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State Bar of California
1149 South Hill Street
Los Angeles CA 90015
213 765-1000

Re: Complaint and Allegations of Judicial Misconduct
Dear State Bar of California,

I am writing to urge inquiry and investigation into ethical violations and violations of judicial process
occurring within the Office of the Public Defender and District Attorney Office at the Kern County
“EAST” branch located in Ridgecrest California. I am a Defendant in a misdemeanor criminal matter at
this location and was being represented by Deputy Public Defender Henry “Hank” Mosier Jr. and is
referenced as Kern County “East” criminal case #RM030493A.

The criminal charges of “theft of utility” are misdemeanor in nature, however my Defense is subject to
extreme duress and mitigating circumstance resulting when sanctioned Department of Defense “Special
Access Program” activities directly caused me to incur the charges. In these sanctioned SAP activities,
personnel from the Executive Branch of government modified the electrical wiring of my apartment in
order to establish a network connection to my computer and engage in other “monitoring” efforts due
to my whistleblower efforts that involved sensitive and classified material. This modification of
electrical wiring caused me to incur the electrical usage costs of other apartments to be attributed to my
monthly bill and caused grossly inflated usage costs exceeding $260 per month and also created a
dangerous “reverse polarity” condition that was a fire hazard. Additionally, SAP personnel obstructed
Southern California Edison or maintenance personnel from correcting the problem because they desired
to continue their unlawful “monitoring” efforts. These activities caused fear, made it unsafe for me to
continue as a So Cal Edison Subscriber, and the inflated cost incurred by connecting multiple
apartments together created financial hardship and duress. In summary, the sanctioned activities
directly caused me to incur the misdemeanor “theft of utility” charges and gaining So Cal Edison
records regarding watt/hour usage of the apartments was vital and necessary to my defense. Mr. Mosier
refused to subpoena any records for my defense, falsely led me to believe he was doing so, failed to do
so which constitutes malfeasance and denial of due process, and further, he discontinued all
communications, refused to return any phone calls or respond to multiple faxes requesting he contact
me or advise as to the status of these records.

I have evidence and instances which substantiate these allegations and I am alleging the following:






