State of Arizona
COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT

Disposition of Complaint 09-142

Complainant: No. 1363010479A

Judge: No. 1363010479B

ORDER

The commission reviewed the complaint filed in this matter and found no ethical
misconduct on the part of the judge. The issues raised involve legal and procedural matters
outside the jurisdiction of the commission. Because the commission is not a court and
cannot review evidence to determine whether or not a judge’s decision is correct, the
complaint is dismissed pursuant to Rules 16(a) and 23.

Dated: July 21, 2009.
FOR THE COMMISSION

\s\ Keith Stott
Executive Director

Copies of this order were mailed
to the complainant and the judge
on July 21, 2009.

This order may not be used as a basis for disqualification of a judge.
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State of Arizona

Commission on-]udicial Conduct. C JC 0 9 - 1 4 2

1501 W. Washington Street, Suite 229
Phoenix, Arizona 85007

COMPLAINT AGAINST A JUDGE

Your name: _ Judge’s name: _ Date:

Instructions: Describe in your own words what the judge did that you believe constitutes misconduct. Please
provide all of the important names, dates, times and places related to your complaint. You can use this form or
plain paper of the same size to explain your complaint, and you may attach additional‘ pages. Do not write on the
back of any page. You may attach copies of any documents you believe will help us understand your complaint.

On L)ammow\l |7, 2007 T Liled a

Peﬁ'hon for the Rcmovqf of a Peérsonal RtpV‘tsch-la'huc
Cou n+v Superior Cauw}" In the Matter of

-H'\c Estale of (o{eccas to/) Case

The RespondenT named in The Pefition

Lairled o file an answer to the
Pedition, Pursuant 46 Rule § Ariz. R, Civ. P.. +hat
Lailure of 1he quomdcnf 4o £ile an qns wer
chould have constituted a odefaulton his par\‘f
in4his Matder. However wy reguest for'a
default Jualge ment wos deniéel b}l the Courl.

The Respondent (n retalidadion o the Petition
sent anl unsigned  EX-PARTE COVY‘CSPana(chG
o the c.auwé/whcch was not £iled with the
court o Notice given or Service oF ProceSS
per formed 4o qr\v pther intcrested Party or
IPerson bcs:'dcs Cammissioner

o0fthe Supevior Court of Arizona_

County  t+he Comwiissioner ommnqll\/ assmncd
to the case.The Ex Parte corrcSpondénce ddted
12 March 2007 made false a“cq atibng to IDOHu’c
the pvoc.cc (ngs with mquW\ma'}aw vh eforic and
Jt ase ‘Hr\v'ouqh irre le \/Ollnf av'quvwequ‘l’wc 'fcs'h wvom)/

(Attach additional sheets as needed)
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ERu’c 8l Cavon 3,. Rules Of the SUPY’CW\C Cou.v"}
éshfcs 'n pertinent f)c«m‘}exparfe‘commumca*
Yions déprive the! absent arh/, of the
;Y\‘ﬁlﬂ't to PCSPOVM and ke htqrclehﬁ\/
;sua est bias ov partiality on the pavt
of the \Jucﬁgg . ANt the vc\j\& ,cas‘f) avti-
;c_iiDaJr(om in cX/D'qH't commu l'C;.Q‘l',l.oV\LWl‘”
ey pose the Juofﬁt to owe-~sided avrgumen-
é-}q“""l‘Oh ,,“W’“"CL‘ (qv*r[es ‘I‘l’\f OtHﬁMdQW%VfSk
;oy‘f' an evroneous V’uh'na on the law Or facfs,
At worst cxparte communication is an
invitation to improper 1nfluence if nof
out vight COquHon.

On Mavc h 2’-1) 2007 an Euvidentiar Hcam'n3
éon Petition for Removal of Pcvsowaiyﬂci&re*
sentative was held {n +his Malter., At
+this hearing bhased en‘('u're,,l)/ on the
ZRCSPOV\CIC,V\'{'S expParte comwmunication
Hht CouV‘f ordered a Poin‘f't'n

; as Guardidy ad Lh?cm inn this
matter o represent the best inferests
of the alleged ;’ncqlaq-

