 
STANDARDS, WILLFULLY ADOPTING  
VOID LAWYER RULES 

Utah Justices adopt a “civil” standard a) eliminating 

presumption of lawyer innocence, b) eliminating state 

burden of proof, c) shifting burden of proof to lawyer 

to prove his/her innocence.  In re MacFarlane, 

below.  

 

(Utah Justices refuse to adopt U.S. Const. standards 

Utah State Bar Commissioners and lawyers do not 

fight for U.S. Const. standards.) 

 

 

 

Utah Justices knowingly eliminate adversarial trial 

rules of procedure and evidence. In re Strong, below. 

 

Utah Legislature and Govenor do NOTHING  
while conducting Utah constitution revision 
meetings including Mormon church leaders, 
believing the People would vote to do away with 
legislative and executive 3 branch involvement. 
 

Utah Justices willfully silence Bar by “integrating” it 

into the Court itself.  Constitutionally sworn Justice 

Oaks is on the Supreme Court at this time.  

In re Integration & Governance of the Utah State 

Bar, 632 P.2d 845 (Utah 1981) 

Utah Justices do not repeal “integration” of Bar. 

BY CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT-- UTAH 

DESTROYS 3 BRANCH FORM OF GOV. 

FOR LAWYERS, I.E. UTAH CITIZEN LEGAL  

REPRESENTATIVES…SECEDING FROM U.;S. 

SUPREMACY 

Justice Lee and all Justices say the Utah Sup Ct will 

no longer hear U.S. Const. challenges to its rules.  

In re Steffesen, below. 

Justices apply this “system” in Utah State Courts, to 

ALL past and present Bar members, (14-501(a), to 

ALL dual licensed lawyers in whatever venue or 

jurisdiction ( Alaskan, Indian, U.S.)  or manner they 

“practice law”. In re Rose, below. 

FROM 1960 TO PRESENT ONLY ABOUT TWO 
CASES REVERSED ON APPEAL…NO 
RULINGS FOR LAWYERS’ U.S. 
CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS.     
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E. Discussion of the Timeline with Legal Citations 
 

 The reader is invited to look up the following citations, words from the U.S. Supreme 
Court and Utah Supreme Court Justices, and lawyers too. 

 
1960 Utah Justices adopt an unconstitutional “civil” prosecution standard. Up until 1960, 
Utah Justices applied “quasi criminal” Due Process to lawyers to protect them from state 
invasions of their licenses. Lawyers were “presumed innocent” under a “quasi criminal” 
standard.  By changing the standard to an unconstitutional “civil” standard, these Justices  

• shifted the burden of proof to lawyers to prove by clear and convincing evidence their 
innocence.  

• eliminated the lawyers’ presumption of innocence 
• eliminated the Prosecutor’s burden of proving charges altogether 

 Previously, the State prosecutors had to prove charges by clear and convincing evidence.   

It appears that Justices of Utah’s “elite” Crocket, Henroid, McDonough,  and a District Judge 
Wahlquist rebelled against the Utah and U.S. due process standards.  

Utah’s Justice Lester M. Wade, in a magnificent dissent explains, how the Utah Justices rebelled 
against U.S. Constitutional lawyer protections by adopting a “civil” standard.    

In re MacFarlane, 350 P.2d 631, 636-37, 10 Utah 2d 217 (Utah, 1960)(J Wade dissent). 

“To disbar an attorney is a very serious matter indeed. It not only may deprive 
him of gaining a livelihood for himself and a dependent family, but it may, and 
usually does, result in preventing him from making available all antecedent 
preparation, although that may cover practically the period of a lifetime. In no 
other calling are such far-reaching consequences visited upon a delinquent 
who has not been found guilty of some felonious act. The rule, therefore, that 
the evidence should be clear and convincing is based upon a most solid 
foundation. * * *.’ (Emphasis ours.) 48 Utah 163, 167, 158 P. 778, 779. [48 Utah 
163, 158 P. 779] 
 
        If the presumption [of guilt] shifts the burden of proof in a disciplinary 
proceeding the same as in a civil action, then neither clear and convincing proof, 
nor a preponderance of the evidence or even substantial evidence is required to 
disbar an attorney where such a presumption is involved. This is entirely 
contrary to and inconsistent with the requirement of clear and convincing 
proof and allows an attorney to be disbarred without substantial proof that 
he has not always acted strictly in accordance with legal ethics. Such would 
seem to be a very harsh and tragic result as clearly pointed out in In re Hanson as 
quoted above. So a different rule should apply in a disciplinary proceeding 
than in a civil action which merely determines property rights. 
 
         Accordingly it is generally recognized that there is a presumption of 
innocence in a disciplinary proceeding involving a license to practice law. In such 
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cases this court recognizes that clear and convincing evidence is required and it is 
universally recognized that at least something more than a preponderance of the 
evidence is required to disbar or suspend a license to practice law.  MacFarlane, 
In re, 350 P.2d 631, 10 Utah 2d 217 (Utah, 1960) 
 

1968 U.S. SUPREME COURT STANDARD. These U.S. Justices-unanimously- explained very 
simply and clearly the U.S. Constitution’s Due Process protections to which all lawyers are to 
have an entitlement in In the Matter of John Ruffalo, Jr. 390 U.S. 544, 550, 551, 88 S.Ct. 1222, 
20 L.Ed.2d 117 (1968)(“ Disbarment, designed to protect the public, is a punishment or 
penalty imposed on the lawyer.” ….”These are adversary proceedings of a quasi-criminal 
nature.”  
 
Utah Justices well know U.S. trial standards.  In 1983, Justice Dallin Oaks admitted he well 
knows the U.S. requirement for each citizen to have a fair and impartial trial. He wrote in KUTV, 

Inc. v. Conder, 668 P.2d 513, 518 (Utah, 1983) quoting the U.S. Supreme Court. 

A fair trial in a fair tribunal is a basic requirement of due process. Fairness of 
course requires an absence of actual bias in the trial of cases. But our system of 
law has always endeavored to prevent even the probability of unfairness.... 
[T]o perform its high function in the best way “justice must satisfy the 
appearance of justice.”  Estes v. Texas, 381 U.S. 532, 543, 85 S.Ct. 1628 1633, 
14 L.Ed.2d 543 (1965), quoting In re Murchison, 349 U.S. 133, 136, 75 S.Ct. 623, 
625, 99 L.Ed. 942 (1955) (emphasis in original).  
 

Really?   Justice Oaks and the other Justices—all Constitutionally sworn to uphold our U.S. 
Constitutional rights as the “supreme law of the land”, should have,  could have, self initiated, 
and adopted U.S Supreme Court standards for lawyer regulatory rules,  and they did absolutely 

nothing, to bring Utah regulation into U.S. Supreme Court compliance, in any respect. 

In 1979, the Utah legislature objects to Bar “integration” and elimination of legislative 
involvement in lawyer regulation.  

In 1979, the Utah Legislative Counsel Mr. Melvin Leslie, and Mr. Steven Alred, filed a brief 
with the Utah Supreme Court advising it of the Legislature’s interest in lawyer regulation, and 
against integration of the Bar.  A group of lawyers also filed a separate brief against integration 
of the Bar with the Utah Supreme Court. 

[pertinent parts] “The doctrine of the ‘separation of powers,’ says Prof. Goodnow, 
‘is a description of what ought to be rather than what is.’ It does not mean, as 
some suppose, that all power, executive, judicial or legislative in character must 
be exercised exclusively by the executive, judicial and legislative departments, 
respectively. If this were so government would be impossible.” page 5  
“While the Court admittedly does have certain inherent powers in attorney-related 
matters, those powers do not rise to the level of the protective separation 
established in Article V, Sec. 1, Constitution of Utah.” page 6 
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It is utter nonsense to say ONLY the Utah Supreme Court, without legislative or executive 
branch oversight, can do whatever they wish with lawyers…the very people essential for 
defending rights and enforcing public laws in the courts, and if elected, creating laws as you the 
People’s representatives. 
 
The Legislature did NOTHING to adopt the U.S. quasi criminal standards.  
 
In 1980, the Utah Supreme Court declares its rebellion against Ruffalo’s clear standard.  In 
1980 two District Court Judges, sitting in for two Utah Supreme Court Justices, Bunnel, and 
Hyde, joined Justices Maughn, Hall, and Wilkins, to tell Utah lawyers they had no adversarial 

trial in Utah.  Justices Crockett and Stewart, who went onto the federal district court, abstained.  

The Utah Justices were rebelling and stated in In re Strong, 616 P.2d 583,586 (Utah, 1980) that 
all lawyers are presumed guilty of being an enemy to the “safety of the public”…so that means 
that the U.S. Supreme Court just got it all wrong. They displaced the U.S. Supreme Court in 
Utah as will be explained in part IV. 
 
 …[T]he preservation of the integrity of the Courts and the safety of the public must rise 

above the strict technical rules of evidence that govern the usual adversary proceeding 
between individuals. This is not a proceeding to determine conflicting claims of right 
where one party prevails over the other. This proceeding is commenced by an accusation 
being made of misconduct where no specific relief is demanded or requested. ….The 
action is not an action at law in the strict sense nor a suit in equity. 

 
Now, not only does the state have no burden of proof, as J. Wade identified in 1960,  the State 
Prosecutor need not adhere to traditional court rules that now don’t even apply for lawyers.   
  
It is deplorable that “Justices” Maughn, Hall,  Wilkins, Hyde, Crockett and Stewart, as sworn 
Justices, refused to support the U.S. Constitution standard they KNEW should be the “supreme 
law of the land” they took oaths to uphold. Logic demands the shocking result: they knowingly 

lied when they took their oath of office to uphold the U.S. Constitution.   

1981 Utah Justices, in a decision not excluding “Justice” Dallin Oaks, silences any Bar 
Association challenges to their system by “integrating”, making the Bar “one”,  with the 
Justices. 

In, Barnard v. Utah State Bar, 804 P.2d 526, 528 (Utah, 1991) Justices Stewart, with 
concurrences of Hall, Howe, Durham, Zimmerman, boast of the Justices’ unlimited, unrestrained 
authority to silence the Utah State Bar in 1981,  as follows: 

In 1981, the Court adopted rules for integration of the Bar under the Court’s own 
independent, inherent power derived from the historic and fundamental 
relationship between attorneys at law and the courts and the doctrine of separation 
of powers. See In re Integration and Governance of the Utah State Bar, 632 P.2d 
845 (1981)… 
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By 1981, Justices Dallin Oaks, Maughn, Hall, Hyde, and Stewart would have been voting for this 
silencing of the Bar by “integration”. Dallin  Oaks is now second in line to become President 
of the Mormon church.  He did nothing to restore U.S. Constitutional rights to lawyers. 
 
In 1983, the ABA says all integrated Bars should terminate.  In 1983, the Utah Justices 
ignore the ABA warning against “integrating” the Bar. None of the foregoing Justices changed 
the “integration” ruling but were on due notice that “integration” of the Bar into the Court 
silenced free speech of the entire Bar, along with its members zealous advocacy for the Bill of 
Rights. 

The American Bar Association did an analysis of integrated Bars, in American Bar Foundation 
Research Journal, 1983, Vol. 1, pp. 1-108). It discovered the three problems every Utah lawyer 
faces: 1) the Utah State Bar is a private non profit organization so any Utah public records 
requests fall on deaf ears with the Prosecutor refusing to disclose the initial screening panel 
records, 2) it operates as a public agency in that the Utah Justices say it is “integrated” with it, 
and 3) it is a compulsory membership organization.  This article concluded that ‘integrated’ bars 
should be terminated. That they can be replaced with a private voluntary association, and 
administrative agencies that are independent of the organized bar.  The ABA found that state 
bars have a strong “strong claim to freedom from government intervention.”  Id at 108. 
The entire Court system has a strong interest in maintaining your lawyers’ freedom of 
speech, argumentation, and client relations.   

In 1991, Justice Stewart, Durham, Howe, Hyde, Zimmerman, denied access to Bar records 
under two legislative acts. In Barnard v. Utah State Bar, the “Justices” recognized that the Bar 
operates solely under the Utah Justiee’s control. Yet for purposes of Bar members obtaining 
financial information from the Utah State Bar, the Bar is a private corporation, not a “state 
agency” so the public records act does not apply to them. 

The Utah Constitution assigns to this Court the power to “govern the practice 
oflaw.” Article VIII, § 4· We need not, and therefore do not, decide whether that 
grant ousts the Legislature from all control over the Bar or whether the Records 
Act and Writings Act would be unconstitutional if applied to the Bar. We decide 
only that, as written, those acts do not apply to the Bar because it is not a “state 
agency” or “public office” within the meaning of those acts. 

 
In 2000, the Prosecutors are immune for defamation of the lawyer. 
 
 Utah Justices Wilkins, Durham, Howe, Russon, all agreed that the details of discipline, that a 
lawyer says are defamatory and biasedly presented, have no punishment for the Supreme Court’s 
(not Bar’s) Prosecutor who has absolute immunity. 
 

Although we find that the immunity granted by rule 13 bars plaintiff’s defamation 
action, we emphasize that any grant of immunity carries with it the burden of 
restraint and good judgment. Because defendants, in fu1filling their 
responsibilities under the Rules of Lawyer Discipline and Disability, are acting as 
an arm of this court, they wear our cloak of immunity. Therefore, defendants must 
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exercise great care to set the highest and most noble example of ethics and civility 
in the discharge of their duties. The district court found that some details 
published in the extensive article were unnecessary and not contemplated by rule 
4(b)(13)’s duty to disseminate disciplinary results. The district court also 
expressed concern regarding defendants’ memoranda and arguments in support of 
their motion to dismiss. We therefore take this opportunity to reiterate the 
importance of adhering to the highest standard. 

 
 SO who you going to call? In 1992, the Justices said “call us”.  In 2016, lawyers are 
forbidden to challenge the “Justices” rules during their litigation.  
 
