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POWER OF ATTORNEY AND CRIMINAL COMPLAINT
AGAINST JUSTICES OYDEN ORTEGA DURAN, :
ALBERTO CIGARRUISTA C. AND HARLEY J. MITCHELL D
JUSTICES OF THE CIVIL DIVISION OF THE

SUPREME COURT OF JUSTICE '

HONORABLE CHAIR OF THE NATIONAL CONGRESS, HAND DELIVERED

The undersigned, RICHARD SAM LEHMAN a male, an Amencan citizen,
Passport No. 420303869 and identification number L-550-757-44-081-0, .
domiciled at 2600 N. Military Trail, Suite 270 Boca Raton, FL 33431, United
States of America, by virtue of the duly registered General Power of Attorney
hereby ratify the Special Power of Attorney granted to Attorney VICTOR
'ANTONIO CROSBIE CASTILLERO, a male, a Panamanian, of legal age, identity
card No. 8-155-1933, a practicing attorney, Professional License N° 11138, duly
issued by the Supreme Court of Justice, whose law office is located at Torre
Banco Delta, Floor No.13, Suite 1302, telephone 263-8225, grants a special
power of attorney, as ample and sufficient as required by law to Attorney
MIGUEL ANTONIO BERNAL VILLALAZ, a male, a Panamanian, of legal age,
peréonal identity card No. ., a practicing attorney, Profess1ona1 License
No. , duly issued by the Supreme Court of Justice, whose law office is. located
at Calle Ricardo Arias, Edificio Procomsa, 8th Floor, telephone 269-5662, to _ﬁle
a Criminal Complaint against Justicés OYDEN ORTEGA DURAN, ALBERTO
CIGARRUISTA C. and HARLEY J. MITCHELL D., Justices of the Civil Division of
the Supreme Court of Justice for committing or imparting the wrongful breach
of public duties as provided in Book II, Title X (Crimes against Public
Administration), Articles 342 and 351 of the Criminal Code and for committing
acts in violation of the Political Constitution and substantive provisions in the
Civil Code, as well as Internatmnal Human Rights Pnnmples of which the
Repubhc of Panama isa SIgnatory

Attorney MIGUEL ANTONIO BERNAL VILLALAZ is hereby empowered to receive,
settle, substitute and waive this power of attorney, as well as to file all
necessary actions and appeals he deems are necessary for the best compliance
therewith, '

On the date it is filed.

"ATTY. VICTOR CROSBIE CASTILLERO

Bar Assn. No.
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COMPLAINT RICHARD SAM LEHMAN
vs

MAGISTRADOS _OYDEN' ORTEGA DURAN

- ALBERTO CIGARRUISTA C.
AND HARLEY J. MITCHELL D.

HONORABLE CHAIR OF THE NATIONAL CONGRESS:

‘The undersigned, Attorney MIGUEL ANTONIO BERNAL VILLALAZ, a male, a
~ Panamanian, of legal age, personal identity card No. . ., a practicing

attorney, Professional License No. - , duly issued by the Supreme Court of
Justice, whose law office is located at Calle Ricardo Arias, Edificio Procomsa,
Floor 8, telephone 269-5662, place where 1 accept personal service, hereby
appear before you for the purpose of filing a FORMAL CRIMINAL COMPLAINT
against the following Justices of the Supreme Court of Justice: OYDEN
ORTEGA DURAN, identity card No. No. 8-126-900 and who may be located at
Palacio Gil Ponce, Third Floor, Ancon: \District; ALBERTO CIGARRUISTA C.,
identity card No. 7-76-566 and who may be located at Palacio Gil Ponce, Third
Floor, Ancon District, and HARLEY J. MITCHELL D., identity card No. 1-17-
275, and who may be located at Palacio Gil Ponce, Third Floor, Ancon District,

for the commission of acts in the performance of their duties which are in

violation of the Political Constitution and the law, which are offenses clearly set
forth in our posmve body of laws.