3§

cifated mother of fhe silo“vzgs in this

% mwm q.l”tﬁlﬁ
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:Tht C'our'f -pur‘H'\cw 'owolcrtol “H'\cc'll

o shall execute a quitclaim deéd
of the home at

Avenue Phoenix AZ. from his name

back l'mto the name of the Esfate of

f: , CW‘CJ ‘P"lc P.V’g‘o‘f on or
;’beﬁwe /Vlay 24 2007,

Tlf\c Court O\CIV{SCCI ‘H\c arties ‘Hfm‘fl'\cj
comwmissioner who 'had been ass(gnco{
4o this case is scheduled 1o be rofated
off€ this calendav and the newl Olssigncc!
Judicia l o €ficer will have access +o the

exhibits ut'lized at {’oda)/ls Iavocccdl'ng S.
On N\a\/ 23 2007, I filed a Petitioner’s

@rc‘auesf‘ fovr continuanice and a clavifi-
Cation of court order o execute g
auitclaim deed, Tnthe vequest T infovmed
Fhe Court that its ovder 5 vetitle the
( house) was not covrect and
was a Vielation of the Statute of
Frauds, due to the fact that the house
‘had never been +itled into the name
of ,Prcv{‘ousl\/,

2
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Pursuan] to A.R.S. 14-1302 A Probate
,Cour‘f has Jur[sdicﬂon oV\l\/ ovey Pro[thT)l

of the estate of the deceased, Probate
court i's court of limited ,’uw'golic z‘*e'cm,

 when 1 purports to act odtside (45

- Statutor Jur(so‘«'cf‘.’on)if‘s decvees are
ull AamJt«’c}:’o{,Om‘ews o 'udjtme.ﬂ'fs
of court are void so as fo‘l}c open Fo
5(‘,30”641‘:,9'*&( af'forck only whevre cour‘f’

| W;o’a'l"fc.wzloﬂm to exevcise Juvfsdt'cf:'on |
;\'V\ft"}l'ct“; ‘qu no 'um'sdtt:"c'on o1° Subjec’f
LWICI%L\?"” O'F case no .url’SOll‘C'{;On of
;Pc‘rsoms* involved in the Ir'h'gqﬁ‘on)or
no yurisdiction $o render /oaw{'z'cu lenr
Ju ge ment given,

The courts ordev {o retitie propevt
olid seek to enforce a contrack (’!r th
sale or trans fev of an interest ('n real
PVo evt wl"\ic[f\ was never reduced 1o
‘vuv"ang nor oerpovmed,ivx whole ov in
ilgaH aAs 1§ wﬁiuircd tg\/ the pvo vVision§
of A.R.S. -lol,

3
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EGWN\ay 31,2007 the Court \w vef)ly
to W\Y chqcsf fov continuance and o
clavi'fication of court order to execute
- urt claim c/fcco{.{‘t'/to[_/viaj/, Z"S/ 2007)
ovdeved that must com Iy
with the Court's /Dr't'or order 4o tyransfer
real properfy to Hhhe Estale o fF

| Sr, |°mmedt'qfel>/.

ZOV\ June G,?_OO?)I dicl
execute a 5(,“’1‘ Claim déecd of +he subject

real property located at
| Avenue , Phoenix Lrizena

?(vom Fhe nome (b ac k)i nto
the name of the Estate of
a‘[’ the CO“W‘{)’&

éRccowole,v"s Office and on’ that s ame
day T €iled a Petitioners proof of
Co }Dla'awce. with the CourT,

;Pursucm‘f +0 A,R.S, 33-¢/20 A evson
}Furl?am‘iwg to claiwm an i nt v'csf{n} or
la lien orencumbrance a ainst vea|
;Prolae\riy who causes a ddcument

4
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asserting such claim to be yrecorded
in the office of the Count recorder,
_;knowima or having reason +o know
that the docament is forged  groundless,
contains a vmmatevial misstafe ment or
- fulse claim ov is otherwise (nvalid s
Jiable 4o the owner ov beneficial
+'{le holdev of the Real /Oro)ser'/'
-Cov{"ﬂe Suw O‘F lf\O'{' ['CS‘S than Fiv
thousand dollars ov treble the actual
dameoges caused by the vecordin
whichever is 3reqf/er,qwcl veasondble
quormey fees and costs of the action,

Ov\ /\/\a\ /5, 2007, ‘ILP\Q,,COMV‘% ave Vloffce
Yhat H«Z wiatter of the Esfat%'c of

| was scheduled for mediation
on June 21,2007,

A+ the June 21 2007, Probate meoliation
heaving all of the heirs to the Estate
owc 5{5nc;c[ a lawful
and legall bfno/_fng agree ment that
significtd Yhier full’ag¥ee ment and
veSolution of quSa'ssucg and d\’siau'fts,
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T"\ﬁ pllv's’f mecliation ag ree memL S'[‘C”Led

§9uo+c,“ will resigh as Perso 14’@»’:[\)6;9”3‘“
- Sentative and Ms. M//ill

find 4 (’c‘afuic[qu to find a Ve,/:)/qcc ment.”