In 1992, Barnard v. Sutliff, 846 P.2d 1229, 1237 (1992) 

“Additionally, Barnard’s injunctive suit asserted that the Bar was violating his 
constitutional rights to due process. This claim could be interpreted as seeking an 
extraordinary writ in the nature of mandamus, which does not necessarily fall into 
the category of interlocutory appeals covered by section 78-2-2(3). 
 
Therefore, challenges to the general procedures of the Bar, even though not 
arising from a specific lawyer discipline case, must be filed in this court as 
petitions for modification of the rules. No other court has original jurisdiction to 

consider the procedures and rules of the Bar, whether by way of suit or other 

petition for relief.”) 

Id. emphasis added. 

 
In 2016, Justices Lee with Durrant, Durham, Pearce, Himonas, all 1) blamed their refusal to 

change the rules, on the lawyer for not arguing their standards were incorrect “sufficiently” 
to convince them of error.  
 
Inherent in their oaths, they have a Utah Constitutional sworn duty to 1) know the U.S. 
Constitutional standards as our public U.S. citizen’s “honorable” servants, (which they 
undoubtedly do), and 2) they know or believe they have full immunity for civil rights violations 
and they admitted,  “Therefore, [the Justices] must exercise great care to set the highest and most 
noble example of ethics and civility in the discharge of their duties.” Pendleton, above.  
 

While the discussion is a bit lengthy here, it exemplifies the Justice’s  self-aggrandizement when 
confronted with a well experienced lawyer’s strong arguments and confrontation of their own 
dereliction of duty while they try to destroy the lawyer, or attempt to destroy the lawyer’s 
reputation and livelihood.  Particularly onerous since the Justices well know Mr. Steffesen never 
had an adversarial trial before an impartial, much less impartial appearing judge.  

See In Re Brian Steffesen, 2016 UT 18 

¶8   Our    rules    set   the   principal   guideposts   for   the    fair 
opportunity to be heard that  is afforded to litigants in our judicial system. 
We may  adjust those  standards as we see the need  to do so  over  time.  
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But  our  principal  means   of  doing   so  is  by  our established process  for 
amendment. 
 
¶9    Lawyers and litigants are free to seek an audience with  one of  our  advisory  
committees  if  they   wish   to  advocate  for  an amendment  to   our   rules.    
Those   committees   consider   such requests on a regular basis.  And  our  
process  for striking the best procedural balance—for affording a fair opportunity 
to be heard without bogging down the system with too much procedure—is 
ongoing. We do not foreclose the possibility of adopting a higher standard of 
proof on a charge of a “criminal act” in a proposed amendment to our rules in the 
future. 
¶10 But we see no basis for effectively amending our rules in 
the course of this adjudicative proceeding. Rule 14-517 speaks 
with straightforward clarity. It prescribes a preponderance 
standard for all “[f]ormal complaints of misconduct.” And we see 
no room in the straightforward terms of the rule for the adoption of a higher 
standard of proof on a charge of “criminal act” under rule 8.4(b) of the Utah 
Rules of Professional Conduct. 

 
[Now we see the “Justices” blame the lawyer’s arguments insufficiency     for why they will 
not change their rules.] 

 
¶11 Nor do we see a basis for overriding those clear terms on 
due process grounds. Steffensen makes no effort to tie his 
challenge to the preponderance standard to any traditional, 
established tenets of due process. He asserts only that the upsides 
of a higher standard of proof outweigh the downsides. Such a 
policy argument is a perfectly respectable basis for a request for a 
forward-looking amendment to our rules; but it falls far short as a 
ground for overriding the clear terms of an existing rule. Our 
rules set forth existing procedural standards. They are entitled to 
respect unless and until we amend them. 
¶12 Steffensen may have a point that attorney discipline 
proceedings are different from standard civil proceedings. An 
attorney may have more at stake—the loss of a professional 
license, with an established career hanging in the balance—    than a typical 
defendant in a regular civil proceeding. And for that reason we can see an 
arguable policy basis for adopting a higher standard of proof in attorney 
discipline cases. See Egbune, 971       P.2d at 1072; Summer, 105 P.3d at 852. 
But such cases are not criminal. See In re Discipline of Babilis, 951 P.2d 207, 
214 (Utah 1997). Theyare civil. And the policy argument raised by Steffensen 
is an insufficient basis for overriding the preponderance standard set forth 
clearly on the face of our rules. 
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Steffesen demonstrates all these Justices since 1960  including Dallin Oaks and Christine 
Durham, have ignored their own public Oath sworn responsibility to provide U.S. Constitutional 
standards for lawyers.  
 
The WORST mistake our U.S. Government can make is putting temple-sworn Corporation 
members into positions where they must choose to follow President Nelson or President 
Trump, or the People.  
Justice Lee, rumored to be on President Trump’s short list, Justice Durham, Justice Durrant, 
Justice Himonas, Justice Pearce—all having taken an oath to uphold the U.S. Constitution as the 
supreme law of the land--- refuse to do so for Utah lawyers.   Justice Lee boldly proclaimed to all 
Utah Bar members ---don’t bother us with U.S. Constitutional challenges against our total 
authority and rules during your litigation!  Unbelievable!  

 2017 The Utah Justices proclaim their unilateral unconstitutional power over ALL past 
and present lawyers in ALL capacities in ALL jurisdictions of the world.  In re Rose 

discussed below.  

  
This means if you are in California with a dual license in Utah, your lawyer can be hailed into 
Utah State Courts, under this system for what your lawyer argues under California law in your 
behalf! Same thing for ANY other court, or legislature, or government or leadership position 
involving law.   Utah does not have a clear objective definition of the “practice” or 
“unprofessional” practice of law.  This applies also to Orrin Hatch,  Mike Lee, and other elected 
Representatives. Is this why some resign to go into the media, so replacements might be more 
“appointed”.   If you cannot clearly define the issues, how does your lawyer defend him/her self 
from Mr. Walker’s intrusions threatening your lawyers ability to earn a living. …in ANY 
profession requiring a good name? 
 

V.  WHAT CONSTITUTES UTAH JUSTICES’ TOTALITARIAN 
UNCONSTITUTIONAL RULES 

AND PURPOSEFUL OMISSION OF RULES 
 

A. Unconstitutional Rules 
 

Several rules are unconstitutional.  But they are ALL rooted in primarily four rules of the Utah 
Supreme Court that violate U.S. Constitutional limitations on Utah State invasions of your 
lawyer’s license, by the U.S. Constitution’s 14th Amendment...thereby limiting your access to the 
courts and impartial triers.  If these are fixed, then the other rules will change to work with them.  
 
The Utah Supreme Court Justices take unconstitutional judicial regulatory policies (1960 
MacFarlane above)  that are legally void (see Briggs, above), and give them a deceptive cloak of 
legitimacy by making them into “rules”.  
 
The Utah Supreme Court Justices displace the U.S. Supreme Court and all other State 
Courts, and claim full and complete control and Utah law dominance, a past or present 
Utah lawyer is found.  This is how.  
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“Justices” have a Gerry rigged system of lawyer “regulation” i.e. “discipline in its harshest 
sense” by fundamental rules (1)  Rule 14-506 (authority to prosecute all lawyers including 
Judges); (2)  Rule 14-501(c) “civil standard”, (3) Rule 14-517(b) “preponderance of evidence” 
standard;  (4) Rule 14-503(i) that allows the Prosecutor direct communication with this Court 
regarding the cases he/she is prosecuting, and (5) no rules where there should be rules.  
 
Of course, if the Justices are “nation building” for their God appointed “president pro tem of gthe 
world” as Corporation history identifies is the case by their temple oaths, my and all other 
lawyers’ Bill of Rights, and their clients rights are of small consequence.  
 
Rule 14-506. Jurisdiction. 
 

“(a) Persons practicing law. The persons subject to the disciplinary jurisdiction of 
the Supreme Court and the OPC include any lawyer admitted to practice law in 
Utah, any lawyer admitted but currently not properly licensed to practice in Utah, 
any formerly admitted lawyer with respect to acts committed while admitted to 
practice in Utah or with respect to acts subsequent thereto which amount to the 
practice of law or constitute a violation of any rule promulgated, adopted, or 
approved by the Supreme Court or any other disciplinary authority where the 
attorney was licensed to practice or was practicing law at the time of the alleged 
violation, any lawyer specially admitted by a court of Utah for a particular 
proceeding, and any other person not admitted in Utah who practices law or who 
renders or offers to render any legal services in Utah.” 
 

The Justices admit their “system” infests every other, state, federal, or international jurisdiction. 
(14-506(a)).  In re Rose, below.  Every current and past Utah State Bar member falls under their 
absolute control.   This means Senator Hatch, Mike Lee, Chavez, any and all other elected 

lawyer officials, your state Attorney General must answer to Mr. Billy Walker and staff for his 

client relations with the State officials and Governor.  Every in-house legal advisor is open to 

prosecution.   

 
The Utah Supreme Court claims it controls all dual licensed lawyers working in all  other 
jurisdictions in any and all capacity …be it India, or Mexico, or Alaska, or federal court or in 
state offices, or local government offices….all dealing with the law, and for how they argue your 
case, and how they petition for you, under other states’ and jurisdictions’ laws.   
 
 What this means to you! Utah Supreme Court controls your lawyers’ arguments, not the U.S. 

Supreme Court or any other jurisdiction’s supreme courts or federal or other state law. You live 
in California. You sue a Utah favored person, or company, or organization. Your lawyer is 
licensed in Utah and California. Your opposing counsel can file a complaint with the Utah State 
Prosecutor who can hail your lawyer into Utah state courts for what he argues in California 
courts, even where the judge refuses sanctions motions by the opposing counsel.  
 
The Utah Supreme Court is thus displacing the U.S. Supreme Court  and other state courts, 
setting policies for what a lawyer can or cannot argue,  intruding on interpreting how proper your 
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dual licensed lawyer interprets California law.  This situation applies for federal and other state 
and Indian Nation tribunals, and there is nothing your elected legislators and senators and 
governor can do about it.  
 
It also means that every lawyer ‘s pre trial lawyer screening panel member  can not be impartial.  
Those screening panel members are as prosecutable by the Prosecutor appearing before it as your 
lawyer.   
 
A lawyer reporting complaint to the Justice’s new  ad hoc committee? they put a target on their 
back. The Prosecutor is usually appointed to it.  It means all lawyers objecting to the Rules can 
be prosecuted, probably not for their complaining activities, but they become a definite target.  It 
means all the members of the Judicial conduct commission making the rules, as past or present 
Bar member lawyers, can be prosecuted by the Prosecutor under this illegal system. 
 
Whoever “controls” the Justices and who they choose to prosecute, controls the People’s access 
to lawyers who can zealously advocate for you, and judges with unquestioned impartiality on 
Utah and U.S. Court benches, without fear of name, reputation, and financial ruin.   
Who can that controlling power be? 
 
ALL Utah State Bar member Judges in ALL jurisdictions, anywhere in the world,  are 

controlled by the Justices and their foot soldier Prosecutor, Mr. Billy Walker who has applied 

for a Utah judgeship previously. 

 

Rule 14-506 (c) 
 Former judges. A former judge who has resumed the status of a lawyer is subject 
to the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court not only for conduct as a lawyer but also 
for misconduct that, occurred while the lawyer was a judge and would have 
been grounds for lawyer discipline provided that the misconduct was not the 
subject of a judicial disciplinary proceeding as to which there has been a final 
determination by the Supreme Court. 
 

Now, remind me,  how was that term “professional misconduct” is defined again? 
 
What this means to you! Your right to an impartial judge does not exist.  

Your lawyer is bait for the Prosecutor if he fights the wrong people, entities, or argues in a way 
that challenges the Justices’ view of legal reality. Your Judge, if he rules against those viewed as 
“nation builders” i.e. banks, hospitals, etc., once he leaves the bench, can be prosecuted for 
“professional misconduct” under these same unconstitutional rules. He knows it. 
 
Real life! Getting a day in court is near impossible. Here are examples: 
 
Banks immune from suit. I personally know of a person, part of a partnership, who owned 
property.  The Bank owned property was improperly graded and ruining the partnerships 
property.  Their lawyer compiled engineering studies, and geological data, photos, all showing 
how and why the Bank’s property was damaging theirs.  The Banks lawyer shows up with a slim 
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folder and tells the Judge the partnerships case is without foundation, and requests dismissal.  
The Judge grants it immediately.  
 
The partnership spent tens of thousands of dollars to get the case back into court where it settled.  
Did the Judge know the bank was a Prosecutor -favored or Justice-favored entity?  Did the Judge 
know he could not progress in his career by ruling against a favored bank? 
 
Political subdivision “celestialites” immunity. I am informed of another couple who cannot find 
counsel to sue a local political subdivision and police officer for fatally shooting a 12 year old 
child playing with a pretend sword. Even an out of state lawyer can find no Utah lawyer with 
whom to associate.  
 
I was disbarred for suing San Juan County, San Juan Health Services District (celestialite 
descendants) even though my federal judge ruled FIVE times I had not committed any 
sanctionable conduct. 
 
Another lawyer I personally know, sued Davis County officials. He was prosecuted by the  
 Justices prosecutor. Davis County’s federal court lawyer sat in on his state court hearings, and 
the Judge found, in my presence, the Prosecutor had failed to meet his burden, but still 
suspended the lawyer, holding the suspension order in abeyance, until the Justices finished the 
professional “lynching” taking place without an adversarial trial or proper U.S. Constitutional 
protections.  
 
Medical Hospitals immune from suit. Two persons told me of trying to sue one of Utah’s largest 
medical providers, and could not find a lawyer.  Another one found a lawyer she and husband 
paid thousands to.  He could not find an expert witness timely so the case was dismissed.  The 
Pharmacist confessed to having mixed her medications improperly causing brain damage. She, 
with brain damage, found an out of state expert witness to testify for her.   But alas, her lawyers 
delay made the case go on past the statutes of limitation.  
 
