


					

 PRIVATE AND CONFIDENTIAL       		Rule 10b-5 Enjoinder REPORT

ATTN:
Internal Revenue Service
Whistleblower Office - ICE
1973 N. Rulon White Blvd.
M/S 4110
Ogden, UT 84404



SUBJECT PROPERTY
JURISDICTIONAL MATTERS


COUNTER CLAIM
IMMEDIATE AUDIT RECOMMENDATIONS FINCEN FORM104 
UNDER RULE 81(d-f) FEDERAL AGENCY PROSECUTIONS 

 IN RE: DISGRUNTLED GRANTORS
BAR VIOLATIONS OF TAX EXEMPT STATUS 

TITLE SUMMARY, SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE AUDITS 
WITH EXHIBITS POINTS AND AUTHORITIES
				 FOR UNDERWRITING


NOTE: INSURGENCY INCLUDED BUT NOT LIMITED TO INTERESTED REMIC PARTIES, THIRD PARTY INCIDENTALS, COUNTY RECORDERS, FILINGS, SERVICERS ISSUING FALSE CLAIMS, CUSTODIAL PROXIMITY, NON-IRS APPROVED TRUSTEES, MISSING FORECLOSURE STATEMENTS, FOR AIDING AND ABETING FEDERALIZED TAX EVASION.

17 USC §506(a), provides that "[a]ny person who infringes a copyright willfully and for purposes of commercial advantage or private financial gain" shall be punished as provided in 18 USC §2319. 
See also 18 USC §2319(b)(1) commercial advantage for private financial gain. 
.
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Individual:
_______________________
_______________________
_______________________
_______________________
  
Date: 	_______________________
In re: 	_______________________
	_______________________

Notice of Involuntary Conversions, Estate and Property Theft, Tax Evasion 

Grantor/Settlor hereby brings this claim for various disclosures and accounting violations regarding what grantor has reason to believe is a tax evasion scheme and identity theft scheme perpetrated by _______________________et al exhibited herein. Grantor/Settlor further believes these tax evasion and identity theft schemes are in violation of, including but not limited to: IRC §7201; IRC §6694 (a)(b); IRC §6695 et seq.; IRC §6107; IRC §6109(a)(4); IRC §6107(b); IRC §6060; IRC §6700; IRC §6701; IRC §6713; IRC §7206(2)(b); IRC §7207; IRC §7408; IRC §6652(d)(1) and 18 USC §2319(b)(1) commercial advantage for private financial gain by aiding and abetting as follows: 														
1. Filing forged instruments pursuant to Title 18 Sec. 495 and local statues
2. Failure to comply with the Secretary of State registration forms, application for Certificate of Ownership, Application of Relief from Contract, Violability and Certificate pursuant to _________________________ State law.
3. Failure to comply under IRC 26 USC Sec §1250 and §1245 recapture rules and disallowance.
4. Failure to address determination under Treasury Regulations Sec. 1.1502-21(b)(2)(iv), SRLY Regulations Sec. 1.1502-15(g) or Regulation. Sec. 1.1502-21(b)(g) rendering a filing of subsequent incomplete returns based upon false information. 
5. Failure to comply with Treasury Regulation. Sec. 1.8556-6 et seq. calling into question 18 USC §371 for obstructions equitably tolled under 18 USC §1581.

These are unaddressed Matters of Law under Regulation X, (REG-136676-13) and IRC 26 which also ARE NOT subject to judicial modification.  Unaccounted damage UCC§9-604(d) under COLOR OF LAW by the presumption of a person as defined under UCC§1-201(4) through undisclosed adhesion under UCC§1-201(11) violating UCC§1-201(18) by use of a "banking organization" UCC§1-201(25) which was neither genuine or made in good faith as required by UCC§1-201(19-20). Accounts receivable are intangible upon void assignments.