. The F;’F{h mediation ag reement stotec
guote to reimbu¥se estate for
%’Il 000 €rom his Share of esfate when

éCS'ﬁQi’t distributed.,

ﬁPrew‘ouS, on June LI) 2007 T ~FH€:C/ ,
with the’court o Pet it oner's response
to RCS/DOYHD/CV\"'S (we?ueﬁ) Lov Cmotion)
Lor an' Extension £¥led b\
. In my response ngp[l{ned to the
couvt that the Pevrsonal
Representative of the Estate of
. facks q-cOnScicwce)seldom
~Wves vp to e_xpcchz‘z'ons and what
(SQZS has lz'f'ﬂc_'*o do wf*‘h what he dcws
thérefore the court must be s/chh'cct'
and cliscerning so as not 4o be bamhoo-
2led b Vcsulh‘ng 'V a MISCArrigoC
of Justice and a waste of the court’s
+ime and yesources,
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On August §, 2007‘Commu'ssfoncr

of +he Su/:)em'or
Court of Avizona County

;/)wo osed 4o rea oint

las +he Persoan@&presen%m*ﬂvc of the
Estate of 1o hclla
close the Estate, Commissioner
stated et that +ime he
éCoulo‘ see {rom chfc«[ expre ssiowns I'V\‘“";"3
courtroom that there weve some persons

u/\ the couvitroom ( mysel ) +hat
‘have some resevvations aboat the
reappointment of as
.F@fo)

‘ onal Reloresewfqh‘ve, Commissioner
Nothwehr then yvolunteered Stating he
woulldf quote, "Moake sure that the

estate Wwas adwministe v‘ccllorolnerly)f)&nguﬁé.

%Wht\fﬁl\\/\ NS Ua V'Hl -I—o Cif\a})f'e(/’ 3}7—(%‘16
M of the Avizonag Revised Statutes, The
court does not schrvise Probqfcs»m’
the conduct of a Pevsonal Representative,

Co(mvnfssfo ner a 3Vafu.;'2‘ou5




CJC 09-149

volunteer utilized misleading state-
wments intended to induce the actions
of an unrepresented pevson +o re-
appoiwnt alfewsomal yt,iarcse_m tative
f\/ﬁ‘”\ un cldan hands ,'T

n detrimental reliance o Commissioner
erronecous information and
avross negligence wherelby Cemmissioner
| 298uw:co| a daty and T
dusﬁfﬁ‘a bly and detvrimen tally velied
“on perfoFmance of that d %y:fo Wl)/
detvimenT, |

A+ the same /Dl”ﬂ\/t',outsly mentione d August
ﬁ€)2007,l/\co«v'\n Comwiissioner

;OrolereJ t+hat Tourt o Pos‘n‘fcd attorvney
HpoV shal repaye documc «‘53‘
1o close the estate qwﬁ_ istribute +he
assets within three (3) wee ks hercof.

_;Coqur aPPoin'["‘eo/ attorne

subsequently Submitfed o/c_cds for the
‘house loca_\'(c:o/ at .
:Avenut Phucmfx Am'zonq' Jﬂ?\fﬁ )
Jhe veal /aroloem‘)/ of the estate of



i
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The oleecds submitted by C«Hornﬂ\/ |
incorve C‘fl\l Stated the names
and addve SS‘€S of all of +he hetrs
Wl/\o weve en tHeJ +o -H/\onL \/‘O[)Eﬁ‘
All of the names on +he dded +hc«1y
attorne executed for the
leon{' ate heirs 4o H’\c estote of
| had {vnaccuracies
that preventeo those deed's from bein
le m“y recorded except -?oradeéﬁ

at orhc/ evecuted inthe
name 0o his client. Even
+he nawe of wers

incovrectly stated even though lne
weSIO‘tS at ‘H’\C Sagme A o/r'e S oS

A-Hovmc// +hen vecordeda
dﬁﬁ fov +he Sub ect Wec«lg)wo €V+>/
+hat 1s the DV\MO\W/ asset |
estgqte of as -qu
"Sole SC)Da\rcwle pvoperty of o

cit ‘Hﬂt Count I RCCOVO‘CWS
OFffice +o vy and b¥rivig tha QV'O/DCf“/
unclev his/absolute c9cm ro