‘This Criminal Complamt is formalized as follows

L. COMPLAINANT: Attorney Richard Sam Lehman, a male an American
" citizen, Passport No. No. 420303869 and identification No. L-550-
757-44-081-0, domiciled at 2600 N. Military Trail, Suite 270 Boca
Raton, FL 33431, United Stated of America, the duly appointed
Executor in the Will of WILSON CHARLES LUCOM, represented by
Attorney MIGUEL ANTONIO BERNAL VILLALAZ, a male, a
Panamanian, of legal age, personal identity card No.  , a practicing
attorney. ' ' '

1L THE ACCUSED' The ACCUSED PARTY consists of the followmg

Justices: OYDEN ORTEGA DURAN, ALBERTO CIGARRUISTA C. and

HARLEY J. MITCHELL D., all members of ‘the Civil Division of the
Supreme Court of Justice, whose personal information is unknown to -

us, but who can. be located in the building of the Supreme Court of
Justice. : :
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JURISDICTION: Pursuant to our Constitution, the Legislative
Assembly (National Congress) is the body who has jurisdiction to
investigate and judge members of the Supreme Court of Justice (Art.
154 of the Political Constitution and Art. 2478 of the Judicial Code).

CRIME CHARGED. A wrongful corruption of justice, an offense set
forth in Article 342 of the Criminal Code as one of the types of
corruption by public employees, as well as the abuse of authority and
‘breach of the duties of public employees. It is worth noting that for
jurists such as Attorney José Rigoberto Acevedo, all arbitrary acts by
any hierarchical official are an attack on effective judicial protection.

Article 342: Any public employee, who, in the performance of his duties

as a member of the Judiciary or the Office: of the Attorney Generdl,

administrative authority, arbiter or any other position entrusted with

deciding a matter that he entertains or is competent therefor, who,

personally or through a third party, accepts, receives or requests a donation,

promise, benefit or advantagé to harm or favor one of the parties to the

proceeding, or that as a result thereof harmed or favored one of them, shall

be penalized with imprisonment for four to eight years.

‘ An equal penalty shall be applied to the officer of the Judiciary or the
Office of the Attorney General who: '

1

By collusion or other fraudulent means issues a decision that is
overtly contrary to the Constitution or the Law, in such a manner that
it causes harm. '

By collusion or other fraudulent means receives or gives legal advice

o any of the parties, in such a manner that it causes harm.

Maliciously delays a process that has been submitted for his decision.

If an innocent person is sentenced as a result of the conducts set forth in

' this article, the penalty.will be imprisonment for five to ten years.”

V.

HOW THE CRIME WAS COMMITTED. This offense was intentionally
executed by the Accused Justices inasmuch as within the proceeding
for Civil Annulment in the Testamentary Succession of Wilson

Charles Lucom, they issued a signed judgment which was overtly in

violation of the Constitution and the Law. We must note. that in
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Article 215 paragraph 2, the Political Constitution provides, “The
object of the process is to recognize the rights set forth in substantive
law,” which according to -doctrine is known as Effective Judicial
Protection, which likewise is regulated in the Judicial Code, Article
231, “All personé have free access to the courts of ju}s,tiée to claim the
protection of rights recognized by law. Such protection cannot be
limited, other than as provided in express legal provisions,” and in
Article 469 “The Judge, in issuing his decisions, must take into
consideration that the object of the process is the recognition of the
rights set forth in substantive law and the provisions in this Code
must be construed in accordance therewith...” '

By virtue of the Constitution and the law, it is absolutely inexplicable that
Justice Oyden Ortega D. issued a decision in a confirmation proceeding
for the rest of the Civil Division whereby he appoints Mrs. Hilda Piza as
the only executor and administrator of the estate of Wilson Charles
Lucom, who, in civil and criminal complaints, is the person who disavows
the legitimacy of the will that names her as one of the heirs and as one of
the testamentary executors.

It is worth noting that in this offense there is no need to prove that the
Accused received something in exchange for their decision or the famous
summary evidence. It is sufficient for the Credentials Committee of the
National Congress to review the process to verify that absurd departure
from the aforementioned constitutional and legal provisions.

