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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

T this Case;in which #he State was Pqﬂly to, there was q lack of' sfuijed’-mqfﬁr Jurisdicﬁ;m
of the superior coutl of Arizona who usurped He power of the Supreme Couvtof Hie United
States in violation of the Constitition of the United States, Acticle 3,Section 2, Hat Yeac,s
m Paﬂ' 2w all Cases ...in which Hhe State shall [!e"ﬂ"g{-y , the S'ug)véé;xé Couct shall

'~ have g_ijai’ma" Jurisdickon”

 Thevefore, the Supreme Court of the United Stafes may issue the wirit of habeas corpus
n he exercise of ovfafml ju\'isdfe"{bm indhis Case wheve it has oviﬂiha( Jjurisdiction .

The. convictions and sextences of imprisoniment of fhe Refifioner are unlaw Bl and void.

Whether the superior court of Arizona had Q_quvfsdfcﬁmia vendey the judame“+
which it gave in Hhis Case in which the Stite was a ew'l'y?



LIST OF PARTIES

[ 1 All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

pg Al parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of
all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this
petition is as follows:

Petitioner is Ramon Casimivo Pevaza Viera ,a watural person.
Defendaut, RAMON CASIMIRO PERAZA VIERA, is a Corpomfl eMi‘Tl‘y.
Respsndert Charies L. Ryaw is fhe DIRECTOR oF ARIZONA DEPARTMENT oF CoRRECTIoNSS,
Respondest Mark Bruovich is the ARIZONA ATIORNEY GENERAL.

Respondeut Doug Ducey is the ARizoNA GoVERNOR.

Respondent Willlam G. Mowlgomerry was Hhe MARICOBA COUNTY ATRRNEY juvelved.
Respondest Jeanine M. Sorvaitive was the VEPUTY CoUNTY ATIBRNEY juvolved .
Re.spomle»& Kathleen &mpbe“ was the DERUTY CoUNTY ATTRNEY jnvolved.
Respondest Hevman Al catar was the OFFICER oF THE. CoURT appolitfed -+ Defondanik:
Qespowlevd' David faul Lish was the OFFICER oF THE @Uﬂra‘opofvfféc( 15 be@miof['c
QespouAevC“’ Btmelq éa“l’es waqs fhe Supexl'or ca-u\r\?l' \) UDQE a'uvolveclc

—
'“'
L]
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PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS

Pefibioner heveby daims sovereiguly under the Terdth Amendwent & Hie Constifufion of fhe United
Shifes over allpowers vat-delegated To the foderal government by the Conslifution nor probibtted
by i'i’; and ovev all powexs nat othevwise enamerdfed and 3mv\+eJ o the sfafe govemmed' by the
Avizona Coustilfion j and fov the necessity & an Avticle 1 redvess of grievance undev the Nivith
Amendumeitto the Constitilion of the United Stites vesevvation for Hhe vesoluilion ; because the
oviginal Jurisdietion of the Supreme Court of the United Shites has been usurped by Hhe supevior
court of Acizona which has unlavwifully deprived the Petitioner of life, liberty,and praperty, the
Petibioner heveby demands, as stite and fedeval 3ovext\w\ev\+avé his agedt, thata wrﬁ‘ of habeas

corpus issue withoul delay.

JURISDICTION |
This same applieation for a writ of habeas corpus addvessed o fhe Mavicopa  Couity Superior Court
of Avizana, and a copy theves? addvessed o the Avizova Mioruey Geneval, with fiezf-class postage
peepaid was depostted in the peison wail sysemon  {2-29-2061(77.

Tis same application fov a writ of habeas covpus adlvessed fo the Avizona Supreme Court and 4
_copy thereof addressed o the Arlzona A‘ﬂ’omey Genergl ,wﬁh fivst-class pos"’bse Prepqi‘J was
Jeposﬁ’eJ in the prison waail 5y5+em on |—5-20i8.

 This same RPPiiCA+few for a writ of habeas corpus was elechrouically mai‘d fo the U.S. Difvict
Couvt of the Districtof Acizanaon |- @— 20| 8 .