ER 4.3 of the Rules of Professional
ConJMC‘f States ‘H\a'f' \:/o//\cv;sgol ﬁmg

Cwith an unwc&/rcscn ted person l-Fw‘l'\e
IC‘AW\/CV* <mo SQV‘YCasowabl\/ Shoulol
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Ko Fthat Hie unrepresented pevson
fm@umde\)§+amds -H'\/f lawy er's }?'o/e N7
the matter the lawyer shall wmake
reasonagple efforts +o covrect the
LS uno/crsfama/:'Mj.

ERG.H states 1t /s rofessional mis-
conduct for o /awx/fr to (c) engage
in conduct involving dis honcsf'y) 'Fro.ud’
dlecert or mis re/wes entation,

Puvsuant to ARS. 14-5506 1 F oracw*} acted
with mtimidation oro{ec[fh'oio as defined
in A.R.S. tHe-456 in Ewocur\'ng Joowcr of
,;q{*z‘cwncy, +he agent is subyedt {-o,,laro-
Secution und€r Title |13 and civil
iPemlf.’cs Puwsuqm‘ to A.R.S. ¢/6-45¢,

Own September 13,2007, T

.‘Fx'}-eol ‘ Pe,fffl"}"?’ﬂe""s Re uest for a fractiongl
Share of the Assets O'Fﬁ\e [ stale of

| (deceasedd ), Tn my request+ I
informed the court that a C>;V\ 4ion of
Poad Bleod dominates all intevactions

10
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Between 'Hqc I’\tl.V'S 1o the ES{Q'}c of

| and there 1S 1v no
. way PoSsikle for 4he heirs 4o 4he
Esll»q*c +o0 veso|ve omv tSsue lvn/o[vmq
'*H\e Esfoda qmonqsf fnemf‘t/t/ts*

On Ocio btv‘ 13’ 2007 oﬁ =1 heaw;wa ' N
jhe Matier of the Esfa'lf of
pchmm tele <9Homchli/
Fwo of ‘H\t oiher hcms *fcv the Est
_and

IS‘}Od’eJ ' couw+ +hod the heivs should
~__ Cowce +o¢ c‘H/\cV as o famil Ouf\d hc:mo“c

'H/\ICV‘ qus: \C% Qwn leqq{ W\O\T‘RV‘S

After T moade that statement incourl
CO\MW\\SSWV‘” \OtO\OW\ to over-

talk me fo +V/ and drown ou*/ Y Votce
avd when T s‘fq'feo[ to Cow»muSSloé)ﬁw

o that T was not 'Hnwough takin

%t/ al [ed Ol‘fwm quo‘fe \/ou Aave now quugg

AV\d 'PV‘OM +h0|+ ponn'[’ ‘Fowwayso( I WwWas
OV"Olf’—Ved /0\/ Comwwsmancr 1o

Sulova &/\/(Vv 'H/va, 'Hr\ 'f I WaV\‘f f'o SO\\]
. WW'f'mq.
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As ptw {'\Ae courts \/cquj rec,ommcmda-
+&0vx I \gcq an to SM‘AW\\‘H" CVCV‘\/'“"“”Q 1
wanted 4o qu +o the court in meeV\
Fovm o V'Cs‘h'tcl- ovi_on W\\[ thth-h/ +o-
D‘tqo( m\/ case ﬂqq‘i’ weas QYcluswel\;

MSCd POV the puwpose opobsﬁruc‘how 'S m
b\) Comwmi s st

Whe\n ever 1L ol J £ile [D‘fqdlqulm%AiS
case the cou\rfwould dismiss Finem I
thier tm‘wc‘f’\/ without wcqo{mg thewm ov
Somc‘l’\’MtS \f\c, woul lc) \'P‘l m/y43ltqc/ ngs
tndo the air and drop thewm /on s
pevich and faur\h qu“WYmcL wt{'h Ais

" hawds O\S-H\ou&ah 1%W's case was g pCVSOnaj

condtst betweed he and \mxgsdf.“’,;

