


IV. Statement Of Facts and Cannons Violated: 

 

     In his criminal case complaint against Judge Dent Complainant Williams has provided several  

 

examples of violations by her of Rules 2.2, 2.3, 2.4, 2.6 and 2.9 of Cannon 2 of WV Judicial Code of  

 

Conduct, in addition to violations by her of his Constitutional rights as a Defendant. Williams also  

 

provides evidence in that complaint that his counsel Laura Finch had begun working for the Court at  

 

some point and against the interests of her client who was paying her to provide a vigorous defense. 

 

     Judge Dent did not violate Rule 2.9 in this civil case as to how she sealed the illegal ex parte letters  

 

from Garland DeCourcy since they were sent to Judge Dent in connection with the criminal case  

 

against Complainant. However, among DeCourcy's numerous outrageous claims made against  

 

Williams and others in the first long ex parte letter to Dent, #6, she made multiple mentions of this civil  

 

case that she later lost in Magistrate Court.  The accusations against Williams in DeCourcy's ex parte  

 

letters to Dent were so alarming that Dent actually called for a “special hearing with extra security for  

 

safety reasons.” Williams was not present for that special hearing, held ostensibly for “safety reasons.” 

 

    That DeCourcy badmouths nearly every Officer of the Court who displeased her in her illegal ex  

 

parte letters likely caused serious trepidation to Dent that she would also be attacked and smeared by  

 

DeCourcy if her demands were not met by the Court, a violation of Rule 2.4(A).  

 

     So, the civil and criminal cases with the same litigants, both heard on appeal by Dent, are very much  

 

connected. DeCourcy devoted untold effort in an obsessive coup attempt to oust Complainant as   

 

Chairman of the National Alliance. Inc. (NA). She used her co-conspirators and “witnesses” – Michael  

 

Oljaca, Bob Demarais and John McLaughlin – for that purpose in the criminal case against Williams,  

 

as well as in another criminal claim by boyfriend Oljaca, and two other civil lawsuits against Williams  

 

by both Oljaca and McLaughlin – all eventually dismissed, at great expense. The “battery”claim was  

 

necessary for DeCourcy & Co. to obtain automatic Temporary Restraining Orders (TRO), without any  

 

hearing, to keep Williams 1,000 feet off of the 400-acre NA property he was charged with managing.  

 

For several months during 2016 Williams was forbidden to step foot on the property he was responsible  



for without being arrested and taken to jail. Those TROs were eventually dismissed, but during those  

 

months the TROs were in effect DeCourcy had full illegal access to NA's buildings/inventory. She stole  

 

several large ticket items which is the subject of this civil complaint of theft # 16-M38C-0109, filed by  

 

Williams in the Magistrate Court (MC) of Pocahontas County (PC) in September 2016. The Court  

 

granted judgment in favor of Williams. #2. Magistrate Broce-Kelley had denied all of DeCourcy's five  

 

outrageous motions. It is too bad there is no transcript of that proceeding. Judge Kelley could see that  

 

DeCourcy is bizarre and her testimony incredible. She didn't fear her, very nearly charging her with  

 

Contempt of Court more than once for her interruptions and courtroom antics. DeCourcy was ordered  

 

either to return the stolen items in good condition or pay $2,139.88 to Williams. She stole at least three  

 

expensive pieces: a 2012 all in one HP Computer ($479.99); Engenius Telephone System ($ 1,609.90)  

 

and the keys to the Dodge Dakota 2002 4x4 truck. Williams provided Finch with receipts for his  

 

purchase of each of the three stolen items. Finch failed to object to DeCourcy's bald-faced lie under  

 

oath that she owned the truck, but did not have its keys. Williams later had to hire a locksmith to get  

 

into his truck and make new keys. After DeCourcy had FAXed an outrageous letter to the MC asking  

 

about the status of her “Motion and Affidavit Disqualification of Magistrate,” and demanding that “any  

 

matter in which [DeCourcy is] a party needs to be heard by Magistrates from another County,” it  

 

became clear that she had stolen yet another expensive item from Williams. At the top of that FAX, #3,  

 

is the name of Williams's deceased mother Jean B. Williams and her phone number. Complainant had  

 

inherited that FAX machine from his mother and donated it to the NA office prior to DeCourcy's easy- 

 

to-prove theft of it, which had not yet been noticed when Finch filed the shorter than normal civil  

 

complaint. Finch could have added the stolen FAX machine/scanner/copier/printer for the appeal since  

 

the appeal was de novo but failed to do so. Due to Finch's failures only two stolen items, #7, #8, were  

 

discussed in the Circuit Court appeal # 17-C-AP-3, #1 before Judge Dent. DeCourcy has a history  

 

going back years for appealing every adverse judgement while asking the court to waive court fees.   

     

As a reminder, in DeCourcy's ex parte letters to Judge Dent in the criminal case against Williams,  



 

#6, she had requested that the “corrupt, lazy and senile”, #6, 10, County Prosecutor (Simmons) be  

 

disqualified and a Special Prosecutor be brought in to prosecute Defendant Williams' appeal – both of  

 

which demands were met – and that Magistrates from another county be brought in to replace the  

 

“ignorant” Magistrates in Pocahontas County, #6, 8 – a demand that was not granted by the Court. 

 

    In the summer of 2017 counsel Finch confessed to Williams that she had “forgotten” to file a timely    

 

response in this civil case that the Court had ordered filed by 2 June, 2017 #1, 1. This blunder by Finch  

 

gave litigious DeCourcy and her attorney grounds to file a writ as Plaintiff with WVSCA ( #17-0572).  

 

Oddly enough, in that case her co-defendants were Judge Dent and Will Williams! Soon after  

 

DeCourcy's writ in that WV Supreme Court case was denied, Judge Dent dismissed Magistrate Kelley's  

 

ruling that had ordered DeCourcy to return items stolen by her from Williams. The reason Judge Dent  

 

revoked that sound Magistrate's ruling, #2  -- without objections from counsel Finch, who had easily  

 

prevailed before Magistrate Kelley “with facts in support of his [Williams'] claim which would entitle  

 

him to relief” – was bizarre and absolutely inexplicable, #4! Ms. Finch had advised Williams that he  

 

need not travel to Court for that hearing from Tennessee because "there is no way Judge Dent will  

 

reverse Kelley's Order," Williams was invited to appear telephonically at that civil hearing where Dent  

 

granted DeCourcy's second motion to dismiss Magistrate Kelly's Order, but he was not allowed to  

 

speak, and Ms. Finch's microphone was conveniently turned off so anything she may have said was not  

 

heard by him. When Williams asked over the phone if he could say a few words after hearing the  

 

alarming adverse ruling by Judge Dent, she told him, "No, you are represented," in violation of Rule  

 

2.6. The fact is: Complainant was not represented at that hearing at all. Dent's bizarre ruling in favor of  

 

DeCourcy further disadvantaged Williams in his criminal appeal with the same litigants and before the  

 

seemingly biased judge. Finch glibly explained later to her client that "Judge Dent probably just wanted  

 

to get rid of that case." Dent could just as easily have gotten rid of DeCourcy's Appeal of Magistrate  

 

Kelly's Order, 17-C-AP-03,  by ordering her to, "Pay the man for the items you stole from him.” That is  

 



what an unbiased dispassionate judge, looking at the evidence, would have ruled. 

 

    Before DeCourcy filed her writ to WVSCA Dent had denied DeCourcy's Renewed Motion to    

 

Dismiss, #5. Complainant strongly believes that after being sued in WVSCA by Plaintiff DeCourcy and  

 

from other preposterous claims by her, Judge Dent realized that DeCourcy would go over her head and  

 

stop at nothing to achieve her goal, and would punish those who stopped her from her goal. After all, in  

 

the outrageous letter to MC, # 3, after accusing Williams of multiple murders, among other crimes, she  

 

lists the following agencies that she claimed she had already reported to, complaining about Pocahontas  

 

County Magistrates, including, along with this “Judicial Investigation Commission, [the] Office of  

 