The Courls enumerdted above have failed T forthwith award the weitand have ﬂtereby e-%.tﬁvely
suspended Hhe wrif of habeas corpus in viclation of fhe Constitition aud laws of the United States.

- The erisdid’i’on of this Couvt is imokeJ ander fhe Constifilion of the United Stafes aud
fhe Fivst,dt 5tk gth 8th, qth loth 13t ad 14 Awendments Hhevets.

1.



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
U S.CONST.,ART. 1,SEC. q,
The Peivilege of the Wit of Habeas Corpus shall wst be suspevded, unless uhew in Cases of Rebellion or

Tnvasion the public Sqfe’fy may rer‘mre, it

U.S. CONST:, ART. 3, SEC.2,
In all Cases ...in which 4 Skife shall be Pacty, the supreme Court shll have oviginal durlsdiction.

U.S,CONST., ART. 6, | |
Tuis Constitidton, and the Lawss of the United Shates which shall be wale in Pur suance theresf ...
shall be the supreme Law of the Land ; and fhe Jnges in ovevy Stife shall be bound theveby amyTA;’us
in the Conshibbion ov Laws oPany Stitefs the Coutrary wetwithstanding., |

The Seudovs and ‘Represem‘.hﬁves befve mavtived, aud Hhe Mewmbers of fhe seveval State
Legislatures, and all exeentive. aud J'mh'a‘ql 0fficers, beth of fhe United Stales and of e sevevq|
States, shall be bound by Oath or Affbcmation, o suppovt this Constition .

0.5.CONST., AMEND. 1,
Congress shall wmake no [aus ... abridging . <. the nsbd’e(’ the people.» to petition the Govexwmeit

4&1‘ a \'airess ec 5ne\fance5

U.S. CoNST,, AMEND .4,
Toe vight of the people fo be secuve i their pevsons, heuses, papevs and effects, agm'ms“f
unreasouable searches and seizuves, shall nathe violatedsand no Wavpasils shall issue but
upon prohable cause, supperted by Oath or alfiemation, and particularly describing the
place fo be seavched and Hhe persons ov things 16 be seized.

0.S.CoNST,, AMEND, 5,
No person shall... be deprived of life, libesty, o propevty, without due process of law.



U.S.CoNST.; AMEND. 6,

T all eximinagl prosecutions, the aceused shall enjoy the vight to a speedy aud public trial by
an jmpactial juvy of dhe Shife and dishrict wheveln the evime shall have been “W%;{{»QA;."
and B be informed of fhe nature and cause of the accusation; 5 be confronted will 4he
witwesses qsaa'vxsf him ;e have compalsory process for ob‘f&iwiva witiesses in his favors and
b have the Assistance of Counsel G his defence.,

Us. CeNsT:, AMEND.S,
Excessive bail shall net be \rec}aire‘] ; oV excessive Lhes impe..s'eJ s Cv*ue.l and um.-tsual

puufskmeﬁ:(‘s inflicted.

U.S.CONST., AMEND. 9,
The e.vmme,mhom in the C)ovtﬁ'li‘l'ﬁd’ o, o‘(” ce,v‘h\m nsk'l?, shall ws“' be covns'l’med to clemy =) o

c(lqumge others retamed by the peo‘o(e.

U.S. CONST., AMEND. 10,
The powievs st Aelegq‘feej 1o the United States by the Coms‘ﬁ“lﬁfi'm, nev pquibﬂ‘ed by it fo the
S‘M’es, ave reseYVeJ ta F'H'Le 6'1‘2{\%5 TespecﬁVe‘y, ov +e 'Hte Feop‘E.

U, CONST,, AMEND. i3; SEC. {,

Nettier 5lavev‘y 1ot involec w:f’ax-y P ev~vf+ue1e, a,xae,p‘f'as a punislxmevd' L erime wheveof fle
Pav‘f’y shall have heew duly convided, shall exist within the United Stifes, or any place s‘ufsjed" |
to thelv jurisclfc‘ﬁow.