The execution of the intentional breach of duty set forth in Article 342
paragraph 1 of the Criminal Code is palpable. The accused breach their
duties pursuant to the following:

1. In the Decision dated August six (6) two thousand ten, they _
intentionally fail to protect the rights of Richard Sam Lehmian and
others by appointing Mrs. Hilda Piza as the sole executor, contrary to
the will of the Testator Wilson Charles Lucom,

2. They intentionally ignore the rights of Richard Sam Lehman as a
Testamentary Executor. .

3. They intentionally give validity to part of the will, favoring Hilda Piza,
"~ while this is the person who has disputed and filed claims against its
legitimacy. Additionally, she admitted she suffers from a psychic
degenerative illness such as Alzheimer’s, which makes her even more
‘incapable by reason of her advanced age (89 years old). '
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4. With knowledge of the existence of the criminal proceeding which had

~ been filed for documentary forgery. (signature of Wilson Charles
Lucom) in the will, ignore the fact the expert report established that
Wilson Charles Lucom, in fact, signed his will and therefore it cannot
be modified other than in accordance with "established legal
provisions. '

5. Dehberately, and affecting Richard Sam Lehman, ignore Article 1526
of the Judicial Code.

6. Richard Sam Lehman is affected in his capacity as testamentary
Executor appointed by the decedent. He is the ‘person who has
currently been fighting for execution of the will of the testator and for
the poor children of Panama to enjoy the benefits of Lucom’s estate,
because that was his last will. A

7. They intenﬁonally ignore Article 772 of the Civil Code, which provides:
-“The will cannot be partially or wholly revoked, other than pursuant
to the necessary solemnities to testate.” Ofie of these solemnities to
change the will of the testator is not by means of a judicial decision
because then the judge becomes the testator, but by specifically
utilizing the formal means with which the will was made (w111 of the
testator and notarial formality). '

VI - OTHER VIOLATIONS COMMITTED

1) Violation of the Political Constitution: The accused Justices have violated :
the Political Constitution, specifically Article 17 (Title IIl, Chapter 1),
upon _]eopardlzmg the honor and assets of the deceased. Wllson Charles
Lucom and the honor of the unders1gned

~ 2) Violation of the law: The accused Justices have violated the law ,
specifically Articles 707, 778, 854, 864 paragraph 3, 1715 and 1727 of
the Civil Code upon -replacing the last will and testament of decedent
Wilson Charles Lucom and disavowing the nature of the dutxes of a
Notary in certifying the authenticity of a document.

3) Crime: The conduct of the Justices is an offense according to cnmmal' o

law (Article 351, Criminal Code), upon using their positions to give a final
and binding naturé to-a false version of the last will and testament of
decedent Wilson Charles Lucom, which constitutes an arbitrary act that
“harms the testator and is directly prejudicial to the unders1gned
inasmuch as such conduct is a legal block to the legal duties of the
Notary Public as the person who receives the acts and statements that
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individuals wish to authenticate for enforcement thereof in its everyday

- legal traffic, mocking the enforceability of this duty and the legal’

importance of the notarial proceeding in a will, hurting its usefulness

and safety inasmuch as if this conduct is allowed, it would be best for no

person to make a will because the Supreme Court of Justice will always
“be able to change and alter anyone’s will.

VII - PLACE AND DATE OF THE OFFENSE

: The act” com'rmttéd by the accused Jusuces which is the obJect of this
Palac1o Gil Ponce, Ancon District and occurred by 1ssumg the Legal
Decision dated August s:xth (6) two thousand ten (2010}, styled “ENTRY:
198-07.”

VIII - BASIS OF THIS COMPLAINT WITH THE FOLLOWING FACTS AND
CONSIDERATIONS:

FIRST: Pursuant to the Decision dated December 7, 2007, the Civil Division of
the Supreme Court of Justice admitted the Appeal for Annulment filed by Hilda

‘Antonia Piza Blondet (the widow of the decedent, also known as HILDA PIZA

LUCOM), in respéct of the testamentary succession proceeding of Wilson
Charles Lucom (R.I.P.).