A{"ftw 1 QHCMD&C/ 4o veach out “fo_“H/\e
other heivs o +he Estate 40 handle

our fawmilies legal matters by oursdv&s
+he Court Sent w\\/ minute entiy notice
fov the prececdt nq Octolboer 2‘4 2007,
hﬁawma to a {‘wauc]u [en] out 0—( state
addrc“ﬁ“ Ioe_lonqmq to the wesvondew
v This watter Tand m/&/ oD Ouv‘cw

it
K
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A4 H«c Odo b&w 29, 2007 [/\cquw; "H/\a't I
was oleliberotely excluded from by
the coavts maw<|,3ula+:om of notices
avd Court PVOCfS’S Crmc\q) watters
weve disclissed relating to the Estate
of including but
not limited to +the tvansfer of Esfate
real pwopcv*f\/ into the courvts contro|
b\/ ﬂ/\t COUVJ+S C)(plon‘hnq the qmmus
a\nd psvcolooucu\ lmoftvcr'homy -}-mq‘f
has Hominoated the actions ofthe
hems 'fQWav‘c[S oneqwm‘rzcr 'n %.ms

matier,

~'"T1'\c Couw+ i ‘H/\t subscguem+'minu+e
entvy of the October 29,2007, humwwq

COV1+\V\\A60{ +o W\O\V\lpu|0| Q"H’\'( Ou‘h‘,omt

of [/ +uqa‘ho\’1 ‘v this matter by mal l\na___
_out a ymnwlie cm+v\/ of the /heamnq
"_M-H/\a‘!' ofe[nbtva+-ely own++td’ an QV\C/
all pevtivient Infdvrmation abou'fl 1he
healﬂ\\nqquaquﬁeumq Gth abSCV\QC

o f ODD%S:%O?\ +o H’\éj Courts Q%QWCIO!
and la{/\\/ +tMt\v o'oxecz‘zon by M\{SCH
who the' court’is l\’chlV\Q inYhe dar

a bou‘r Estale mln%ﬁers’
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CV‘COl'l'Q A SHuorHow o;d dc-l'rimcn-l—q/
rellunce petween the court and myself
and the couvts manipulation of court
process to delibervatd|y exclude me
from o cvrucial hearivg all of the
heivs fo the Estate of

- have been odi'sinherited.

On November 14,2007 Pevsonal Repve-

t« - sentgtive c,‘)_‘PV_“f'lne/ E.S‘"’Ouj(t of

o whom Comwissioner

- reappo inted sentt

" 4 notorized closing state mentand
proof of val ”nq/de\fl‘\/ew\/ closing

Statement 4o qll of the /infevested
parties (v this matter.

The closing statement fraudulently

claim s +hat the Estate has been fulll

qdm{m'sf:rcc/ and +heve are no claims

against the Estatc the statement

and the courts Com l\‘(Hg( subovras
peryury and subverts Justice to the

'(74 \ sdv-c, P ute of I‘Hi\ ¢ Court.
>
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On L)c\nlAOlV‘\J 25 ,200%¢, Covnvmssmmcw

ctJr a heaving 1n

-H/\c wiatter of the Esque of

amd the Guavdionship of

and ConStr*\/qllOV‘ShIP for
dismissed Vcnmous Dltqqus

thot I had submitted 4o ‘Hl\( court.

al the vraivig of +he atiorney for

the Cou.Wh; Public Fléfuc:af!}.

W;vxgg lac.d o case numbers whhgh
ade the /Dleqcxhvxqs not velated 4o

one or awother of the Estates n
unS‘hom

-The_ Cour"f' CAISM(SSCO‘ "lLln( ]3 ltc(C/llV\QS‘
while durivig this Saw\cptrloo( of time

+he Counvt submitted minute entries

with two case numbers,

When the Court was asked by me

f the \D!fqqus weve being dismissed

on A fechmccc«h‘f\/"'l'\c C_ouv*‘f Sard

auuane W No No No uhauo'fe

15
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The Court subseouently submitfed

minute entries Yhat stated that

*Hne Dleqdlnqs "\Ctol becn dtSmlS‘SCaf

on ‘Hf\t ‘f'c.cl/\v\{\ca't'f’v | N\ Com‘* V‘adlc~1‘lom

of the courts own S{‘a+cmen+s

Omn slume Cp 2008& at «a hecn/‘mq s

+he mater of the Guomdtuwshcp of

qnc/ Cown SQ\P\/M‘*OVS\'\ID ‘POV"

L Ct‘HtW\D +eo4 f’o txplmm +o CommlSSlomer'