U.S. CONST., AMEND, M, SEC.1,

No Stite shall wake or enfovce any law which shall abridge Hhe privileges or inmunities of
citleens of e United Stifes ; nor shall any Stde deprive auy pevson of i, [;bed;il or pwper"l‘y,
withedt due process of law; nor deny To any person within s Jod isdichion Hhe e?'ual fm,-hehm
of the. laws,



STATEMENT OF THE CASE
There was  lack of su‘y.ed'm‘}brj“';"k&"“ of fhe Maricopa Cowly Superior Guvt i fis Cise inwihich
the State was Parly fo,THE STATE oF ARIZONA v. RAMON CASIMIRD PERAZA VIERA, No. CR2013-447410.
By indictment inthe name of the Sfate ina ccrrpom'f’e cAchﬂ’y;’ﬂ{E STATE OF ARIZONA “ue Mari copa
Couly Aitoruey filed o false, fickitious, and fraudulent charge ajaius‘f the corporate eﬁk‘f‘y\\RAMON
CASIMIigo PERAZA VIEKA;'DeQeanvd; v a cla&je\’ous cximqunins‘f' children involviv\j sexual condud

with 2 wivor. The natieal po_rsovC‘ Ramon Gasimive Peraza Viefq',' Petitioner,was arvested with NO

afldavit ad NO Proloqfolo. cause that ansther pevson sullered actud i‘vjur)l or Joss. Petitioner was
held i custody with NO bail, No chnrjes,amo\ NO counsel. Petitioner was NoT informed of fhe
nature and cause of the accusalion ; was NOT aflorded the Assistance of Gounsel;and was NOT
evoviJeJ a speedy and public tvial, by an impartal jury- The Oicer of the Gurt vepresenﬁnj Hhe
Defeudant thredened e Petitioner fhat if insisted on his vight +o Tvial Hhat he would be sevfenced
+ i i\mpriwnmevd’ and, based on thal exroneous juformdtion which the Petifioner believed 1o
be frue, coerced the Pefitioner fo fdsely sign as Defendanton the fraudulevt Plea Ajwzme.n'r
covd’a(m’nj cka.rses for indecest exposure 16 a minor;and q Jqujexous crime agains"’ childven
involving attempted molestation of a child which %l_ge_ly misrepresedls Hhal? is is a
ven-dangerous, Mrepeﬁﬂve offse under the criminal CoJe,.”ﬁa”owiuj the sham
prosecition with NO notice, NO proof, NO adwission, and NO determindtion that there isa
factua) basis for the piea , of the offenses of conviclions , parsuavﬂ’ + the ho\’;_g Plea Ajremeﬁl'
the Corporq‘l‘e eviﬁ‘!y “RAMoON CASIMIRO PERAZA VIERA was couvicted of imdecesit expésure o a
minor Couit 2)and a Jaugevous erime c\gqins'f children invo|v3n3 q‘ff’emp‘hJ molestition ofa
child @outL)and ;on February 18, 2015, was seifenced 1o lifetime probation in addition o
a [0-year term of impn’mmem‘t‘; despite that the J'nge. detev-wiued, and stated onthe SENTENCE
~IMPRISENMENT AND PROBATION, fhat eack offense was Now Dangerous ~Nown Repetitive and hereby,
found the Defendad NOT gui H‘y of dhe offonses of convictions. Tn Novewber 2017, Petitioner
discovered the facls, NOT previously kown, vaised in His petttion and hereby recinds

Hhe Plea Ag\'eemeﬁ" L C\rgud. Theve is NO valid conviction and ‘pqﬂure 1o consider the
claim wiil cause q fmdamental m!scarrfage of j“‘h’“-:



GROUNDS AND SUPPORTING FACTS (RE!\SOMS) FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
GROUND ONE : The superior court of Arizona had NO Juvfsc’?é"ﬁon to render fhe judgmeu‘{'
which it gave in Hhis case n which the Sfate was a Pacty.