SECOND: Such Appeal for Annulment was filed against the Decision dated May
4, 2007, issued by the First Superior Court for the First Judicial District, which .
modifies Order No. 1025/173-06 dated July 5, 2006, issued by the Fourth Civil
Circuit Court for the First Judicial Circuit of Panama.

THIRD: In all of the referenced court decisions, the conflictive issue relates to
the appointment of the Executor in the testamentary succession of Wilson

‘Charles Lucom (R.LPi), and as a general matter includes the stated will of the"

testator. In accordance with the respective will the estate: cons1sts of

-assets worth over fifty million dollars.

FOURTH: In Order No. 1025/ 173—06 dated July 5, 2006, issued by the Fourth

Civil Circuit Court for the First Judicial Circuit of Panama, with respect to the

‘matter at issue the following was established: “APPOINTED as' Executor.of the

estate is Mr. RICHARD LEHMAN, a American c:tzzen, zdentzﬁcatzon number L 550-
757-44-081-0, who must appear before the Court to be installed.”

FIFTH: In the Decision dated ‘May 4, 2007, issued by the First Superior Court
for the First Judicial District with respect to the matter at issue, the true will of
the testator is established and in the dispositive part of the ruling orders what
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was stated to the Notary Public before whom he gran‘te.d his will, as follows:
“APPOINTED as EXECUTORS AND TRUSTEES of the estate are Messrs. RICHARD
SAM LEHMAN, CHRISTOPHER RUDY and HILDA PIZA LUCOM, so that jointly, in

"“accordance with Articles 857 and 858 of the Civil Code -they will exercise the

position of executors and trustees, who must appear before the Court to be
installed; .

SIXTH: The Civil Division of the Supreme Court of Justice in the Decision on
Annulment dated August sixth (6) two thousand ten (2010), styled “ENTRY:
198-07”, ordered the opposite to the last will and testament of Mr. CHARLES

~ WILSON LUCOM (R.LP.) and what he had set forth in his will upon imposing a

proceeding for execution over ‘the instructioris of the decedent, to wit:
“APPOINTED as EXECUTOR and TRUSTEE of the estate is Mrs. HILDA ANTONIA
PIZA BLONDET, so that in accordance with Article 864 of the Civil Code she will
exercise the posztton of executor and trustee, who must appear before the Court to
be installed;.,.

SEVENTH: The Civil Division of the Supreme Court of Justice, pursuant to the
Decision dated August sixth (6) two thousand ten (2010), styled “ENTRY: 198-
07", added the following with respect to the overall matter: “DECLARES Mrs.
HILDA PIZA LUCOM the UNIVERSAL HEIR.” This was never the will of the
decedent; who reiterated that his estate was to be managed by several persons.

EIGHTH: The matter at issue has been dealt with at three judicial stages: in the
first, the J\'_Jdg,e presiding over the matter issued an order appointing an
executor, who was not the widow; at the appellate level, the Superior Court
issued a decision appomtmg three executors, among them, the widow; and on

. Annulment, the Supreme Court of Justice issued a decision that appointed only

the widow as the executor,; and furthermore, afﬁrrvned» that the widow was the
universal heir. The will is the perfect instrument so that [a person] can name
heirs, legatees and executors, ‘aside from who can legally hold said rights. -

.Therefore, the “appointment” that a jurisdictional body makes is strictly a :

formalism that a .succession proceeding must -go through for validity thereof.
That is, the appomtment” by the judge cannot contrad1ct the wﬂl of the
testator

NINTH The last will of Mr. Wilson Charles Lucom was set forth in his Wilt,
which consists of three (3) public ‘deeds (as reiterated by all of the referenced -

‘ Jud1c1a1 levels). The first of these is No..6646 dated June 20, 2005; the second

public deed is No. 11191 dated October 20, 2005; and the last is No. 1131
dated February 3, 2006, all from the Office. of the Second Notary Public for the