Sex abusers immune from suit. Another man explained on a call in radio show. His daughter was 
sexually abused by his return missionary step son. He explained the Prosecutor explained his 
Mormon church affiliation and he could not charge the boy. The caller asked is this why two 
teenage boys hung themselves in Davis County Utah.  The Corporation now has a hotline for 
abuse victims…right into the Corporation’s law firm.  The law firm has a thriving cottage 
industry taking calls and directing people to go to their local authorities for church courts, just as 
Utah’s ghost government did in the 1800’s to avoid U.S. Constitutional rights for victims whose 
complaints were viewed as splitting apart families and embarrassing the church.   
 
On November 24, 2018, the Deseret News reported in “Most sex offenders will be released from 

prison: What Utah corrections is doing to keep you safe” that Utah’s horrendous sex abuse rate 
had been steadily growing. “The state’s annual Sentencing Commission Report for 2017 notes 
that "the percent of sex offenders sentenced to prison … increased substantially in 1996 and has 
remained quite stable since that time.”    
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On May 10, 1995, the Corporation’s Presiding Bishopric gives a toll free number for leaders to 
use regarding sex abuse cases.  Quinn EXTENSIONS at page 894.  
 
This pattern of protecting sex abusers is very similar to the Catholic churches. See “Spotlight” a 
movie available on Amazon Prime.  
 
Only by comparing the LDS social services cases, with those reported as crimes, can we know if 
the statistics leveled off due to non reporting  to public prosecutors, or by prosecutors refusing to 
prosecute the perpetrators due to celestiailite or terrestialite linkages.  
 
Ask!  What cause can you bring for a lawyer to handle, in court, in the legislature, in Utah’s 
beauracracy, against large financially well-healed people or entities or organizations, where a 
Utah Bar member judge, lawyer, or elected leader, or appointed leader, will be looking over his 
shoulder at his professional future, or prosecution under rule 14-506.   
 
Rule 14-501 (c) “Formal disciplinary and disability proceedings are civil in nature.”  This 
contradicts the 1968 U.S. Supreme Court decision’s ‘quasi criminal” 5th Amendment Due 
Process in Ruffalo, above.  
 
What this means to you! This means the Prosecutor a) need not specify what your lawyer did 
“wrong”,  what argument was baseless, or what documents filed were in error, b) can charge 
your lawyer before a Utah Judge, with raising meritless claims…in any other court…within any 
other jurisdiction, without saying why, or citing a specific pleading or filing; c) can eliminate the 
state’s burden of evidence, and shift the burden to your lawyer to prove innocence (MacFarlane 

above), d) can hide the identity of the complainant and eliminate their need to file a complaint 
under oath, if the Prosecutor becomes the complainant, (Rule 14-510);   all “civil” complaints 
have a presumption of correctness, where quasi criminal says the defendant has a presumption of 
innocence the state must overcome, f) and your lawyer can be tried by your judge and found to 
have NO committed sanctionable conduct, and be retried in another state court for the 
Prosecutor’s claims on the same issues. No double jeopardy protections, and never ending 
litigation regarding issues in your case.   
 
Rule 14-517 

“(b) Standard of proof. Formal complaints of misconduct, petitions for 
reinstatement and readmission, and petitions for transfer to and from disability 
status shall be established by a preponderance of the evidence….”   
 
 

What this means to you! 

 
Preponderance means your lawyer’s license can be unconstitutionally taken if the Justices are 
convinced of the lawyer’s guilt, by 51percent.  The lawyer must prove his innocence due to 
burden shifting rules. (MacFarlane, above).  U.S. Supreme Court standard “quasi criminal” 
means the state must prove its case by clear and convincing evidence about 75%. See, Santosky 

v. Kramer, 455 U.S. 745, 755, 102 S.Ct. 1388, 71 L.Ed.2d 599 (1982)  and  Addington v. Texas, 

441 U.S. 418, 425-26,99 S.Ct. 1804, 60 L.Ed.2d 323 (1979).   
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Rule 14-503(i)  
 

(i) Annual report. Senior counsel shall prepare and submit an annual report to the 
Supreme Court and the Board encompassing the scope and nature of the 
Committee work. ….Such report may contain Committee recommendations for 
rule amendments or changes in Committee procedure. The chair and senior 
counsel shall annually consult with the Board and the Supreme Court regarding 
the level of activity and general standing of disciplinary matters and procedures. 
 

What this means to you! 

 

Your lawyers further lack of impartiality. It means your lawyer’s prosecution can be discussed 
without him/her present with the Utah State Bar Board, and the Prosecutor (senior counsel) can 
discuss your case with the Bar’s Board of Commissioners and the Supreme Court before or while 
your lawyer’s case arrives on the Justices’ desk.  
 

B) Purposeful omissions 

1. No Rules identify how lawyers can avoid bad faith prosecutions as the trial Court has no 
jurisdiction to control the Prosecutor’s conduct. Harding, supra. 

 
2. No Rules provide for the appearance of the trier impartiality.  There are no rules 
constraining Prosecutors from prosecuting anyone they wish on whim. The Trial Courts, the 
Screening Panels have no tools to use to enforce them since this Court hasn’t delegated authority 
by rule for them to do so. They become a Prosecutor’s team mate without intention of being so.  
Also, see the Honorable Justice Himonas’ reference to Rule 14-506 ADD 524. strictly 
 
3. No rule defines to the trial court that the Rules are to be applied strictly to the State, and 
liberally to the lawyer protecting their property rights in their professional license, unlike any 
other property interest case. Strict Construction applies to Rules governing state invasions of 
property. Loyal Order of Moose, No. 259 v. County Bd. of Equalization of Salt Lake County, 657 
P.2d 257, 267 (Utah, 1982)(Oaks, concurrence); Bertagnoli v. Baker, 117 Utah 348, 215 P.2d 
626, 628 (Utah, 1950)(“The right of eminent domain, being in derogation of the rights of 
individual ownership in property, has been strictly construed by the courts so that no person will 
be wrongfully deprived of the use and enjoyment of his property.”) Patterson v. Utah County Bd. 

of Adjustment, 893 P.2d 602 (Utah App., 1995) “[P]rovisions therein restricting property uses 
should be strictly construed, and provisions permitting property uses should be liberally 
construed in favor of the property owner.”)  
 
4. No rule allows for a pre deprivation extraordinary writ for direct relief as my petitions 
have been rejected when submitted based on new law or new facts going to jurisdiction and 
Prosecutors acting illegally.  
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5. No Rule provides for Petitions challenging the Rules pre deprivation, unlike Middlesex 
above,  as mine was rejected.  
 
6.  No rule provides for jurisdiction and Due Process challenges (which are jurisdictional) to 
be heard first  prior to all other claims. Ameritemps, Inc. v. Labor Com’n, 128 P.3d 31, 2005 UT 
App 491 (Utah App., 2005) (“Petitioners’ challenge to subject matter jurisdiction is properly 
before us, we consider it before addressing their challenge to the Board’s substantive decision.”). 
 
In every other case, jurisdiction issues are heard first, prior to all other issues, not here.  
Judicial economy is destroyed as this 10 year prosecution identifies. 
 
7. No rules allows interlocutory appeals for these matters, particularly as here, where the 
Prosecutor violates Rule 7 orders not allowing orders to become final. See, Butler v. Corporation 

of The President of The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints, 2014 UT 41, Central Utah 

Water Conservancy District v. King, 2013 UT 13;  Giusti v. Sterling Wentworth Corp., 2009 UT 
2; Houghton v. Dep’t of Health, 2008 UT 86; and Code v. Dep’t of Health, 2007 UT 43.  
 Rule 7 is merely some administrative technicality for these prosecutors.  
 
8. No rules provide direct relief from illegally constituted screening panels, who also do not 
do any investigation, or fact finding, or make any “determinations” linking  facts, to law, 
to evidence for this Court to review.   

In re Worthen,  926 P.2d 853, 872-873 (Utah, 1996) (this standard applies to judicial commission 
discipline actions, not applied for lawywer discipline rules.) 

 Finally, the Commission must logically link its factual findings and legal 
conclusions to the recommended sanction order to explain why it chose one 
sanction over another. These requirements are not out of the ordinary. They are 
consistent with what we have required of other state agencies. ….. The 
Commission cannot discharge its statutory responsibilities without making 
findings of fact on all necessary ultimate issues under the governing statutory 
standards. It is also essential that the Commission make subsidiary findings in 
sufficient detail that the critical subordinate factual issues are highlighted and 
resolved in such a fashion as to demonstrate that there is a logical and legal basis 
for the ultimate conclusions. The importance of complete, accurate, and consistent 
findings of fact is essential to a proper determination by an administrative agency. 
To that end, findings should be sufficiently detailed to disclose the steps by which 
the ultimate factual conclusions, or conclusions of mixed law and fact, are 
reached. Without such findings, this Court cannot perform its duty of reviewing 
the Commission’s order in accordance with established legal principles and of 
protecting the parties and the public from arbitrary and capricious administrative 
action. 

These same linkages are no less important for this Court to analyze and understand upon 
what basis a lawyer is losing their license.   
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9. No Rules delegating authority to District Courts as to resolving prosecutorial misconduct 
defenses, or facial challenges to this Court’s Article VIII Sec. 4 Utah Constitution’s Rules. Two 
highly respected Judges the Honorable Justice Himonas, and Chief Judge Royal Hansen, both 
identify their hands are tied to rule on prosecutorial misconduct defenses, jurisdiction defenses, 
and that in the traditional adversarial sense the Prosecutors are not a “party” as U.R.C.P. 17 
describes against whom an attorney has any relief including dismissal due to their rule violations 
or avoidances, or worse, using their own Rules.  ADD 522, cited above.  
 
10.  No rule provision for establishing standards for an interlocutory appeals for prosecutorial 
misconduct or rule challenges.   
 
11. No rules mandate how a trial court is to try witnesses for perjury when subordination may 
be by the Prosecutors whose conduct is beyond the trial court’s reach. 
 
12. No rules identify how rule 11 can be enforced even though this Court says it applies to 
the Prosecutors, in light of the fact this Court told one court to review the case for bad 
faith,fn.15) keeping in mind the judge the case returned to was not the original judge identifying 
“bad faith” because the Rules don’t clearly identify what those standards—in unique lawyer 
discipline cases- actually are to be applied by a trial court, that is left guessing as to what they are 
on a case by case basis.  
 
13. No rules provide for Prosecutor discipline, or prosecution whereby they are absolutely 
not held to the same standards, or higher, than the lawyer they are prosecuting.  
Pendleton v. Utah State Bar, 2000 UT 96, 16 P.3d 1230, 1237 (Utah, 2000 

Because defendants, in fulfilling their responsibilities under the Rules of Lawyer 
Discipline and Disability, are acting as an arm of this court, they wear our cloak 
of immunity. Therefore, defendants must exercise great care to set the highest and 
most noble example of ethics and civility in the discharge of their duties. 

 
For lawyers paying hundreds of dollars a year for fees to use their license to be informed all the 
Rules allegedly protecting their rights in their licenses are unenforceable, and frivolous as 
defenses to raise, fails to square with the United States Constitution’s protections.   

Anyone being disciplined under this system of missing rules, lack of Supreme Court governance, 
is having their professional license minimally trespassed upon by the Prosecutors acting outside 
of any Utah Constitutionally comporting system.  
 
So what do these Justice’s rules, in reality, mean to your lawyer’s ability to protect himself 
from Mr. Walker’s staff prosecution for what he/she legal, government, political work 
he/she does in your behalf? 
 
It means that whenever a law school student or State Bar applicant signs up with the Utah 
State Bar, they sign their U.S. Constitutional protections away so as to practice law in 
Utah! 
 
The Utah Justices have designed it so all past and present Utah State Bar members have  
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a) no right to U.S. Supreme Court Ruffalo’s adversarial trial1,  no pre trial screening panel 
member lawyers, or Utah judges have authority over the Prosecutor’s staff in court proceedings.  

b) no right to have a right to Ruffalo’s clear specific notice of the basis of the charges2, to 
specificity of the charges, for notice adequate to formulate a specific defense3,  so your opposing 
council can go to the Prosecutor, the prosecutor can claim you filed frivolous or meritless claims, 
not say which ones, and proceed to take your license because of the “specialness” of the people 
or entity you are suing, and the Justices rubber stamp it all.  

c) no right to a “quasi criminal” presumption of innocence  (see  MacFarlane above) requiring 
clear and convincing evidence, not Utah’s “civil” Rule 14-517(b) “preponderance” standard4, 

d) no right to double jeopardy protections against a lawyer being in danger of losing his license 
twice, or “doubly” 5,  

e) no right to impartial hearing officers and judges, who also “appear” to be impartial6 a) in all 
lawyer screening panel members can be prosecuted by the Prosecutor without protections, rule 
                                                           
1 In re Strong, 616 P.2d 583,586 (Utah, 1980)(“…[T]he preservation of the integrity of the Courts and the safety of 
the public must rise above the strict technical rules of evidence that govern the usual adversary proceeding between 
individuals. This is not a proceeding to determine conflicting claims of right where one party prevails over the other. 
This proceeding is commenced by an accusation being made of misconduct where no specific relief is demanded or 
requested. ….The action is not an action at law in the strict sense nor a suit in equity.”) 
Now, not only does the state have no burden of proof, as J. Wade identified in 1960,  the traditional court rules don’t 
even apply for lawyers.   
  
