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PIMA COUNTY ATTORNEY Case No. CR20251454
Rachel Stiles HON. D. DOUGLAS METCALF
Deputy County Attorney

State Bar No. 24783/PAN 66478

Law Firm No. 69000

Rachel.Stiles@pcao.pima.gov

32 North Stone, Suite 1400

Tucson, AZ 85701

Phone: (520) 724-5600

Attorney for the State

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF ARIZONA

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF PIMA

THE STATE OF ARIZONA, CR20251060-001
CR20251454-001
Plaintiff,
SECOND AMENDED STATE’S
Vs. PETITION TO REVOKE
DEFENDANT’S PROBATION
LANE JEFFERY MYERS, Hon. D. Douglas Metcalf
DIVISION 16
Defendant(s).

Comes now the State of Arizona, by and through the Pima County Attorney,
LAURA CONOVER, and her Deputy, RACHEL STILES, pursuant to Rule 27.6 of the
Arizona Rules of Criminal Procedure, hereby Petitions this Court to Revoke the
Defendant’s Probation. The State amends the Petition originally filed on July 10, 2026,
and the Amended Petition to Revoke, that alleged the conduct supporting the allegations
of the violations of probation, to include additional facts and conduct to support the

Defendant is in violation of his conditions of probation.
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L. FACTS:
The State incorporates the facts as alleged in the State’s Petition to Revoke filed on
July 10, 2026, and the State’s Amended Petition to Revoke Defendant’s Probation filed on
July 28, 2026.
II. ALLEGED VIOLATIONS OF PROBATION
Rule 27.6 of the Arizona Rules of Criminal Procedure provides that “the probation
officer or the State may petition the court to revoke probation if there is reasonable cause
to believe that a probationer has violated a written condition or regulation of probation.”
The probation department has filed a Petition for alleged violation of one condition of
probation contained within Condition 15. The State hereby alleges there is reasonable
cause to believe the probationer has violated the following conditions as ordered by the

Court and encompassed in Condition 15:

5. Do not engage in activities that would be reasonably expected to cause

others to harass or contact the victim or her family.

The State alleges the Defendant has violated his probation condition by
conducting YouTube videos discussing the cases and the victim and
distributing materials from his case to other YouTubers in June 2026 and July

2026. In support of this allegation, the State alleges the Defendant:

e On July 25, 2026, the Defendant conducted a jail interview streamed on
YouTube channel “Liberty Troll,” in a video titled “Free Political
Prisoner!! Corrupt Government Overreach has this Man Locked up with
no Bond” during which the Defendant discusses the cases, the victim,

and the victim’s spouse. This includes discussing the victim’s
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workplace and where to locate it, naming the victim and the victim’s
spouse. He also called the victim a “professional victim,” said she was
a liar, conniving, and alleged she conspired with her spouse against him.
During the interview, Liberty Troll had an image of the victim and her
spouse displayed.
On July 27, 2026, the Defendant conducted a jail interview streamed on
YouTube channel “Illuminate the Dark™ titled “Let Lane Speak” where
he discusses the victim, calls her a “professional victim,” refers to her as
“a person who decided to make themselves a victim of harassment as a
government employee,” and makes repeated derogatory comments
about the victim and the victim’s spouse.
Distributed the Rule 15 interview of Matthew Walker and Detective
Brown to other YouTubers that was downloaded by the Defendant on
May 26, 2026, and those YouTubers posted to other YouTube channels
including “This is a Public Service” and “Illuminate the Dark.”
Defendant admitted in a jail call in speaking with Andrea Dotson “aka
[lluminate the Dark™ to having sent her the videos.'
e June 20, 2026, Illuminate the Dark puts the Rule 15 interview of
Matthew Walker on YouTube.
e June 21, 2026, Illuminate the Dark puts Rule 15 interview of
Detective Brown on YouTube.
e June 21, 2026, This is a Public Service puts Rule 15 interview of
Detective Brown on YouTube.
e June 25, 2026, This is a Public Service puts Rule 15 interview of
Detective Brown on YouTube
e July 13, 2026, Jail Call with Andrea Dotson
Discussed his case and the victim, puts up a document showing the case