Circuit of Panama

TENTH; Such will was expressed in these three Public Deeds inasmuch as that
was the testator’s wish, stating so clearly upon declaring in the two
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modifications to the content of the first that, “It is my will that the nuncupative
will granted by me in Public Deed No. six thousand six hundred forty-six (6646)
on June twentieth (20) two thousand five (2005) before the Second Notarial Office
in and for the Circuit of Panama, remain in force and effect for all legal purposes, .
in_its_entirety, that is, that at this time I expressly reiterate all clauses in the
referenced document, with the only exceptzon I am stating hereunder.” (our
underlining}. Therefore, the Second Clause in the first public deed (6646 of

June 20, 2005), wherein the testator expressly states that his wish is that it
remain in force and ‘effect “for all legal purposes, in its entirety”™ begins as

Jfollows: “My_appointed executors in this will must...” (our underlining). The clear
- and express will of the testator is that the des1red force and effect is FOR ALL

LEGAL PURPOSES, IN ITS ENTIRETY, wherefor in all testamentary provisions
he states that his wish is that they remain in force FOR ALL LEGAL

' PURPOSES IN THEIR ENTIRETY; plural not singular.

ELEVENTH: Furthermore, the comprehensweness expressly réquired by the
testator again sheds light regarding his will with respect to the matter at issue
when he stated that, “As payment for execution of this will, each Executor must
receive the sum of FIFTY THOUSAND DOLLARS (US$ 50,000.00). -
e -- If Mr. RICHARD LEHMAN reaches three hundred hours of work in

~executing this will, then Mr. RICHARD LEHMAN must receive payment pursuant

to his regular fee schedule.” (our underhnmg)

TWELFTH: In the event the will of the testator in the Will of Wilson Charles :
Lucom (R.I.P.) must be interpreted in respect of a specific issue, what is correct
is to analyze the referenced three public deeds together, because that was the
will of the testator who clearly stated that the last two of the aforementioned

‘public deeds were only partial modifications or codicils (which means an

addition to a will). That is, the content of the latter two public deeds was not to
revoke the content of the first public. deed or to make a new will. If that were the

© case, the testator always states so to preclude any doubt (in fact, it is thus set
forth in all forms for wills apphed by the unders1gned Notary Public Wlth nine
_years of expenence) :

TWELFTH: In recordmg his will, testator Wilson Charles Lucom (R.I.P.) stated in

the FIRST CLAUSE in Public Deed No. 6646 dated June 20, 2005 granted by -

the Ofﬁce of the Second Notary Public for the Circuit of Panama, the first one
that was granted, “As Executors, I appoint Richard_Lehman, from Boca Raton,
Florida, USA; Ruben Carles from Panama, in the Republic of Panama and my

" belovéd wife Hilda Piza Lucom, formerly Hilda Piza Arias.... In the event Mr.
- Ruben Carles. cannot continue as an Executor for any reason, I appoint Mr.
, Chnstopher Rudy as the Executor in his stead.” (our underlining).

THIRTEENTH: In. recording his will, testator Wilson Charles ,Lucdm (R.LP.)
maintained in the SECOND CLAUSE m Public Deed No. 11191 dated October
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20, 2005, granted second by the Office of the Second Notary Public for the
Circuit of Panama, that “It is my will that the FIRST CLAUSE in the referenced

Will read as follows: FIRST: I, Wilson C. Lucom, a resident in...as Executors, I

appoint Richard Lehman of Boca Raton, Florida, USA; Christopher Rudy of
Florida (SIC), USA, and my beloved wife Hilda Piza Lucom...” (our underlining).

FOURTEENTH: In Public Deed No. 1131 dated February 3, 200, testator Wilson
Charles Lucom (R.LP.) granted by the Office of the Second Notary Public for the
Circuit of Panama, expressly adds a codicil to his Will (an addition to a will),
only set forth a bequest, leaving out, in the clause that he modified, the
appointment of executors, but expressly refaining “the force and effect’ of the

will “for all legal purpases, in its enttregq, .’ (our underlining).