2 In 2004, In re Sonnenreich, 86 P.3d 712, 2004 UT 3 the Court (i) avoids Ruffalo’s precise “fair notice” holding, “ ¶ 
23 …. Sonnenreich is correct in asserting that a lawyer is entitled to procedural due process guarantees in 
disciplinary actions. See In re Ruffalo, 390 U.S. 544, 550, 88 S.Ct. 1222, 20 L.Ed.2d 117 (1968) (noting attorneys 
facing disbarment proceedings are entitled to procedural due process, including "fair notice" and an opportunity to 
be heard). 
U.S. Supreme Court in Ruffalo at 552 ( “fair notice” requires  “… the reach of the grievance procedure and the 
precise nature of the charges deprived petitioner of procedural due process as requiring pleading discipline sought 
prior to discovery.”) 
3 The U.S. Supreme Court says lawyers have a quasi-criminal due process right to be notified of clear, specific 
charges, specific citations to alleged misconduct, and have a Due Process right to anticipate, prepare, and present a 
defense before an unbiased trier. In re Ruffalo, 390 U.S. 544, 88 S.Ct. 1222, 20 L.Ed.2d 117 (1968). 
4    Because of their special nature, license deprivation casees constitutional due process requires quasi-criminal 
proceedings— partly due to them being initiated by the government, Utah,  and involving a stigma to the accused of 
more substantial than mere loss of money—requiring the state to prove their charges, by the clear and convincing 
standard, and not by a in reality non existant, preponderance of evidence. See Santosky v. Kramer, 455 U.S. 745, 
755, 102 S.Ct. 1388, 71 L.Ed.2d 599 (1982)  and  Addington v. Texas, 441 U.S. 418, 425-26,99 S.Ct. 1804, 60 
L.Ed.2d 323 (1979).  
5  The Gault case cited by Ruffalo was quasi criminal as applied to lawyer protections.  The U.S. Supreme Court 
says "courts eschew . . . 'label[s]-of-convenience . . . attached to juvenile proceedings,' In re Gault [387 U.S. 1], 50, 
87 S.Ct. [1428], at 1455 [18 L.Ed.2d 527 (1967)], and that 'the juvenile process . . . be candidly appraised,' [id.,] at 
21, 87 S.Ct. at 1440." Breed v. Jones, 421 U.S., at 529, 95 S.Ct., at 1785.”  Swisher v. Brady, 438 U.S. 204, 98 S.Ct. 
2699, 57 L.Ed.2d 705 (1978). 
6An impartial appearing judge or hearing officer. A key essential is a judge or hearing officer must not only be fair, 
but appear to be fair and impartial.  See U.S. Supreme Court Liljeberg v. Health Svcs. Acq. Corp., 486 U.S. 847 

(1988)(“…a judge [is] to disqualify himself in any proceeding in which his impartiality might reasonably be 
questioned – is established when a reasonable person, knowing the relevant facts, would expect that a judge knew of 
circumstances creating an appearance of partiality, notwithstanding a finding that the judge was not actually 
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14-506(a),  b) for  all judges, albeit after they return to lawyer status, can be tried for how they 
rule while on the bench, rule 14-506(c), 

 f) no right to the state carrying the burden of proving charges by clear and convincing evidence 
throughout the entire adversarial trial7 violating 10th Circuit Court of Appeals federal law that is 
supposed to be the “floor” of rights beneath which Utah Justices cannot go.   

If you need a fearless experienced lawyer, or truly impartial judge, you won’t likely find it 
in Utah or anywhere a Utah Bar Member is involved.   

VI. WHY DID THE JUDGES KNOWINGLY AND WILLFULLY VIOLATE THEIR 
OATHS OF OFFICE WITHOUT IMPEACHMENT? WHY ARE YOUR INDIVIDUAL 

RIGHTS EXPENDIBLE? 

It is a unqualified fact, that in 2015, the United States 10th Circuit Court Judge, now Justice 
Gorsuch,  identified a 40 year pattern of Utah Courts that shows the Justices not regulating them 
in compliance with the U.S. Constitution and treaties and law,  ignoring federal Constitutional 
and Treaty Supremacy.   These Petitions and Notice of Claim argues that for about 50 years Utah 
has denied its lawyers U.S. Constitutional Due Process.  But as a matter of Utah’s Common Law, 
the lenses through which Justices’ must view all law, the Utah Territorial Court clearly identified 
that Utah’s Common Law was not in the Corporation’s “separate nation” , but in the U.S. 
Constitution and law.  In 1993, Utah Justice’s declared Utah law rooted in the Corporation’s 
history, which would include its “sacred” polygamy, thus rewriting Utah’s Common Law for the 
“separate nation” it claims to be in the 2015 10th Circuit cases.  

We must follow the crumbs of Justice’s and Utah pronouncements and deeds to answer this 
question.   

1.  Utah Justices proclaim Utah’s history is rooted in the Mormon church, and is inseparable 
from it.   

2. Why would Justices’ betray their oath and consider Bar members and clients “rights” 
expendable? Are the temple-sworn Justices setting up the Mormon “world government”  that is 
not a republic or democracy, but a monarchy and theocracy with the Mormon President as a type 
of “king of the world, who will restore the “old testament” including polygamy as they perceive 

                                                           
conscious of those circumstances.”) The Judge cannot simply say, “I didn’t know, so I am not biased.” The Judge is 
even less “impartial” if the judge has an economic interest in protecting the interests of him/herself or one party over 
another.  The U.S. Supreme Court holds that U.S. v. Valley Generating Co, 364 U.S. 520, 549 (1961) holds, (“ an 
impairment of impartial judgment can occur in even the most well-meaning men when their personal economic 
interests are affected by the business they transact on behalf of the Government”). 

7 Razatos v. Colorado Supreme Court, 746 F.2d 1429, 1436 (C.A.10 (Colo.), 1984) (“Finally, a disciplinary 
proceeding requires clear and convincing evidence to sustain a finding of fact. See Rule 251 A. Razatos asserts that 
this fact indicates a weightier liberty interest than that at stake in Raddatz, where the suppression hearing required 
only a preponderance of the evidence. We agree, and we believe that the clear and convincing evidence test 
functions to safeguard that interest.”) 
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it?”    Most of all- what it means to you to have Mormon history as the state’s now declared 
Common Law.  

3.   How did the Justice’s legally arrange such concentrated power? 

A.  Utah’s majority temple-sworn Justices proclaim legal history is founded in, 
 inseparable from, Mormon  History.  

1. Utah Justices change Utah’s Common Law- the lens through which all other law is 
interpreted from U.S. Constitution and  law to the Corporation’s  church monarchy law.  

In 1993, the Utah Justices (like almost all Utah Justices and judges since statehood, identifies 
Utah is a monarchy sort of theocracy AND identify “Mormon church” history’s State of Deseret 
as a source of Utah Common law. 
 
 The state of deseret (NEVER recognized by Congress or Utah’s Territorial Supreme Court) is 
rooted in the Corporation of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter day Saints (“Mormons”).  The 
Justices identify this “nation” in which Utah is rooted, unlike any other state in the Union, as the 
1847 founded Corporation of the Church of Latter day Saints  in Society of Separationists, Inc. v. 

Whitehead, 870 P.2d 916, 921 (Utah, 1993). I have added comments in [  ] brackets. 
  

The Mormons were the first substantial group of pioneers to settle in the territory. 
[Justices are ignoring the pre existing Indian Nations and Mexico]. They 
constituted an overwhelming majority of the population during the almost fifty 
years Utah was a territory and remain so today. [If you do not count Indian 
Nations’ members].  For that reason, Utah is the “only state in the Union which is 
known primarily because of the religion of its leading denomination” and is the 
sole state “that traces its origin to the founding of a new Faith” on American soil. 

 [do not tell Philadephia and the Quakers founding it.] 

Lest one is still doubtful of the firm interlinkage between the Mormon history and statehood, we 
can look at Judge, now Justice, Gorsuch’s decisions while on the 10th Circuit court of appeals.  

Utah, as a seriously argued (2015)   “separate nation”, has a 10th  Circuit Court-identified 
pattern- Utah ignores U.S. Supremacy and U.S. treaties for 40 years.  A reason Utah’s 
“elite” Justices of “a separate nation” founded in the Corporation, can rebel against U.S. 
Constitution Due Process standards for its “separate nation’s” lawyers since 1960? 

Utah argues historical Mormon “Nation” in 2015.  Judge Gorsuch, while on the Tenth Circuit 
Court bench, made special mention of an argument by the law firm of Suiter & Axeland’s Jesse 
Trentadue, representing Utah political subdivision, as to why U.S. Indian law did not apply to, 
was not the supreme law, to Utah and its Courts and political subdivisions…for 40 years of 
Court rebellion.  See, Ute Indian Tribe of the Uintah & Ouray Reservation v. Utah, 790 F.3d 

1000, 1006 (10th Cir., 2015) 

For its part, Wasatch County exhibits even less subtlety about its intentions, going 
so far as to argue that the Tribe may not exercise authority over any lands in Utah 
because (in part) the State was once “a separate, independent nation, the State 
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of Deseret” with “its own Constitution ” that didn’t recognize Indian lands 
or tribal authority. ….. never mind the United States Constitution and the 
authority that document provides the federal government to regulate Indian 
affairs.  

 

Ute Indian Tribe of the Uintah & Ouray Reservation v. Myton (10th Cir., 2016) 

We’re beginning to think we have an inkling of Sisyphus’s fate. Courts of law 
exist to resolve disputes so that both sides might move on with their lives. Yet 
here we are, forty years in, issuing our seventh opinion in the Ute line and 
still addressing the same arguments we have addressed so many times before.  

In other words, the Utah State Courts’ and county or city lawyers’ consistent 40 year attempts of 
applying State Court jurisdiction within Indian Country was frivolous and meritless on its 
face…yet no one was prosecuted for “professional misconduct” for deliberately ignoring federal 
supremacy of the U.S. Constitution and United States Treaties, the U.S. Constitution’s Article VI 
Supreme Law of the Land.  

2. Utah’s Territorial Supreme Court established U.S. Constitution and U.S.  law as Utah’s  

Common Law. 

Under the doctrine of “stare decisis” the Utah Supreme Court, is bound by Utah’s Territorial 
Supreme Courts decisions as to facts and federal law supremacy.  

In June, 1876, the Utah Territorial Supreme Court in People v. Moroni Green,  explained that 
Utah’s “common law” was found in the Congressional Organic act creating the Utah territory, 
and it consists of “the Constitution and laws of the United States” , not the State of Deseret. And 
further any laws violating these standards was void, good for nothing.  

In another case, First National Bank v. Kinner, June 1876,  to clarify even more, the Utah 
Territorial Court declared again, that Utah’s common law was rooted in United States 
Constitution and law. They explained the People of Utah have 

“tacitly agreed”  upon “maxims and principles of Common Law, suited to their 
conditions, consistent with the Constitution and laws, of the United States, 
and these only wait recognition by the courts to become the common law of the 
Territory.  When so recognized they become the law, as certainly as if 
expressly adopted by law making power.” 

 

But the Justices in Whitehead rewrote Utah’s Common Law to be rooted in the Mormon 
Church’s history. They rewrote facts also.  As Kinner pointedly says that prior to territorial 
status, Utah and Florida were governed by Mexico and law of Rome. And unlike the 1993 
Court’s version of numerous settlers, Kinner  says  

This Territory was settled in 1847, and from that time, up to the acquisition and 
Treaty in 1848, the settlers were comparatively few in number. There were no 
settled laws, usages, and customs among them. They came here as American 
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citizens under the flag, and claiming the protection of the United States 
government.  

 

Utah Justices in Whitehead, without legal authority, rewrites Utah’s Common Law, 
disingenuously rewrite history, and is now claiming and argues, without factual correctness, that 
their arguments were rooted in their temple-sworn Corporation’s history.   

B.  Why would Justices’ betray their civil oath and consider Bar members and clients 
“rights” expendable? Are the temple-sworn Justices setting up the Mormon “world 

government” , with tithes and charitable donations, that is not a republic or democracy, 
but a monarchy and theocracy with the Mormon President as a type of “king of the world, 

who will restore the “old testament” including polygamy as they perceive it? 

On March 27, 1844, in a General Conference, the Corporation’s authority Sidney Rigdeon 
revealed to the world, with members supporting his statement,  

“When God  sets up a system of salvation, he sets up a system of government; 
when I speak of a government I mean what I say; I mean a government that shall 
rule over temporal and spiritual affairs… A man is not an honorable man if he is 
not above all law, and above government… the law of God is far more righteous 
than the laws of the land.” 
 

ORIGINS, page 123 (Signature Books 1997) citing the Mormon Times and Seasons.  

 

1. The Mormon Church’s history shows its temple-sworn leaders vowed secretly that 
 they were enemies of the United States who vehemently opposed polygamy.   

After Joseph Smith’s death, Brigham Young, and others involved in polygamy, until about 1930, 
the Church temple-sworn members took sworn oaths against the United States. 

You and each of you do covenant and promise that you will pray and never cease 
to pray to Almighty God to avenge the blood of the prophets upon this nation, 
and that you will teach the same to your children and to your children’s 
children unto the third and fourth generation. 
 

Are the current leaders and those rewriting our federal rights the “royal” descendents teaching 
them these oaths? Is Senator Romney, Mike Lee, Justice Lee, Representative Stewart? 

 
Which oath do they uphold at the expense of the other. 
 

2. The Mormon Church is rooted in polygamy and espouses it today in a little different 
 way.    

Today-right now—the U.S. Supreme Court redefines marriage from the time of the U.S. 
Supreme Court’s ruling in Reynolds v. U.S. defining marriage as one man and one woman.  

In the U.S. almost anyone one can consent to marry anyone else of adult age.  
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1.   Death. In the Corporation’s Temple marriages for “time and eternity” if a man’s first wife 
dies, he can remarry another for time AND eternity, assuring he will have two wives in the 
hereafter.  President Oaks and President Nelson share this privilege. 

2.  Divorce.  In the Corporation’s temple marriages, the couple civilly divorce. The man 
remarries for “time and eternity” while still covenanted to the first wife for “time and eternity”. 
The first wife must ask permission of the man for a temple release.  The man need not ask the 
first wife’s permission. So the man can remarry as often as he wishes by civilly divorcing, but 
not “spiritually divorcing.  