numbers, posted the victim’s name, and discussing the victim and

"' On June 16, 2026, the Defendant posted a portion of the Rule 15 interview with Detective Brown on his YouTube

channel under video titled “15 Years, 0 Clue.”
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saying the victim had him in “shackles and handcuffs for her lies” in the
Defendant’s video “Better Not Miss It” video posted on June 30, 2026.
e Timestamps include 6:41:05-6:45:37; 7:15:50-7:39:20; 8:56:33-
9:01:30; 9:42:32-10:09:05

On or about August 2, 2026, the Defendant did a jail interview with a
YouTuber “J dub audits” in a video titled “Free Lane Myers Interview
with Lane Myers from North Korea, AZ” and he admitted to having
given Rule 15 interviews to another YouTuber, discussed his video
“Better Not Miss it” that displays the victim name, discusses the
alleged violations including saying the victim conspired with her spouse
and with the prosecutor, notes what he will do if sent to prison.

e Timestamps include: 32:54-34:09, 36:09-37:23, 37:26-39:09,

46:20-47:03, 1:25:20-1:26:28, 1:30:06-1:30:45

On or about August 4, 2026, the Defendant had a jail call with
Illuminate the Dark, which was put on YouTube under the video titled
“Bedtime Stories with Lane Myers-Case Law” and went through his
allegations noting the statements he made previously were statements
of fact regarding the victim being a liar, conniving and was alleged to
have conspired and that those statements are his opinion and a popular
opinion.

Timestamp: 17:14-18:31
On or about August 5, 2026, the Defendant had a jail call with Liberty
Troll, which was put on YouTube under the video titled “Putrid Pima
County Goes NUCLEAR!! They Charge JAILED Man for FREE
SPEECH!” During the video he is told the YouTuber is putting up
images, the Defendant discusses the victim, says the victim is “not some

innocent woman” and called her a “professional victim,” and says the
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victim “declared herself the victim.” He also alleges there is some
political reason for the victim’s work position.
e Timestamps include: 4:23-6:33, 14:04-14:42, 22:43-24:24,
29:20-30:18

6. Remove all videos that mention the victim or her family or include

identifying information about them.

The State alleges the Defendant has violated this condition of probation by posting
content on his YouTube channel discussing the victim, her spouse, and her
workplace in June 2026 and July 2026.

e On June 30, 2026, the Defendant on his YouTube channel, in video “Better
Not Miss It”, displayed the victim’s name, discussed the case, and showed
the case numbers demonstrating he was talking about the victim in these
cases. Time stamps: 6:41:05-6:45:37, 7:15:50-7:39:20, 8:56:33-9:01:30,
9:42:32-10:09:05

*  On June 28, 2026, posted video titled “Send This One” showing name of
victim. The screen image showing the name of victim displayed was
preserved.

* On June 23, 2026, the Defendant while live streaming, in his video “A
Little John Rietveld, A Little Jim Finch, Alot of Facts” goes to This is a
Public Service YouTube page which displays multiple videos showing the
victim and her spouse with names and images, as well as showing where

people can watch the videos. 1:04:54-1:06:20.
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8. Do not associate or communicate, directly or indirectly with:
a. Joshua Gray, New Smyrna Beach, FI. (YouTube Handle :This is a
Public Service.”)

The State alleges the Defendant has violated this condition of probation by having
direct or indirect contact with Joshua Gray, aka This is a Public Service, June
through July of 2026.

e June 7, 2026, This is a Public Service posts the Defendant’s Motion to Modify
Conditions of Probation prior to it being filed on June 14, 2026.

e June 21, 2026, This is a Public Service puts Rule 15 interview of Detective
Brown on YouTube.

e June 25, 2026, This is a Public Service puts Rule 15 interview of Detective
Brown on YouTube.

e On June 23, 2026, the Defendant while live streaming, in his video “A Little
John Rietveld, A Little Jim Finch, Alot of Facts” goes to This is a Public
Service YouTube page which displays multiple videos showing the victim and
her spouse with names and images, as well as showing where people can watch
the videos. 1:04:54-1:06:20.