SUPPORTING FACTS sPetitioner is a ndlural person who was arvested o NO probable cause that

anstherpersan suffered actual injury or loss. There was NO criwrinal case at law amouvﬂ’fwa to
felony. Theve was .M_(_'),V'Prosecuﬁéﬁ couducted inthe name ofthe people avd by theiradthorify, The Stite was
Parly fo-fuis Case inthe superiar courtef Arizowna in violdtion of the Consfifilion of dhe Udited Stites,
Adficle 3,Section2,tat shafes in pact: Tn gl Cases .. i which a Stake s@m.ll be By, the supreme

© Coutt shall have original Jurisdiction % Thevefore, in this Case jn which fhe State was farty fo,would have
beew within the exclusive jurisdiction of fie Supreme Courtof the United States, the Acizona" court
had o Jurasclschon fo vender the Judsmevtf which it gave. Ex pavle Bain ,1‘2\ us.4,3(1887).

[S]ah Jed-mq"ffer JuﬂsJachon  because itinvelves a courts pawerhs kear a case, can never be forfeifed

or waived. Cousequerttly, defects i subjeéf-matler Jmsdac‘ﬁon reuire correction regardless of whether
the evvor was raised in ... Cour. ;"'U.,Sov. Cetlen, 535 V.S, 625, 630(20025. There was _&Qmﬁce,ﬂgpvoaﬁ

NO adwission, and NO determiudhion of any offense involving the discharge, use or %reafenins exhibition &fa
deadly weapon or dangetous instrument or the fifentional or Knawing tafliction of serious p‘\ySi’ml i-.tjury
that qu' focused ou, divected againdt, q;‘meJ dfy or ticgeled a person under fhe age of £iffeen To support

a cowvichion fov 4 angevraus crime nga'vxs‘f’a\m‘klrev_l smor Hul Hhe Petifioner caused andther person 1o
suffer acfial njury or loss. There is NO iufevestof' the pesple served by incarcevafion. fetitioneris
in Castéy in violahion of fhe Constitation aud laws of the United States, Petitioner has beein denied the
profections secuted ander the Consﬁ'hd'l;ow of the United Stifes and the Fies, dth 5t gt gth g ot
134 and Bith Amendwments dheveto. Petitioner has been deprived of his ro‘sk*'s tolife jiibeff'y,qﬂ& Profe#»
without due process of law. The civil couils are NOT disturhed, Hheve is NO rebelljon or insurvection
and theve ave NO troops in the slvects. Theve is NO other plain, s peeJy, or qJe?'uq“f‘e re,mealy it law. |
This Court mush foethwith award the writ of' habeas covpus. This Yis q writ of \'isﬁ‘f and Cgﬁf

be vefused,” Ex parte Burford, 7 U.S. 448 (1806).
The. conviclions and sentences of impri sonmanl of the fettfroner ave undawfil and void.

5.




CONCLUSION

The petition fov o writ of habeas corpus should be gravted Brthwith and awavd

the writ 1 imwmediately effect : 1) the discharge of Petitionex from all custody

and vestraivit 3 2) the vestovation of ol n’ski’s of Petitiner;3)the transportation

for Peﬁ“h‘oue,‘r ts vehurn home ;4)%& 5overmem+ to refien all Propaﬁy seized from
Petitioner s 5) the delivery To Petifioner of all wmoney, obtfained by private covperitions
and state and fedexal 3o\1ev-wmen+aml corpovations, fn comection 1o all of Petihioner's
incarcevatlon aud eonvictions from the Hime of avvest raud 6)any ather relief 4o

which Petitioner may be euntitled.

I declave under peuglty of perjury that the foregoing is feue and eorrect.

j-17?~206(8 R
Date o Sigudfure of Pefitioner
AIl" Righits Resevved.

Counsel for Kespondeuts sevved is as follows:

ARIZONA ATIORNEY GENERAL
Mark Brnovich

|25 WQS"{'. Wash fna"f’ou Street
Phoenix, Avizona 85007-2926