March 26, 1991, Justice Durham, a temple-sworn Mormon, wrote Utah’s highest Court could not 
deny polygamists the “right” to adopt children. 

The fact that our [Utah] Constitution requires the state [note not the church] to 
prohibit polygamy does not necessarily mean that the state must deny any or all 
civil rights and privileges to polygamists.”  

Quinn, Michael D., MORMON HIERARCHY, EXTENSIONS OF POWER page 887(Signature 1997) 
 

  Yet in 1991, despite the Utah Constitution claiming the U.S. Constitution was the Supreme Law 
of the Land, Justice Durham couldn’t quite see her way clear to give “civil rights” as defined by 
U.S. Supreme Court in Ruffalo, todu lawyers who would challenge any church inspiration to 
start polygamy. 

Author D. Michael Quinn, in a voluminously researched MORMON HIERARCHY, ORIGINS OF 
POWER, page 326, (Signature books, 1997) cites to about 18 books, thesis, and sociological 
studies identifying the Mormon Prophet of God Joseph Smith practiced secretly polygamy, 
polyandry (being married to other husbands wives while the husband was still alive), involving 
even teen age 14 year old girls, and at times without his wife Emma’s knowledge, or consent.   

In 1977 President Spencer W. Kimball said: 

    “Only through celestial [temple] marriage can one find the strait way, the narrow path. Eternal 
Life cannot be had in any other way” (Deseret News, Church Section, Nov.12, 1977) 

3.  Utah Common Law- What is the Corporation’s celestial marriage? 

Preaching in 1866, President Brigham Young declared: 

“The only men who become Gods, even the Sons of God, are those who enter into polygamy.” 
(Journal of Discourses, vol. 11, p. 269) 

Modern Mormons say “plural marriage” stopped with President Wilford Woodruff in 1890 
called the Manifesto.  However, the recalcitrant, stalwart stubbornness of clinging to this belief 
of eternal life found only in plural marriage is evidenced by many leader statements. 

The second-ranking apostle, Wilford Woodruff, dictated a revelation in January 
1880 (accepted as the “word of the Lord” by John Taylor and the Quorum of the 
Twelve the following April) which stated in part: “And I say again wo unto that 
Nation or house or people who seek to hinder my People from obeying the 
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Patriarchal Law of Abraham which leadeth to a Celestial Glory . . .for whosoever 
doeth those things shall be damned.” A year later Wilford Woodruff told the 
Latter-day Saints in two published sermons that “if we were to give up polygamy 
to-day,” they would have to give up revelation, prophets, apostles, temple 
ordinances, and the Church itself.93 At October 1884 general conference, George 
Q. Cannon said that the appeal for a new revelation to “lay polygamy aside” was 
in vain because such a revelation would be useless “unless indeed the people 
should apostatize.” 

http://www.lds-mormon.com/quinn_polygamy.shtml 

LDS Church Authority and New Plural Marriages, 1890 – 1904 a published essay by D. Michael 
Quinn  part v.  In Part IX, Dr. Quinn explains all the variations of polygamy used to secretly 
continue the “ ONLY path to Heaven’s Eternal life” plural marital unions. 

In 1966, Apostle Bruce R. McConkie identifies the continued high regard modern church leaders 
have for plural marriage.  

Obviously, the holy practice [of polygamy] will commence again after the Second 
Coming of the Son of Man and the ushering in of the millennium.” 

Bruce, R. McConkie, ‘MORMON DOCTRINE,’ 2nd ed., under “Plural Marriage” (Salt Lake City, 
Utah: Bookcraft, Inc., 1966], p. 578) 

The Mormon Church’s scripture Doctrine and Covenants 132 still supports polygamy as a 
spiritual necessity to achieve the highest level of Heaven, the only place families can be together 
according Corportion fostered beliefs. 

While taking missionary lessons, this “essential” for exhaltation was not explained to me. 

Are modern millennial wives so willing to disregard the U.S. Constitutional protections for the 
Corporation’s “sacred” nation building of their own “kingdom of God on earth”? 

It should not be a very long time until the President will reveal the return of the sacred covenant 
to the telestial population.   Mr. Karren explains a concept of “spiritual wifery” that Brigham 
Young was introduced in another state and brought it secretly into the Corporation. 

C.  How did the leaders get away with unconstitutional law without impeachment? 

1. Repression of Free Speech as for lawyers and clients in courts is nothing new.  

It’s a pattern.  

By far the greatest silencing is in the hundreds of Utah State Bar members who lost their licenses 
and names and reputations to the Justices’ and Prosecutor’s unconstitutional rules and lack of 
Due Process.   

For virtually all lawyers with a 3 member screening panel, the Justices’ Prosecutor had a secret 
policy of NEVER calling all rule mandated 8 members, but selected the five of 8 who would not 

http://www.lds-mormon.com/quinn_polygamy.shtml
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attend a panel, since he also administered the panel.  rule changed after I publicly sought relief 
from the Justices, to no avail.  

Lawyer Sharon Sonneriech was singled out of many for a computer error on her dues payment. 
She had previously assisted in challenging Judge Stewart in a case involving a law suit between 
the church owned Deseret News and private Salt Lake Tribune, that, after the suit finished, in 
2017 was edited by Justice Pearce’s wife.  

In 1979, Sonia Johnson was excommunicated for founding the national organization “Mormons 
for the ERA” Id. at page 395.   

In 1982, 19.4 percent of the membership of Mormons for the ERA were “excommunicated by 
personal choice or by the Church”. Quinn EXTENSIONS page 395. 

 Today, Brother Lusks  is facing a Corporation’s excommunication court for the father, being a 
prior bishop, challenged the Corporation’s version of the first vision, and other beliefs, and 
supporting excommunicated member Sam Young who advocated doing away with one on one 
bishop closed door interviews so as to protect persons from clergy sex abuse.  See Mormon 
Stories, You Tube, Episode #1131-1136. 

I myself was disbarred by the temple sworn Justices’ Prosecutor upon charges I filed frivolous 
and meritless pleadings and petitions, and told U.S. District Judge Dale Kimball that his ruling 
was not supported by law, and was due to the opposing lawyer reminding him of the Utah 
pioneers’ common law state of deseret.  It was without specifying the documents. I argued 
federal treaty and Navajo law supremacy, over state court non existant jurisdiction within the 
Navajo Nation.  It took ten years due to the Prosecutor not knowing what he was trying to 
prosecute and not having any evidence of specific and undefined “professional malpractice.”  
Opposing counsel tried to sanction me five times, to no avail. In 2015 Utah political subdivisions 
argued the Utah common law was rooted in a “independent” “nation” with its own constitution. 
Judge Gorsuch didn’t buy it.  Judge Jenkins issued a published order that was the most 
exhaustive analysis of Indian law history and Navajo Nation law history in the entire history of 
the world.  He found nothing meritless about the trauma presented to his court. I had sued the 
celestialites of San Juan County, Utah’s royalty.  

Sandra and Gerald Tanner were excommunicated upon their publications regarding the 
Corporation that its leaders found unflattering, and also sued the Tanners, and failed.  

Utah Lighthouse Ministries still has one of the most exhaustive websites for church history to be 
found anywhere. http://www.utlm.org/ 

In 1993, five Corporation historians and commentators were excommunicated for their use of free speech.  
UTLM, Salt Lake City Messenger #85   Mormon Inquisition? Mormon Leaders Move to Repress 

Rebellion. http://www.utlm.org/newsletters/no85.htm#FIVE%20EXCOMMUNICATED 

Another lawyer was suspended after he filed a suit in U.S. District Court against Celesetialites in Davis 
County, Utah.  

The single courageous lawyer assisting me, is being prosecuted under the same lame system.  

http://www.utlm.org/
http://www.utlm.org/newsletters/no85.htm#FIVE%20EXCOMMUNICATED
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Constitutionalism loses in the face of celestialites’ cronyism, wealth, and power. 

2.  Mormon leaders descended from pioneers, view themselves as BLOOD-LINE 
 Royalty of Jesus, they are above man’s law. 

July 2, 1899 at a gathering of about 700 church leaders the First counselor George Q. Cannon 
tells men, “there are those in this audience who are descendants of the old 12 Apostles and, shall 
I say it, yes, descendants of the Savior himself. His seed is represented in this body of men.”  
(Due to Mormon teaching Jesus Christ had multiple wives). https://lds-church-
history.blogspot.com/2013/12/lorenzo-snow-jul-2-1899-sunday.html. See “POWER”,  page 801. 

It is no accident that be they Republican or Democrat, the genealogies of persons are worshipped 
by followers.  Durham is a name connected to Joseph Smith’s private secretary.  Rampton, 
Mattheson, McConkie, Snow, Lee, among many others are all names of genealogies connected 
to the historical group told in 1899 that they had Jesus’ literal blood in their veins. 

 The Corporation teaches Jesus married and had children by at least two wives, Lazarus’ sisters.  

 “It will be borne in mind that once on a time, there was a marriage in Cana of 
Galilee; and on a careful reading of that transaction, it will be discovered that no 
less a person than Jesus Christ was married on that occasion. If he was never 
married, his intimacy with Mary and Martha, and the other Mary also whom Jesus 
loved, must have been highly unbecoming and improper to say the best of it.”  
I shall say here, that before  the Savior died, he looked upon his own natural 
children, as we look upon ours.”  
 

Journal of Discourses 2:82-83 Quoting General Authority Orson Hyde,  Salt Lake City, October 
6, 1854. Orson Hyde was a polygamist who also practiced polyandry ( the practice of sharing his 
and other mens’ wives) by the Corporation’s “sealings”. He had a lifetime of religious and 
political experience beginning when he was about 25 years old.  He was baptized in 1831. He 
was a lawyer.  October 28, 1837 he signed an affidavit against the “Danites” that likely Brigham 
Young organized, claiming God was not with the church.   He was rebaptized and reinstalled as a 
member of the elite twelve apostles June 27, 1839.   He was an apostle two times, was in charge 
of the entire church east of the rocky mountains.   ORIGINS at 552-54. Twenty three years later he 
made this inspired declaration regarding Jesus’ plural marriage and children.   

 
Dr. Quinn’s “POWER” documents the family linkages, and financial entities the blood line 
celestialites control.  Make no mistake, generations have profited from the telestialites tithing 
dollars and adoration of them as gods. 

 
3.  Celestialites do no live by the same rules as telestialites. Mormons believe in a Heaven 
of three levels: celestial, terrestrial, and telestial kingdoms.  Like almost ALL human created 
human organizations, the Corporation has three levels of members with three levels of 
anointings: 1) The highest “elite” we will call “celestialites” who were anointed to be “kings” 
“President Pro tems” of the world, have all temple “endowments” and oaths, and an invitation 
only,   “second anointing”, that ensures they can go to heaven no matter what they do on earth. 

https://lds-church-history.blogspot.com/2013/12/lorenzo-snow-jul-2-1899-sunday.html
https://lds-church-history.blogspot.com/2013/12/lorenzo-snow-jul-2-1899-sunday.html
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Orson Hyde was one such “elite”. He defended one of the “enforcers” a brother Hickman from 
excommunication, by saying   These are often genealogically related. 2) the middle are Mormon 
“managers” or “terrestialites” who  have a temple “endowed” anointing,  and sometimes have 
their 2nd anointing and their calling and election made sure; and 3) the managed, or “telestialites” 
that is the general population of the church, with a percentage of these folks having the Temple 
endowment.   

Those with a “invitation only” second anointing who have heaven assured to, need not be 
confined to obeying the same rules as the telestialites. For example, October 13, 1860, Orson 
Hyde, in defending one of Joseph Smith’s “guard/enforcer” Brother Hickman from 
excommunication, stated,  “a man may steal and be influenced by the spirit of the Lord to do it, 
that Hickman had done it in years past.” ORIGINS at page 554. 

In 1994, Apostle Dallin Oaks, in speaking to the Brigham Young University law school, “Gospel 
Teachings about Lying”, Clark Memorandum identifies how members were unaware of 
polygamy by the “elite” with their second anointings assuring them of Heaven no matter what, 
and admits a “religious practice” though illegal can be a grounds for silence. 

“It is not difficult for historians to quote LDS leaders and members in statements 
justifying, denying, or deploring deception in furtherance of this religious practice 
[polygamy]… The scriptures teach that there is “a time to speak,” and “a time to 
keep silence” (Eccl 3:7) Indeed, we have a positive duty to keep many things 
secret or confidential. But this principle does not condone violating the 
ninth commandment, “Thou shalt not bear false witness” (Ex 20: 16) When 
the truth is constrained by other obligations, the outcome is not falsehood 
but silence for a season. 
 

When Justice Oaks was a Utah Supreme Court Justice, immediately prior to becoming an 
Apostle, he definitely retained “silence for a season” when he purposefully violated a civilly 
sworn obligation to ensure the U.S. Constitution’s standards of lawyer discipline should be 
applied, and purposefully did nothing, knowing what those “quasi criminal” standards were.  

It is possibly interesting to know both current Prophet Nelson and President Oaks are sealed for 
“time and all eternity” to two women, when unfortunately, their first wives died. Polygamy is 
still a law of the celestial kingdom practiced in a different way today. 

One must obey the building of the Kingdom of the elites. 

“Obedience [not love or charity] is the first law of heaven, the cornerstone upon 
which all righteousness and progression rest. It consists in compliance with divine 
law, in conformity to the mind and will of Deity, in complete subjection to God 
and his commands”  

(Bruce R. McConkie, Mormon Doctrine, 539). 

4.  Elite’s view their political and ecclesiastical powers as “spiritually” one. April 7th, 1842, 
Joseph Smith received a revelation instructing the establishment of a Council of Fifty. Joseph 
Smith ordained the council to be the governing body of the world, with himself as its King. 
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Verily thus saith the Lord, this is the name by which you shall be called, The 
Kingdom of God and His Law, with the Keys and power thereof, and judgment in 
the hands of his servants, Ahman Christ.  

http://www.mormonthink.com/glossary/council-of-fifty.htmF6.  Historical pattern of Mormon  

There is no evidence that this precept is any different in any respect today.   