FIFTEENTH: The fundamental reason for granting a will lies in clearly prov1d1ng '
for his assets, after his death, for the purpose of substituting application of
legal provisions that govern the subject in such a manner that the will of the
testator is, specifically, that the respective distribution will be made -
independently from legal reg_ulatlons or the intervention of authorities. Wherefor
both interventions, either common legal provisions or the authorities are
contrary to the will of the testator and only constitute an alteration of that will.

SIXTEENTH: In none of the Public Deeds that comprise the will of Wilson
Charles Lucom (R.I.P.) does the testator set forth the statements that determine
the decision of the accused Justices, such as appointing the widow as the
executor and trustee exclusively and conferring the category of universal heir to
her. The testator left most of his fortune to a foundation that existed at the time

“of his death or was to be created; both possibilities'are permitted in a will,

which, considering the amount and its purpose, required the capacity of several
persons, not just one who is 89 years old. This characteristic motivated the
testator to appoint three persons so that they would jointly carry out his plan.
The express will of the testator was that the distribution of tens of millions of

- dollars among several non-profit organizations was to be done as efficiently as

possible, which he felt would be guaranteed by appointing three executors that

e trusted. And not only did he state so in Public Deed No. 6646 dated June 20,
2005 granted by the Office of the Second Notary Public for the Circuit of

Panama, but he also said so to the Notary Public on two occasions, telling me

‘with respect thereto that “with three persons my will can be carried out”

(referring to RICHARD SAM LEHMAN, CHRISTOPHER RUDY and HILDA PIZA -
LUCOM). ‘

SEVENTEENTH: In our laws and in everyday practice, the executor not only

' manages the estate but also defends it, and at all times secures its validity. Well

then, Mrs. HILDA PIZA, LUCO_M’S WIDOW, who today is appointed by the
Accused as the only Executor, filed a civil action to annul the will (Case

* 349-07, Fifth Civil Circuit Court for the First Judicial Circuit of Panama),
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and a criminal complaint adducing falsehood in the will (a case that is on file in
the Seventh Criminal Circuit Court for- the First Judicial Circuit of Panama).
That is, the accused Justices decided that a widow with such characteristics
was the only executor of an estate that she not only does not defend but
attempts to invalidate (absolutely contrary to her legal obligation).

EIGHTEENTH: The same testator also granted Public Deed No. 3882 dated April
21, 2006, whereby he appointed RICHARD SAM LEHMAN, CHRISTOPHER
RUDY and HILDA PIZA LUCOM, so that they would jointly care for him in the
event of his disability, including decisions regarding disconnecting him from
machines that would keep him breathing artificially. Appointing persons to take

- care of you in the event of any physical or mental disability arises is a true act

of trust, and it so happens this trust was deposited with the three
mentioned persons, not exclusively with the widow, noththstandmg how

" “beloved a wife” she was. It is worth noting this term because it was used

by the accused Justices as the basis for their decision,

NINETEENTH: Without any need to address foreign references and in spite of
the fact that the Will left by Wilson Charles Lucom (R.LP.) is very, very clear, in
the sense that his executors are three (3) persons and that there is no universal
heir and he left none, we wish to underscore that Article 707 of the Civil Code

_contains a principle that serves as a guide when obscurity invades the testator’s

terminology. It so happens this text limits the understanding of testamentary
provisions to the “literal sense of his words, unless it is clear that the will of the
testator was different’ (our underlining). How did the accused Justices apply
this legal mandate? The answer is found by reading the decision on annulment
dated August 6, 2010. In fact, the [decision] itself maintains the prevalence of

-the literal tenor over the will of the testator, clearly expressed. That is, they

completely broke this rule because this same provision stipulates that if the will

/is other than the literal tenor thereof, then the will prevails. Of course that will

must surface clearly, as fulfilled in the case of the will of Wilson Charles Lucom
(R.LP.). ' ‘

Based on all of the foregoing, we reSpéctfully request of this Honorable Body

‘that the Justices of the Civil Division of the Supreme Court of Justice be

prosecuted, tried and sentenced, who have demolished the legal institution of
the will and deprived the poor children of Panama of a legitimate gift, in
addition to having disseminated among the population the idea that the last

- Will of an individual can be altered at any time by jurisdictional bodies, without

any concern for the legal security that must prevail in a State that values itself
as Democratic and intends to sign bilateral agreements with sister nations.