Fhat 'an ‘l’cclnvncq hWties that

he had heen UStnq {0 ci'smiss MCMX of
i\ pleqqus hae been covrectdd

b/(/ Line Court's own P.Imox clev k at

Fh'e +iwme W\/\/ lplf‘ao‘lvms were £/ led,

C.omwnssnoner N vep 1/

Sﬁlcﬂed o;uofe ‘I olon'+ \\now wha

\IOU 're falkmg obout” UV‘}G‘)UO’f’C

On this same occasion I also spoke

to CownwnSS:oner 010 I Some
1’_)CVSIS'£QV\CQ b/ mysc/f’ lVl V’CQCU"U{S 'fo
Comvmsslonewl S‘,’q]le mtﬂ+

+o the heivs of the Estate o f

'an‘f ht COMMlSSfDV\fV‘

1 G
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- _would guote,"Make suve
that the Estate was adwinisteved
Pwopt\"ly:'umguo"ﬁ.

T informed Comwnissioner |
+hat I had won a judgement 4o have
the Estate admintstered -nean] y @
Veavr aco awnd the Estate still has'nt
Ibeen add ministeved,

T also (nforwmed Comwmissioner
that by withholding my inherit-
ance vy ovly asse? ‘}“ht CQL/JT“&' was
PVQ}IQV\“”\AQ wie from USI Vo W Ov’\ﬁy
! Fo i Hovney +b e’
0SSets to e on aTTovNey 1 Ve~
pv'e SeV\‘f e 1ty couvrt. /-\V\d ’]tqai Ve~

llpvesew4q+:‘on was o basic righnd,

At this fime T incovrectly stated
40. Commissioner +halthe
Closivg Stalement and Proo ¥ of
vroiling / Delivery Closing Statement
that had been Piled by the Pevsonal
Representative thal he had reappoin-

teld would e ovie Vear past bn the

\ ('Ll.[.h) {’Ofuwft‘én O'P Auﬂus '{'
| 7
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A+ w\r\\clq Dounf COMMISS’lOnQr
o ‘f‘uwntd to the Court ap ou’\Jrec)
q orvxc\/s and asked ‘H\cm Mo+e

\/ou WOWI‘{“ +o have +he 410l Yon ‘Hﬂf
) F'feen{-h . un quoﬂi

Afer this blatant exhibition of Rias

by the Couri CommiSsioner |

v/ecuS’ec/ himsel 'F [ouf the Cou\n+ re- i
O’DDOIVI'ILCO{ /’HW)

On j\lovembtr '3 200‘8 CommlSS.OV\tV‘W

qppr‘oqchcc/ me in the hall-
ocatside oflhis couvrtroom and asked
me I T had cnm/ ey devce that T ,,
would like 4o slubwmitt at w\\/ +rial
T told Im\M\/CS I did and e alwch’v
knew thatl T had le £+ (1 at the quard

] S"’C{"hOV\ IQQVﬁ him the -Hcke‘fqmc/

he DewSomo«ll\/ Wevnl omo( V’f&\‘tﬂe\/e'cf_~
+hel evidencd,

A‘F‘ftv V’{‘Pmevnﬁq v\ contro ch*hnq
QVICJEV\CQ Commlss/tov\cr
suppressed thoat evidence and oid

ned allow H’S;fo be heard in court,
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Commis*s*fonar
]S Q.X‘fr’a OY’(‘JKV\O\VIIV B\C«S‘@d awd

Prcmdtccd W hen 1uolqm3 cases,

COW\W\tSSloncv’ lS V%Ql%lﬁd’

-qu\ nov :mpotr‘flO\‘ +0W0\r0(5 [\ +IQO\V\'ILS

whose Pinancial intevests i ffer from
\Wis own agewndd, which i's 4o brrnaln
ryeveénuet +tov C&uﬂ4v.

On Jamuam/ 25 200%, a‘f a L\carm m
the moatted of +ht Guardianship“of
______ and Comscrvc«fowslmp for
uestion ec and fhen
. Vw;ggs#ed a accouw%«mq of +he

o County Public Fuduuawys acdmin -
isYration of that Estate,

P\HOVV\e\I xpov “\t N) larvicopa Couvﬂy

Public anduc.mw In f“cpl\/

told Commissiomer quoté ’
T want +o l(eep Fhis befweenw mcl
QV\U‘ jxunquoh: Commxsmomcm
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Jation v favor of Commissioner
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Frz\)'cc‘f’s 4s the }34%90&'0{ mldec/lpq ace
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