President Gerald Ford appoints General Scowcroft as chair of the National Security Council.  As 
President Ford’s term ends in 1977, “significant appointments of other Mormons to national 
military -security positions” occurs. Quinn, EXTENSIONS page 867. President Ronald Reagan 
appoints the Corporation’s Michael Barrett as Assistant General Counsel to the CIA director.    

5. Church Spying Secretly on members and non members. 

 The  Elite’s “Strengthening Committee”. The Council of Fifty does not appear to exist formally 
publicly today. However, on Aug. 8, 1992, the Salt Lake Tribune reported the Mormon Church 
acknowledged that the, now current, President Nelson, as Apostle,  with Apostle James E Faust,  
lead a “Strengthening Committee” .  On August 13, 1992, the President of the Church stated the 
Strengthening Committee was consistent with God’s commandment to Joseph Smith to gather 
documentation about non-Mormons who mob and persecute the Mormon church. This 
Committee kept secret files on members considered disloyal. See,  EXTENSIONS  pg. 889. 

6.  God’s will- an Inspired Historical pattern of a “ghost government”?   

The passive resistance of the Mormon church under Brigham Young was unique in history.  
Mormon Juries handed out sentences for crimes by Mormons far more lightly than to crimes by 
non Mormons.  The Utah Territorial Supreme Court clarified some metes and bounds the church 
has now broken in its temple sworn Justice’s control of lawyers speech, petitions, contractual 
relations, and civil rights deprivations for lawyers and clients. 

The Territorial Supreme Court identified such a temptation to control and conquer in Green’s 

case. 

to say that men unlearned in the science of the 
law are competent at all times, although ever so honest or 
blessed with over so many heavenly gifts and blessings, to 
determine the technical legal bearing and proper construction 
of an act of their own making, or the law of Congress, is 
something that this Court cannot concede. The law must 
be construed by men learned in the Law, and not by virtue 
of any Priesthood, and while we are willing to make due 
and proper allowance for the inexperience of the Utah 
Legislature, duty to the law of the land and particularly 
to the form of the American Judiciary requires us to say 
that the nets of the Legislature of this Territory in encroaching 
on the provisions of the Organic Act are unwarranted 
in law. They have no right, nor inded can they increase 
or diminish the powers of the Federal Courts of this Territory. 

http://www.mormonthink.com/glossary/council-of-fifty.htm
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They are fixed, to be altered only by a higher 
Legal Tribunal than this Court, or by the Congress of the 
United States; and it is noonday madness to contend that 
the legislature of Utah territory is competent in power 
to over throw that instrument, or add to, or take from its 
provisions.  We can see no analogy in legal parlance, 
between the 6th section of the Organic Act, and the act 
o U. T. Legislature. If it is to be conceded that the 
doctrine contended for by the Counsel for the appellant is 
the true doctrine, then the Legislature would have a right 
to say as they virtually have, that a Grand Jury should 
consist of fifteen men, a Petit Jury of three men, and a 
verdict rendered when two out of three, or eight out of 
twelve, should agree. Thus the Legislature has attempted 
to do. … Not only so, but they would have a right to create 
an inferior Court “with co-equal jurisdiction with the 
Federal Courts, to curtail the jurisdiction of the Federal  
Courts and confine them to chancery causes alone, or confine them  
to law and chancery business and give all Criminal business to inferior 
Courts, or confine the Federal Courts to an amount limited 
in dollars and cents, and all beyond that amount handed over to an  
inferior court.  By the same rule of legislating  
and the same role of construction the Federal Courts could 
be shorn of comparatively all the powers confirmed upon 
them by the American Congress, and it is asking by far 
too much of this or any other Court to make a decision 
fraught with so many evils and pregnant with so many 
disastrous consequences. The spirit of the Law, reverence 
for the age in which we live, and regard for the happiness  
of unborn millions aa well as a duty paramount to all else 
which we to the judiciary, forbid that this Court should 
be the first in America to establish such a doctrine so hateful in 
its features and so repugnant to all the finer feelings of 
man in an improved and scientific age, and filled with all 
the blasts and mildews of an ever intelligent and hopeful 
confiding American Judiciary. 

 

7.  Historical pattern of racism.  Temple sworn Justices were taught racial superiority over 
Indians, or as they define them, Lamanites, particularly non-Mormon, non-“repentant” 
Lamanites.  Lamanites is a term also casually used to define anyone of color including Jews and 
Italians, and others with non white skin.  

 Book of Mormon 2 Nephi chapt. 5 v. 21-24 

21 And he had caused the cursing to come upon them, yea, even a sore cursing, 
because of their iniquity. For behold, they had hardened their hearts against him, 
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that they had become like unto a flint; wherefore, as they were white, and 
exceedingly fair and delightsome, that they might not be enticing unto my people 
the Lord God did cause a skin of blackness to come upon them. 
22 And thus saith the Lord God: I will cause that they shall be loathsome unto thy 
people, save they shall repent of their iniquities. 
23 And cursed shall be the seed of him that mixeth with their seed; for they shall 
be cursed even with the same cursing. And the Lord spake it, and it was done. 
24 And because of their cursing which was upon them they did become an idle 
people, full of mischief and subtlety, and did seek in the wilderness for beasts of 
prey. 

 

In a 1960 General Conference, Apostle Spencer W. Kimball identifies that the “righteous” 
Lamanites[i.e. Mormons] “have been growing delightsome, and they are now becoming white 
and delightsome, as they were promised.” 

The “Kingdom of God on earth’s view of Indians is that they are decedents of “Lamanites” of 
the Book of Mormon.  (The Book of Mormons states “But I, Jacob, shall not hereafter 
distinguish them by these names, but I shall call them Lamanites that seek to destroy the people 
of Nephi, and those who are friendly to Nephi I shall call Nephites, or the people of Nephi, 
according to the reigns of the kings.”…. “the Lamanites shall be a dark, filthy, and loathsome 
people…. “Because of their unbelief, the Lamanites are cursed, receive a skin of blackness, and 
become a scourge unto the Nephites.”) See, Wikipedia for “Lamanites”.  

See also the Conference Report, October 1960; Improvement Era, December 1960, pp. 922–23 
As late as 1960, President Spencer W. Kimball, the sole prophet, seer, and revelator of God on 
earth, announced the good news to Indians that melatonin in their skin would decrease if they 
were faithful to the church.  

“The children in the home placement program in Utah are often lighter than their 
brothers and sisters in the hogans on the reservation. At one meeting a father and 
mother and their sixteen-year-old daughter we represent, the little member girl—
sixteen—sitting between the dark father and mother, and it was evident she was 
several shades lighter than her parents—on the same reservation, in the same 
49atic, subject to the same sun and wind and weather .... These young members of 
the Church are changing to whiteness and to delightsomeness. One white elder 
jokingly said that he and his companion were donating blood regularly to the 
hospital in the hope that the process might be accelerated.” 
 

I emphasize here a very important fact!  The Corporation’s members I consider my friends and 
neighbors and clients, have not ever demonstrated to me that they were racist. I have seen them 
go beyond Their sympathies have been with the poor who are also of color.  Weekly, I see 
devout members helping others regardless of race.  The Corporation did extend the priesthood 
and temple blessings to people of color while collecting their tithes also in many foreign 
countries where people of color reside, and that have wealth in raw materials.   My question is, 
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“Did even one or more obtain their second anointing?” Or is that reserved only for the blood 
royalty of celestialites?  

8.  Other patterns of deception of celestialite leaders to members.  

Dr. Quinn identifies in about five pages, in ORIGINS, page 325-330, hundreds of citations 
identifying patterns of fraud, lying (often called “sacred secret”), bribery, killing of women and 
children, brutal beatings and even castrations of enemies (they use the media to do that now 
days), leader instigated attacks on people, unjust court verdicts, using the church to develop 
commerce to drive away non Mormons, ALL going back to polygamy, and going back to failed 
and fraudulent endeavors in finance, banking, and military building of a private army, including 
Danites.    

Given I now know the truth about  temple-sworn Justices violating their government oath of 
office—that is controlling court dockets by tossing out any lawyer who disagrees with the state 
being supreme over federal and other state courts—or who is suing favored persons or entities—I 
have to believe this many news articles, historical writers are revealing a dishonest ghost 
government, not just in Utah but in our federal system and growing into the entire world 
including the 50atican’s front door.   

Can anyone really believe after the “strengthening committee” that the NSA being built in 
Bluffdale Utah, possibly operated by temple-sworn Mormons is an accident, when the committee 
was collecting secret records on dissidents in and out of the Mormon church? 

What this means to you!  Where in the Utah or U.S. Constitution, Congress’ Origin Act, or 

Congress’ Enabling Act, does it say the Utah can have no 3 branch form of government in 

reality? Or where do they say Utah Justices can violate an oath at will to destroy people’s 

names, reputations, and honor and close the courts to people unable to secure lawyers?  

If history of Utah and its common law, is rooted the Utah Justices’ “unique”  Mormon history, 
instead of the Utah Territorial Supreme Court’s U.S. Constitution and law, as a basis for a 
Mormon ghost government, and Justices ignoring U.S. Supremacy for lawyers, the People’s only 
mouths in the courts… then are we to look to another 40 years of Utah’s theocratic monarchy, 
ignoring both U.S. Constitutional and U.S. Treaty and Indian Nation sovereignty? 

9.   THIS PATTERN OF CONTROL INVADES FEDERAL AND OTHER STATES 
GOVERNMENTS AND COURTS ALSO. It is the goal of Mormon leaders to have Mormons 
they can threaten with ecclesiastical and political and personal and financial ruin, to run for all 
elected and appointed offices.  This is a 2019 call to members.  

 See, Senator Gordon Smith meeting with the brethren. 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=z4FPVZH8fIg 

See, Mormon Apostle caught lying to Harvard Students.  This video involves Jeffery Holland, 
Senator Smith, and Mormon Washington authority Ralph Hardy. It speaks for itself. 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=90EJXrG01O0 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=z4FPVZH8fIg
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=90EJXrG01O0
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For Mormon leadership in Utah’s Mormon Leadership involvement in California Proposition 8 
see, 

1120-1123: THE PURVES FAMILY: HOW A DAVIS, CA BISHOP AND HIS FAMILY 
NAVIGATE(D) A MORMON FAITH CRISIS 

 MORMON STORIES JUNE 6, 2019 

https://www.mormonstories.org/podcast/the-purves-family/ 

See, You Tube,  “Lying for the Lord” 

 by ex Mormon foundation a ten part series  

by flackerman 

by isthechurchtrue 

by jhuston7 

and 50 problems with the Mormon Church. 

VII.  THESE PETITIONSER- MY STORY 
 
The short story is  I am a prior “telestialite” who converted to the Corporation from Catholicism. 
I loved the Corporation’s “sanitized” history, eternal families, the one version of the first vision 
out of 4 or 9 or more that included both the Father and Son, the Book of Mormon was from gold 
plates (a beautiful story),  untrue because Joseph was looking into a hat at a rock (though 
historians disagree), and it is plagerized from a popularly available book prior to the Book of 
Mormon, by Ethan Smith, A VIEW OF THE HEBREW.  See B.H. Robert’s manuscript comparing 
the Book of Mormon to A VIEW OF THE HEBREW at the University of Utah Marriot Library Rare 
Books Section.   
 
A.  As a Corporation Member. 

 
1. Reason One for Leaving the Corporation’s “priviledge” of paying for it.  

For about 25 years of membership or more, I did not read any “anti Mormon literature” as a 
member.  I studied the Journal of Discourses to learn from “Prophets” I believed had a direct line 
to God.   I asked questions of my teachers.   
 
I found one Discourse, as I recall, John Taylor’s, relating to his asking if there was progression 
between kingdoms, and if, even Satan could repent to be saved.  I saw a letter written allegedly 
by President David O. McKay to a member, saying that there was never a prophet of the church 
who said there was or was not progression between kingdoms.  
  
Two different salvation plans, two different natures of God. So if there is progression between 
kingdoms, then God is merciful, and patient, and kind. And sin does not prevent you from 
progressing.  Also, violating the Corporation’s rules had no detriment. I did not know of any 
“second anointing” I might never obtain in this life. I was born in the wrong blood line.   
 

https://www.mormonstories.org/podcast/the-purves-family/
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Alternatively, if there is no progression between kingdoms, then I was doomed and God was 
judgmental and unkind and condemning.  
  
No progression. A priesthood manual I and my husband read, stated there was no progression 
between kingdoms, though it cited no Prophet.  I knew I would not be able to save myself. I 
knew I was born imperfect, so naturally, I thought God did not love me enough to want to be 
with me in Heaven with Him, except to serve his royalty and not with my family. 
 
When I asked a few neighbors how they thought about it, the happy, non judgmental, ones 
believed there was progression, the depressed ones did not.  People tend to act like the God they 
believe in.  Some judge, point fingers, and condemn, others do not. 
 
Now I ask if the celestialites and terrestialites who have their invitation only calling and election 
made sure in this life, know there is progression ---while fostering the belief in no progression 
for the telestialites working so hard to support the celestialites in the wealthy secure and 
powerful manner to which they are accustomed --for generations.  “POWER” by Quinn.  
 
2. Reason Two for Leaving 

 

Later, while at the Marriott Library, I found a newly released manuscript of B.H. Roberts 
showing how the Book of Mormon was likely plagiarized from the Bible and the “Book of 
Mormon”.  The Celestialites knew about this manuscript for most of the 20th century, but its one 
of those “sacred” things the Apostles believed “silence” to the telestialites, they control and 
profit from, justifies. 
 