9. Do not post information about the victim, her husband or her minor

children on YouTube or other social media.

e On June 23, 2026, the Defendant while live streaming, in his video “A Little
John Rietveld, A Little Jim Finch, Alot of Facts” goes to This is a Public
Service YouTube page which displays multiple videos showing the victim and
her spouse with names and images, as well as showing where people can watch
the videos. 1:04:54-1:06:20.

e On July 25, 2026, conducted a jail interview streamed on YouTube channel
Liberty Troll, during which the Defendant discusses the cases, the victim, and
the victim’s spouse. This includes discussing the victim’s workplace and

where to locate it, naming the victim and the victim’s spouse. He also called
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the victim a “professional victim,” said she was a liar, conniving, and alleged
she conspired with her spouse against him. During the interview, Liberty Troll
had an image of the victim and her spouse displayed.

On June 30, 2026, the Defendant on his YouTube channel, in video “Better
Not Miss It”, displayed the victim’s name, discussed the case, and showed the
case numbers demonstrating he was talking about the victim in this case. Time
stamps: 6:41:05-6:45:37, 7:15:50-7:39:20, 8:56:33-9:01:30, 9:42:32-10:09:05
On June 28, 2026, posted video titled “Send This One” showing name of
victim. The screen image showing the name of victim displayed was

preserved.

*  On or about August 2, 2026, the Defendant did a jail interview with a
YouTuber “J dub audits” in a video titled “Free Lane Myers Interview
with Lane Myers from North Korea, AZ” and he admitted to having given
Rule 15 interviews to another YouTuber, discussed his video “Better Not
Miss it” that displays the victim name, discusses the alleged violations
including saying the victim conspired with her spouse and with the
prosecutor, notes what he will do if sent to prison.

* Timestamps include: 32:54-34:09, 36:09-37:23, 37:26-39:09, 46:20-

47:03, 1:25:20-1:26:28, 1:30:06-1:30:45

* On or about August 4, 2026, the Defendant had a jail call with
Illuminate the Dark, which was put on YouTube under the video titled
“Bedtime Stories with Lane Myers-Case Law” and went through his
allegations noting the statements he made previously were statements of
fact regarding the victim being a liar, conniving and was alleged to have
conspired and that those statements are his opinion and a popular opinion.

e Timestamp: 17:14-18:31
*  On or about August 5, 2026, the Defendant had a jail call with Liberty
Troll, which was put on YouTube under the video titled “Putrid Pima
County Goes NUCLEAR!! They Charge JAILED Man for FREE
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SPEECH!” During the video he is told the YouTuber is putting up
images, the Defendant discusses the victim, says the victim is “not some
innocent woman” and called her a “professional victim,” and says the
victim “declared herself the victim.” He also alleges there is some political
reason for the victim’s work position.
* Timestamps include: 4:23-6:33, 14:04-14:42, 22:43-24:24, 29:20-
30:18

III. CONCLUSION

The State requests, pursuant to A.R.S. § 13-901(C) and Arizona Rule of Criminal
Procedure 27.6, that the Court revoke the Defendant’s probation because there is
reasonable cause to believe he has violated the conditions of his probation.

Respectfully submitted this 10th day of August, 2026.

LAURA CONOVER
PIMA COUNTY ATTORNEY

/s/ Rachel L. Stiles
Rachel L. Stiles, Deputy County Attorney

Original of the foregoing filed
with the Pima County Superior Court
this 10th day of August, 2026.

Copy of the foregoing emailed/delivered
this 10th day of August, 2026, to:

Honorable D. Douglas Metcalf
Division 16
Pima County Superior Court

Mark Resnick
Advisory Counsel for Defendant