Disciplinary Counsel; WV Fraud, abuse, corruption Division; WV Attorney General's Office; WV  

 

Governor's Office; the U.S. Department of Justice; the WV FBI Office, and other Judicial Watch dog  

 

[sic] organizations, both [sic] State, Federal & International; Victims Rights organizations, [and the]   

 

U.S. Senate Judiciary Committee...and others.“ DeCourcy steals Williams' property and plays the  

 

injured victim. The word around the Pocahontas County Courthouse and among law enforcement was  

 

that this woman is dangerous and will go to great lengths to get her way, no matter how much she has  

 

to abuse the judicial process. Judge Dent had to be aware by then that DeCourcy is crazy, if not from  

 

the 100-plus single-spaced, typed pages of ex parte letters she had been sent by the woman.  At the end  

 

of 2015 Williams had also provided the MC with a one-page document showing DeCourcy had filed  

 

pro se in 2014 a 172-page request for TROs from three Virginia judges and a guardian, indicating her  

 

pattern of judicial system abuse by filing phony TROs. Her Virginia request for TROs was dismissed  

 

when she failed to attend a show cause hearing, and that file sealed. DeCourcy fled VA for WV soon  

 

after the dismissal without providing the Court a forwarding address. She has been a fugitive from WV  

 

since 27 October, 2018, again without leaving any forwarding address to the Court or with anyone else.   

 

DeCourcy's name has been connected to ten cases in Pocahontas Court in just the three years she took  

 

up residence there. Williams was also told by several PC Court officers : “Everybody can see that you  

 

and your wife are normal and that DeCourcy is “bat shit crazy.” Judge Dent knew who DeCourcy was,  



not just from letters she had written and from “the buzz” about her around the courthouse, but certainly  

 

from her unhinged testimony before her, later in the criminal trial. The trial transcript shows this  

 

clearly. Dent seemed to prefer not to make DeCourcy angry with any adverse judgements against her,  

 

fearing criticism in violation of Rule 2.4(A), that she might have to answer to this Judicial  

 

Investigations Commission or to the U.S. Senate Judiciary Committee. 

 

     Returning to the ex parte letters from DeCourcy to Judge Dent that were sent in October of 2016 - 

 

before she appealed Kelley's judgement: even though those letters were connected to the criminal case,  

 

DeCourcy demands in her ex parte letter to Dent that the civil case of her theft in MC # 16-M38C- 

 

0109  must “be removed/quashed.” #6, 5. DeCourcy's demand in the illegal ex parte letter to Dent “that  

 

this fraudulent petition with the Magistrate Court be removed” was repeated, highlighted in bold in the  

 

final paragraph number 9 on the last page, #6, 14. The fact is, Dent did in effect quash Magistrate  

 

Kelley's judgment in favor of Williams by granting DeCourcy's motion to dismiss Kelley's Order in her  

 

Court. Dent might have done better by recusing herself from DeCourcy's drama due to the outlandishly  

 

uncommon manner by which DeCourcy had been influencing her to punish Williams. When DeCourcy  

 

was ordered by Judge Dent to not send the Court any more ex parte letters after the first two, DeCourcy  

 

defied Dent's Order and sent her a third one, and, incredibly, was not held in Contempt of Court.  

 

      All three ex parte communications, though exculpatory, were sealed by Dent to protect the guilty,  

 

and Williams was not allowed to object to their sealing or to question the wild claims made therein.  

 

     There is no doubt that in both the civil and criminal cases Judge Dent was obviously biased against  

 

Complainant Williams in violation of the Rules 2.2. and 2.3, most likely due to her fear of criticism, in  

 

violation of the Rule 2.4(A). She likely never expected that Williams would be able to successfully  

 

appeal her misdemeanor guilty verdict against him to the WVSCA – but he has, pro se, no less – or that  

 

it would be Williams, not DeCourcy, filing two complaints against her to the Judicial Investigation  

 

Commission for her violations of the WV Judicial Code of Conduct, and Chapter 61 of the WV  

 

Code and Defendant's Constitutional rights in his criminal case. 



 

 


