I now personally, no longer believed Joseph Smith translated the Book of Mormon, but that he 
plagiarized it. If that Book of Mormon fails, then everything else collapses like a house of cards.  
Brigham Young and his progeny Prophet’s temple rites from Masonry to keep people paying 
tithes under threats of no family unity in the afterlife, also falls like a house of cards.  
This is remarkably similar as the Catholics threats of fire and hell and purgatory if they did not 
pay for them and their loved ones to escape. Not knowing is what kept people fearfully giving.  
 
I still believed in Jesus Christ, but did not feel I “knew” Him as much as I should.   
 
I left the church voluntarily1)  upon realizing no Prophet of the church could tell me the true 
nature of God, give me a firm foundation plan of salvation,  or say how I would know where I 
would be after death, and 2) upon  reading B.H. Robert’s  manuscript seeing the Bible and VIEW 
OF THE HEBREW were sources of plagiarism. 
  
In preparing these Petitions, I asked “why” would Utah Justices violate their own civil oaths. 
That led me down the road of church history combined with legal history, inseparably connected. 
 
Only in about the last 3 months have I read historians accounts of church history.  I cannot 
recommend Dr. Quinn’s trilogy too highly for very exhaustive factual research and transparency 
taken as much as possible from church sources to which he had access as a BYU history 
professor.  
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Since leaving, I personally have used the same critical thinking skills regarding Jesus Christ.  He 
IS God, our living Word loving creator,  and my “sealing” with my family in love is through my 
heart being supernaturally sealed with His heart and with their hearts.  See, John 1, and John 17, 
particularly the 1599 Geneva Bible and Amplified Bible (classic).  He supernaturally 
communicates with His followers who accept his “grace” of the cross.   
 
God is building His “church” supernaturally Himself.  

 
If one stands back and looks at You Tube, one sees alcoholics, drug addicts, Jews, criminals, 
gang members, satan worshippers, wealthy business people, atheists, agnostics, new agers, 
Moslems, all being supernaturally called to Jesus in dreams, visions, reading the word, miracles, 
near death experiences. And the numbers of these people are incalculable.  
 
B. As an “excommunicated” Utah Bar State Member  
 

I disagree with Corporation leaders views on blacks and the priesthood, and on viewing Indian 
Nation members as “Lamanites”.  When I was a Corporation member, I viewed, very 
erroneously and mistakenly, that the Priesthood racial issue was separate from my own 
spirituality.  I also agreed with President Taft Benson’s views on the U.S. Constitution, but 
believed very most fervently that it applies to all the U.S. including ALL minorities and people 
of color.  Having grown up in California, I attended a High School where my friends were of all 
nationalities and religions. I never viewed any as less or greater than anyone else. 
 
In 1966, Ezra Taft Benson stated as follows: 
 

George Washington stated, “Truth will ultimately prevail where there are pains 
taken to bring it to light.” To bring the truth to light is our challenge – this day 
and everyday. 
“And ye shall know the truth, and the truth shall make you free.” (John 8:32)… 
*** 
Stand up and be counted. If you get discouraged remember the words of Edward 
Everett Hale when he said: 
“I am only one, but I am one. 
I can’t do everything, but I can do something. 
What I can do, that I ought to do,  
And what I ought to do, 
By the grace of God, I shall do!” 
 
And this is my prayer for you this day. May God bless all of you, each and every 
one. Thank you very much. 
 
Stand Up For Freedom. Assembly Hall at Temple Square, Feb 11, 1966. Given to 
The Utah Forum for the American Idea) 
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At about this same time, deep state connections may have developed.  An internet rumor I have 
been unable to substantiate, claims the Corporation was entering into agreements with the 
Rothschild bank to pay off millions in bad loans on a Florida property it had purchased.  
 
In my view, taking an oath as I did as a lawyer to uphold the U.S. Constitution was saying the 
same thing as President Kennedy saying secrecy is like a disease that spreads, condemning secret 
societies,  or Martin Luther King, inspiring generations with “I have a dream”.  They both were 
flawed humans, like me, like you, who obtained inspiration to say the right thing at the right 
time, and they died for it. 
 
I am an ignominious ex lawyer. I obtained my law degree in 1997.  Without hesitation I will say 
the men and women I represented in litigation in Navajo, state, and federal courts were without 
reproach. The lawyers I was privileged to associate with and who patiently, and sometimes, 
impatiently, worked with and taught me were equally beyond reproach and they fervently loved 
their families and traditions.  In my eyes, they were ALL compassionate heroes, often Mormon, 
who loved, sincerely loved, the Native American people of southeastern Utah.  Their legal 
injuries were legitimate.  Several were very true Mormons who believed in and fought in the 

service for our U.S. Constitution.  
 
Every client I represented in court, Mormon and non- Mormon, each, totally loved and cherished 
and cared for their spouses and children and nation--- without exception! They desired and 
legally fought for truth and justice, and to create a world for their families to have truth and 
justice.   
 
I admit my drafting of my first solo federal court complaint was poor.  I had no prior law office 
experience or mentoring, my granddaughter died, and sixty days later, this beloved infant’s 
mother died, and within about 90 days I filed the federal complaint.  I called dozens of lawyers 
for help. at that time there was no “lawyers helping lawyers” to assist me.  Not one told this 
newbe lawyer to call the commissioners.  Now I know even if there were lawyers helping 
lawyers available, or the commissioners called, no one would fight for my clients rights who 
were publicly challenging the “royalty” of Utah’s southeastern county.   
 
It has taken me twelve years to finally figure out why I was disbarred- for advocating for 
Navajo Nation court authority over the Aneth extension (into Utah’s “ separate nation 
sovereignty”) over white people-- for legal injuries occurring within the Navajo Nation.  This 
legal position was charged as being frivolous and meritless without telling me why, without 
specifics as to exactly what I was pleading or filing, by the Justice’s Prosecutor. The U.S. 
Constitutional irregularities were so numerous it would take a book to list and discuss them all.  
 
The Justices’ Prosecutor had a ‘secret’ policy, revealed in 2014, as screening panel administrator 
where a) he picked the five of eight NOT to be invited (a quorum of 3 could act), for ALL Utah 
lawyers’ cases , b) he could prosecute all the panel members, c) he prepared their work sheets, 
and for years HIS panels that replaced the Utah Supreme Court panels of eight, need not find 
facts, or cite evidence, to refer a case to public court.  Hundreds of lawyers went through this 
illegal pre trial process. It is utterly impossible for me to believe these Justices did not know of 
this policy of a Prosecutor “administering” a panel he had full authority to prosecute as well.  
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The rule was changed after I filed a motion to the Justices.   
 
 In one Navajo and U.S. law based case, my federal court opposing counsel, was the 
complainant, but I did not know this fact until after an illegal screening panel hearing.  So she 
was unavailable as a witness.   
 
In the second Navajo based case, a state court opposing counsel was the other complainant, one 
day after she withdrew her frivolous complaint from state court that was  hailing a Navajo 
mother and child into state court for claimed legal injuries by white people who voluntarily 
resided within the Navajo Nation.   
 
I was suing the defendants, all totally insured by the worlds’ largest group of insurers, for eighty 
million dollars, to be given to the Navajo Nation District Court to disperse under Navajo Nation 
customs and traditions to all persons suffering from the opponents driving them from their treaty-
guaranteed, and pre purchased health care, while deliberately violating Navajo law they 
contracted to uphold through Indian Health Service.   
 
In no way, shape or form, were these political subdivisions, the “state” for immunity purposes, 
but such was argued to Judge Kimball who dismissed my case, and who was reversed on appeal.  
 
My clients prevailed in Navajo Nation District Court by Judge Raymond Begaye. I was seeking 
to enforce these orders in federal court.  
 
The charges were rooted in federal and Navajo law that the Utah Justices now say they have full 
authority to regulate.  Who knew? 
 
I did not believe the San Juan County and District officials mistreating my clients and driving 
over a thousand Indians (a political term) from their Navajo Nation treaty-guaranteed health care 
was frivolous. Infants with ear infections, addicts needing monthly visits for medication, 
diabetics not having monthly exams or meds, somehow made me angry and irate and sick to my 
stomach.  
 
Judge Bruce S. Jenkins issued the most exhaustive explanation of Indian legal history and 
Navajo Nation legal history in the entire United States Courts’ history. MacArthur et al v. San 

Juan County et al,  391 F. Supp.2d 895 (D. Utah 2005).  
  

I found now, after TEN YEARS of study, the Justices knew what I was telling them was correct, 
all along. They knew the U.S. law all along. I admit I should have not presumed they did not 
understand.  I just kept trusting that if enough truth, enough cases, enough law was shown to 
them, they would restore U.S. Constitutional protections to me and all Utah State Bar members.  
 
 
The Corporation’s media is very real. I was disbarred, like some drug dealer or criminal, in 
2017 on a case publicly filed in 2007.  Justice Pearce wrote for the majority that I just did not 
raise and issue, or sufficiently argue an issue, or mistakenly did not argue the issue, etc.  
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Then the Salt Lake Tribune, prior to the case being sent back for reconsideration, ran a highly 
charged long editorial broadcast on wire services, destroying any name, reputation, or character I 
and my clients had, while Justice Pearce’s ( who wrote the opinion) wife was the editor at the 
Salt Lake Tribune at the time.  

Ah, but we must remember that in the early church history, opponents of the church were equally 
publicly vilified.  
 

In summary, I would have never joined, the corporation, or the Utah State Bar, if I had been 
forthrightly told a) I was building a physical kingdom to replace the United States Constitution, 
or b) that secrecy and lying were not the same, or c) that Prophets speaking to God could not tell 
me that there is no definite plan of salvation, or d) hard facts of church history, or e) the 
celestialite, terrestialite, telestialite structure of the church, or f) that polygamy would be the only 
celestial way to Heaven.  Either the historical Prophets got it right, or the modern prophets got it 
right, but not both ways.  

The Justices have laid the ground work for polygamy’s return.  Persons divorce or widowed who 
are taking new wives are being sealed for time and all eternity to multiple wives. As the 
population of the church ages, this occurs more frequently.  Significantly, on May 13, 1992, 
Dallin Oaks, as an Apostle of almighty God, testifies before the United States House 
Subcommittee on Civil and Constitutional Rights in support of Religious Freedom Restoration 
Act.  This is designed to over turn the 1990 Reynolds v. U.S. U.S. Supreme Court case 
prohibiting peyote use as a  religious sacrament by Native Americans.  Oaks made a similar 
appearance  before the Senate Judiciary Committee.  And the Corporation’s First Presidency 
congratulates all on its passage on October 27,1993. Extension page 888. 

And to further demonstrate the cheap value of victims of sex abuse, that same year, April 4, 
1992, General Authority Richard Scott in General Conference, tells women that they should 
avoid “morbid probing into details of past acts, long buried, and mercifully forgotten,” and, “the 
Lord may prompt a victim to recognize a degree of responsibility for abuse.” He closed by 
advocating that they remember “false accusation is a sin.” (not against lawyers apparently) and 
“bury the past.”   Quinn EXTENSIONS at page 888. 

The Corporation’s August 1993, Ensign magazine reports on the Corporation’s apostle, identifies 
how such a law of religious freedom, would have prevented the persecution of the early 
Corporation for the secret and open “religious” polygamy and polyandry practiced by the 
celestialites not bound by worldly statutes.  

Elder Dallin H. Oaks of the Quorum of the Twelve, a former Utah Supreme Court 
justice, went to Washington last year to officially seek action by endorsing the 
bill. He testified in hearings that the early persecution of the Church shows the 
need for strong laws to prevent interference with small groups that may not be 
popular.  
 



  Rose – Petition to the People 

 57 

“If past is prologue, the forces of local, state, and federal governmental power, 
now freed from the compelling-interest test, will increasingly interfere with the 
free exercise of religion,” Elder Oaks said in favor of this new bill. Ensign 
Magazine, above.  

 

Apparently the U.S. Constitution has not bound the celestialites in regard to lawyer’s ability to 
zealously advocate for their clients.   

I believe that the Corporation leaders have been legally preparing for the Corporation to 

approve “celestial” polygamy and polyandry’s practice, and have been using their money and 

influence for acceptance of the practice among the telestialite members and the United States’ 

general population’s acceptance right now.  (Is this what the Florida ranch for 500000 people 

is being prepared for?) 

Telestialite members need to know how the celestialites are arranging their-created legal blocks  
are falling into place for the Corporation to challenge the Edmonds Act prohibiting polygamy, or 
justify practicing it secretly.  A reason adultery in Utah is no longer criminalized so “spiritual” 
wives can be with temple-sworn men in this life? 

It is no coincidence that Senator Mike Lee is calling on People to create babies to cure our 
Nation and world problems, possibly through LOTS of children by polygamous wives? 

To recap, here are a few examples how Justice for the celestialites is oppression for the 
telestialites and non members.  

1)  Secrecy. I took Utah Constitutional Law from Justice Durham at the S. J. Quinney Law 
School.  We were NEVER told we signed away our rights in our professional licenses when we 
joined the Utah State Bar.  I guess silence when you are building God’s kingdom on earth is 
justified, especially if you have that second anointing or the possibility of getting it.  

2) Retaliation Would it surprise you to know the ONLY lawyer with courage to assist me, who 
was very well experienced in law, devoted to family and the U.S. Constitution,  filed a brilliant 
brief as to why I had no Due Process, is now being unconstitutionally prosecuted.   

3) retaliation. Would it surprise you to know that one year another lawyer was prosecuted for 
practicing law singled out. She was home with her children not practicing law. However, 
previously, she was suing the Corporation in behalf of her client who was claiming Judge 
Stewart of the federal bench could not be objective due to his being a Mormon.  She is one of 
less than five within the last 20 years to prevail against the Prosecutor, after about $30,000 legal 
fees.  For some mysterious reason she left the practice of law.  

4)  protecting the elite subdivision royalty. Would it surprise you to know that another lawyer 
sued Davis County and his opposing counsel was able to secure Prosecutor Walker’s able 
assistance to hail him into state court, and then use the Prosecutor’s work to prejudice the 
lawyer’s federal case that he settled.  The state judge courageously said the Prosecutor failed to 
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meet his burden of proof, but suspended him anyway. Of course the Justices upheld the 
suspension.  