MOTION FOR CRIMINAL ATTACHMENT:
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I move the Congressmen of the National Congress, by way of the Credentials
Committee, to admit this Criminal Complaint, and in accordance with Article
2053 and the other concurring articles in the Judicial Code, to order the
CRIMINAL ATTACHMENT of the properties that comprise HACIENDA SANTA
MONICA, inasmuch as its sale is the source of the funds that comprise the
personal fortune of WILSON CHARLES LUCOM (R.1.P.), earmarked for the poor

and needy children in Panama, which are specified hereafter: 1) Property

11270, Roll 1, Document 1; 2) Property 11272, Roll 1, Document 1; 3) 11274,
Book 1561, Page 156; 4) Property 3008, Roll 1, Document 1; y 5) Property 7022,
Roll 1, Document 2; all these real propertiés are located in Coclé Province.

The object of this measure is to prevent this process from being illusory and
squandering of the fundamental assets that comprise the estate, placed in

' _ jeopardy by the act committed by the accused Justices, mocking the clear and -

express Will of the testator, the natlonal population and the mternatxonal
community.

EVIDENCE:

. Documentary:

1~ Certified copy of the judgment on Annulment dated August 6, 2010
issued by the Civil Division of the Supreme Court of Justice,
pertaining to “Entry 198-07". By virtue of the fact that the Justices of
the Supreme Court of Justice only act by way of their rulings or
decisions, this is where their criminal offense i is perfected, wherefor it
is the summary evidence. '

2- Certified copy of the dec1s1on by this same court dated September 30,
2010, whereby the accused Justices decide appeals for clarification of _
the judgment.

3- Certified copy of Pubhc Deed No. 6646 dated June 20 2005 granted
by thé Office of the Second Notary Pubhc for the Circuit of Panama.

4- Certified copy of Publi¢ Deed No. 3880 dated April 21, 2006, whereby

' the decedent Wilson Charles Lucom grants a General Power of

- Attorney to RICHARD SAM LEHMAN, CHRISTOPHER RUDY and
HILDA PIZA LUCOM. (RSL: They excluded this paragraph... ) :

- 5~ Certified copy of Public Deed No. 3882 dated April 21, 2006, whereby
the decedent Wilson Charles Lucom appoints RICHARD SAM
LEHMAN, CHRISTOPHER RUDY and HILDA PIZA LUCOM, to jointly

_ take care of him in the event of his disability.

6- Certified copy of Order No. ___ issued by the Fourth Civil Circuit
Court, appointing Mr. RICHARD.SAM LEHMAN as the Executor of the
Testamentary Succession of WILSON CHARLES LUCOM.

7- Certified copy of Court Order No. __dated , issued by the Fifth
Civil Circuit Court, which orders delivery of sums of money to HILDA
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. PIZA, in accordance with provisions in the Will of WILSON CHARLES
Locom. '

SPECIAL MOTION

We move that Justices OYDEN ORTEGA DURAN, ALBERTO CIGARRUISTA C.,
y HARLEY J. MITCHELL D. be tried and removed from their positions as
Justices and that they be required to deliver the main file which is physically
kept at the Panamanian Judiciary in accordance with provisions in Artlcle 2473
of the Judicial Code which literally states:

“When the act for which the criminal liability of a public

employee is sought refers to a judgment, - order or judicial

decision, the Legislature, the Supreme Court of Justice or the

trial court must request the proceeding which has the judicial

decision which gives rise to the liability if the case has ended,

and if it has not, a.copy of the pertinent part at the expense of
the interested party or.sua sponte.”

" LAW

Artlcle 154 of the Political Constitution; Artxcle 2478 of the Judicial Code;
Articles 707, 778, 854, and 864 paragraph 3; 17 15 and 1727 of the wal Code

and Article 351 of the Criminal Code.

Panama, October 8, 2010. »

DR. MIGUEL ANTONIO BERNAL VILLALAZ -