VIII IN CONCLUSION 

Utah ranks within the Nation’s top three states for a) pornography internet use; b) suicide, and 
particularly of minors; c) prescription and illegal drug abuse; d) white collar fraud.   

Now we find lawyers who can unconstitutionally lose their license at the whim of Utah temple-
sworn majority Justices, for what they say in Courts and in hearings and in how they create, or 
implement, or enforce the laws involving “special” interests that are world wide. See Quinn 
Power and Extensions.   

Persons with the power to curse “believers” eternity with their families, and politically or in the 
media cost them their names, reputation, and honor socially, ecumenically, and financially, have 
abused it here, and throughout history.  

The Corporation of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints and its Church of Jesus 
Christ of Latter Day Saints has profited handsomely by using their status as a “501” entity to 
build businesses with books not open to members, and have now, in this Petitioner’s opinion, 
colluded with temple sworn members to violate, and undermine, our United States’ Constitution 
and Declaration of Independence’s principles.  

Contrary to the relative ethical-ism of Mr. Oaks, as to secrecy of “sacred” not being lying, on a 
case by case basis, we can read what God himself says through the Holy Spirit.  

The Bible says, in James 4:17, "So whoever knows the right thing to do and fails to do it, for him 
it is sin."  and in Romans 1:18 “What is revealed is God’s anger from heaven against all the 
godlessness and wickedness of people who in their wickedness keep suppressing the truth”. 

Finally, lack of truth, full disclosure, robs justice, because, in part, it robs God’s children of 
making wise and informed “free agency” decisions. 

The epitaph for the “professional” death of this lawyer, and all persons deprived of a zealous 
advocate for their rights through a Utah State Bar member lawyer, or elected representative of 
any type in any government,  is as follows: 

Isaiah 59:13-15 1599 Geneva Bible (1599 Geneva Bible) true Judgement IS the Lord’s business. 

13 In trespassing and lying against the Lord, and we have departed away from our 
God, and have spoken of cruelty and rebellion [justifying silence of polygamists 
and sex predators], conceiving and uttering out of the heart false matters 
[“secrets” effecting the innocent, and organizations taking public money as tithes 
and offerings] that should be public]; 
 
14 Therefore judgment is turned backward [robbed], and justice standeth far off 
[not in sight]: for truth is fallen in the street [hidden from the public], and equity 
[fair compensation] cannot enter. 
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15 Yea, truth faileth, and he that refraineth from evil [seeks to break oppression 
and make it public], maketh himself a prey [to the powerful denying him/her 
rights and fair compensation for injuries]: and when the Lord saw it, it displeased 
him, that there was no judgment. 

 

I can speak to this Bible admonition, because I tried to assist my clients, and it took the 
Prosecutor ten years and over a 100,000 dollars of Utah State Bar dues to take my license to 
practice law.  If the charges against me were clear, and the Prosecutor had ANY evidence of my 
lying or making frivolous or meritless arguments, he could easily have filed a complaint and 
entered a motion for summary judgment within 30 days.  My clients were equally deprived of 
justice under this regime.  

IX.  THESE SEPARATE PETITIONS’ PRAYERS FOR RELIEF 

Petitions seek the following relief.  Each enumerated request,  constitutes a separate 
Petition, based on the foregoing identical information supporting each one. If one Petition 
request is denied, all other Petitions individually stand on their own and remain in full 
force. 

Petition for Relief #1. Reversing the 1984 Utah Constitution Article VIII amendments 

Based on the foregoing facts and law, Petitioners pray for the People, and/or Legislature to 
present for popular vote the reversal of both 1984 Utah Constitutional Amendments to Article 
VIII sec. 4 and 12.   These Petitions prays for the Utah Legislature and Senate, or the People, to 
formulate Utah Constitutional Amendments having the prior wording of Article VIII, sections 4 
and 12, for People to vote to reestablish Utah’s original three branch form of government for 
lawyer regulation. 

Petition for Relief #2: Presidential Pardon 

Based upon the foregoing facts and law, Petitioners pray for the President to grant me, Susan 
Rose,  a Presidential Pardon for my unconstitutional disbarment, that in reality, is a quasi 
criminal offense resulting in gross destruction to my name, reputation and honor, and that has 
occurred to hundreds of Utah State Bar members.  

Petition for Relief #3: Abolishment of all Utah State Bar Members Student Loans 

Based upon the foregoing facts and law, and the fact the Utah Supreme Court and its 
“integrated” Utah State Bar, and Utah law schools S. J. Quinney, and J. Reuben Clark, do not 
give full disclosure to persons joining the Utah State Bar that Bar members will be “regulated” 
by an unconstitutional Due Process standard, Petitioners pray for the Department of Justice, the 
President, Congress, the Utah Governor, and/or Utah’s Attorney General, to inform the United 
States Department of Education, and inform all student loan providers,  that Utah State Bar 
members, since 1960, and particularly since 1981, have had no U.S. Constitutional, U.S. 
Supreme Court-defined, Due Process, nor three- branch Utah Legislative and Senate protections 
of lawyers’ rights,  and are entitled to have their student loans forgiven, with the State of Utah 
paying for each student loan still owing in behalf of the Utah Supreme Court. 
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Petition for Relief #4: Investigation and Dissolution of the Corporation of the Church of 
Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints, and the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Days Saints,  

dispersing all financial wealth to prior and current tithe paying members. 

Based upon the foregoing facts and law, and the fact that the United States previously has 
dissolved the Corporation of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints, Petitioners pray for 
the President, and/or Mr. Barr, and/or Congress, to assign the Department of Justice, and the 
IRS,  

1)  by government officers and agents (who are not associated with Corporation members),  to 
investigate and prosecute, and, if necessary, hold Congressional hearings such as the prior Reed 
Smoot hearings, 

(i) the leadership and/or members of the Corporation of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day 
Saints, and/or the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints, and/or its businesses,   

(ii) with state and federal officials, for  

a) collusion between Corporation/Church members, officers, and the government, (i) to deprive 
citizens of their U.S. Constitutional protections, or for the financial advantage of family, or the 
Corporation; (ii) to rewrite Congress’ Enable Act and Utah  Supreme Court’s Common Law, and 
(iii) to operate “church” and “charities” as a sham or front for aggregating business and 
government power world wide; 

2) resulting in  

 a) depriving Utah State Bar members, and  

 b) Utah State Bar members potential citizen clients, of (i) their Congressionally-
 guaranteed U.S. Constitutional and Enabling Act three branch form of government, and 
 c) their lawyers’ U.S. Supreme Court-defined U.S. Constitutional Due Process and Bill of 
 Rights and Bar license protections;  and   
 d) to use the United States government positions of Corporation/Church members to 
 protect Corporation/church political, governmental power and advantage, in the United 
 States Senate and Congress and United States agencies including the IRS;  

3) and if collusion and/or sham operations has occurred, to dissolve the Corporation of the 
Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints, and the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints, 
and all subsidiary and national and international business holdings; 

4) to assign a Federal District Judge-who is not a Corporation member- who has no associations 
with the Corporation/church, to act as a special master, to sell and disperse all the Corporation’s 
and Church’s, business and charitable, holdings, and property of any kind, nationally and 
internationally, for a) tax fraud under the 26 U.S.C. 501 statutes, and b) to disperse and return all 
members and prior members’ tithing dollars and contributions. 
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Petition for Relief #5 Investigation for Criminal Activity  

Based upon the foregoing facts and law, this Petition is to the Department of Justice William 
Barr,  and the President of the United States, 

A) to refer  1) the Utah Justices, identified by name herein, and 2) Presidents Nelson, Oaks, and 
Eyring, and the twelve Apostles, or their substitutions, of the Corporation of the Church of Jesus 
Christ of Latter Day Saints, and Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints, and 3)  any temple-
sworn past and present federal judges in the U.S. Court system, 4) Senator Lee, 4) Senator 
Romney, 5) Representative Stewart, and 6) all other temple-sworn representatives, and 7) 
legislative staffers, and 8) temple-sworn officials in all U.S. Government and military leadership 
offices, including the National Security Administration in Bluffdale, Utah, and Attorney Huber,    

B) to the Department of Justice and to the Federal Bureau of Investigation for  charges 
investigation and charges of violating 18 U.S.C. §§1961-1968, the Racketeering Influenced and 
Corrupt Organization Act ;18 U.S.C. §2384 seditious conspiracy, 18 U.S.C. § 2382 misprison of 
treason; 18 U.S. Code § 2383 Rebellion or insurrection; 18 U.S. Code § 2385.Advocating 
overthrow of Government for displacement of it by the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day 
Saints “Kingdom of God” as defined in the foregoing facts and law among others. 

Petition for Relief # 6: The Patriot’s Anti Secret Oath Regulation or Emergency Act- 

 Based upon the foregoing facts and law, Petitioners plead for the United States President to 
adopt a Emergency Act or other Executive Branch policies regulation, that prohibits the 
executive branch from hiring  anyone, particularly Corporation of the Church of Jesus Christ of 
Latter Day Saints and Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints who are temple-sworn 
members, and also members of any organizations, be it “religious” or not, who have taken  oaths 
to uphold an individual or uphold a system of governance, other than the United States 
government, the Declaration of Independence, the United States Constitution, and the Bill of 
Rights, as the “supreme law of the land”, whether that oath be “religious” or not.  And further, to 
adopt laws and regulations that make it a criminal offense to make false statements regarding 
such associations to anyone, civilly or criminally. 

Petition for Relief #7:  Lawyers Equal Rights Act. 

Based upon the foregoing facts and law, the Petitioners pleads for the United States Senate or 
House of Representatives, including Senator Lee, and Senator Romney, and Representative 
Stewart, to initiate and pass a statute to enforce the U.S. Constitution’s 5th Amendment’s Due 
Process of quasi criminal and adversarial trial standards for lawyer’s Due Process contained in 
the U.S. Supreme Court decision In re Ruffalo, 390 U.S. 544, 550, 551, 20 L.Ed.2d 117 (1968)  
nationwide.  

Petition for Relief #8: People’s Open Books Act. 

Based upon the foregoing facts and law, the Petitioners plead for the United States Senate or 
House of Representatives including Senator Lee, and Senator Romney, and Representative 
Stewart, to initiate and pass a statute to enforce financial transparency, declaring and mandating 
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A) that all  persons, groups, entities,  claiming to be religions, charities, and corporations,  and 
businesses, using wealth obtained from members’ dues, from sales, stocks, bonds, trust property, 
and/or donations,  from the general public, or members, 

B)  to make all financial books available to the public and/or to the organization’s members’ for 
examination,  

C) within a two week period of time; and, 

D) have a hotline for reporting fraud to the United States IRS or other appropriate agency as the 
President of the United States so directs. 

Petition for Relief #9: the Polygamy Victim Protection Act 

 Based upon the foregoing facts and law, Petitioners pray for the United States Senate or House 
of Representatives including Senator Lee, and Senator Romney, and Representative Stewart, to 
A) initiate and investigate the harm to the United States from polygamy and/or polyandry 
practices (i.e. suicide, mental health, divorce and court burdens, damage to society’s structure, 
cost to government welfare);  

B) to pass a statute enforcing the Edmunds Act, and to protect all persons seeking escape from 
polygamy, and/or polyandry, homes or communities,  

C) charging the polygamous or polyandrous community with government costs,  and  

D) establish a national hot line within a government agency, or within the United States Marine 
Corp, to protect and defend the U.S. Constitution’s protections to the free speech and petitions of 
any child or adult, male or female, who may call and obtain a physical rescue from polygamy 
and/or polyandry homes, communities, religions, and other establishments.   

Petition for Relief # 10.  Sex Abuse Victims and Open Records Act. 

 These Petition pleads for the United States Senate or House of Representatives including 
Senator Lee, and Senator Romney, and Representative Stewart, and the Utah State Legislature, 
and Senate, and Governor,  to initiate and pass a statute criminalizing any and all law offices, all 
private and public social services of any kind, all private charities or churches, or other 
organizations or entities, who do not report cases of sex abuse to public authorities, for public 
prosecution.  It also criminalizes any state prosecutors who do not investigate and prosecute sex 
abusers.  

Petition for Relief #11:  National Child Abuse Hotline Act. 

Based upon the foregoing facts and law, the Petitioners pray for the United States Senate or 
House of Representatives including Senator Lee, and Senator Romney, and Representative 
Stewart, the President through the Department of Justice, based upon findings of a national 
emergency,  to initiate and pass a statute, or adopt Executive branch regulations,  to establish a 
national child hotline, not associated with any private corporation or law firm or members of the 
Corporation or Church as named herein,  for 1) any minor under the age of 18, who is or has 
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been sexually abused, or 2) who is being deprived of the companionship of a divorced or 
separated parent against the child’s will. 

Further, such a statute will create a government office for children’s freedom from sex abuse. 

Further, such statute will mandate that all private or public organizations, or governments, 
including private or public social services, turn over all reports of child sex abuse to local public 
prosecutors for investigation and prosecution, and subject any lawyers of such a law firm, or 
organization referring victims or their parents to private “courts” or other organizations, to 
disbarment and prison, for withholding such information.   

Further, this Petition prays for our President of the United States to proclaim a children’s 
freedom from sex abuse day, declaring it is never the victim that destroys families, nor the 
reporting of sex abuse that destroys families, but it is the sex predator that does so. 

Petition for Relief #12: Refer Utah Justices to Military Tribunals for Treason 

 

Based on the foregoing, Petitioners pray for the Department of Justice or United States President, 
refer all Justices to a Military tribunal for intentionally interfering with the equal application of 
the Bill of Rights to any and all Citizens seeking relief thereunder.  

 

 

 

Yours with high respect and regard for the People,  

Susan Rose, J.D. 

 

 

 