Trespass on Title:     MIN: _______-_______________-__   "LENT" Credit No:_________		                                 Originator - MERS LOAN - mathematical check digit 
Date of Recording _______ Doc#______________Type: DEED OF TRUST
Escrow Closing No. evidencing a bill of sale: __________   State IRS Form: ______
Bar code identifying instrument-				Bar IRC reference-
	
The aforementioned Bar code identifies the parcel from which the goods and services offered to inventors, the purpose of this enjoinder is to address the TRADEMARK UNIFORM MORTGAGE ELECTRONIC REGISTRATION SYSTEM (TUMERS) upon DEEDS OF TRUSTS (DOTS).  For Clarity, MERS IS THE BORROWER, the TRADEMARK is the "security instrument", the individual was the undisclosed partner who co-signed upon 
a “Bill of Lading” as a government election of action under the presumption of a mortgage. This can be found under Section 1.2 of the registered trademark. See UCC §9-102(A)(41)

State Sheriffs do not hold the federal authority of the United States Government to remove individuals being used as collateral in what appears to hold "essential elements" of financial warfare.  The extent of these discoveries would move these enjoinders to the Department of Defense. Unlawful Detainer Court Dunning Audits recommended. 

28 U.S. Code § 1338.Patents, plant variety protection, copyrights, mask works, designs, trademarks, and unfair competition (a) The district courts shall have original jurisdiction of any civil action arising under any Act of Congress relating to patents, plant variety protection, copyrights and trademarks. No State court shall have jurisdiction over any claim for relief arising under any Act of Congress relating to patents, plant variety protection, or copyrights. 
 
In Re: TUMERS BORROWER assumption of a presumed DOT "Borrower" under UCC §1-201 (27) as a PERSON and UCC §1-291 (4) a "Bank" for an involuntary conversion to income ab initio. 

Addressing the lack of ‘conspicuous’ language of the contract. See UCC §2-316(2) & UCC §1-201(10).   The TUMERS "BORROWER" held an "Account" UCC §9-102 (2) for services to be rendered against a negotiable instrument, not allowed under UCC §9-102 (3) "Account debtor" that offered DOTS as goods and services as defined under UCC §9-102 (11) "Chattel paper" as a "Contract right" defined under the SEC  meaning, with respect to any Debtor, any right of such Debtor to payment under a contract for the sale or lease of goods or the rendering of services, which right is at the time not yet earned by performance.  Using EXCHANGES against the performance of individuals pledged as collateral against the credit lent to the BORROWER as an advanced against the "Collateral" pledged to repay under the presumption the individual was a TUMERS NA MEMBER BANK partner.  The Trademark utilized OMB 0651-0027 citing §1057. Certificates of registration (a) upon the principal register shall be issued in the name of the United States of America.  Meaning TUMERS BORROWED on behalf the PEOPLE of the UNITED STATES OF AMERICA.  REMICS are further registered as a PERSON by the Depositor.  This means that NA MEMBER BANK controlling the REMIC holding the PEOPLE as performance vehicles under a TRUST, fell under 31 U.S. Code § 3302.  Custodians of money (a) Except as provided by another law, an official or agent of the United States Government having custody or possession of public money shall keep the money safe without—(1) lending the money; (2) using the money; (3) depositing the money in a bank; and (4) exchanging the money for other amounts.  TUMERS connected to DOTS misappropriated PEOPLE and are in defalcation of the PUBLICS TRUST. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]
Failure to comply: _________________________ recorded a Mortgage/Deed of Trust contract and other unknown instruments inside of the County Recorder's office of Cook County Recorder of Deeds on 4/7/2006.  The documents submitted by _________________________ failed to comply with the recording requirements pursuant to Title 24 Part 27 Delegation Order and further, statements are missing as required by Treasury Regulation 1.856-6 et seq. failing to comply under IRC 26 US Code Sec §1250 and §1245 Recapture Rules and Disallowance. The Instrument identified is a State form of an election of action under Title 12 Sec. §3701 and §3704 governed by the foreclosure commissioner.  These recordings failed to address how consolidated attributes for each of these DEBTOR'S-MEMBERS are determined under these regulations as well. There are ten audit requirements mandated, the most relevant is the information must be materially correct.  Further, each assignment recorded upon title, changes the costs and risk of these filings. Such filings will need to be reviewed to determine which adjustment factors were implemented or if contra accounts exist. The obverse is also true; a county recorder is not authorized to record documents that are not required or permitted by law to be recorded, such documents should be expunged upon discovery and brought forth for immediate treasury review. These are blighted TITLE MATTERS that need to be quieted.  See CA GOV §27203 and §27204: Ward v. Superior Court (1997) 55 Cal.App.4th 60; 82 Ops. Cal. Atty Gen 107 (1999); 77 Cal. Ops Atty.Gen.242(1994).  

Recording documents with the Country Recorders office is a matter of Statutory creation. Therefore, reference is made to the codes to determine if a document may be recorded (Adler v. Sargent, 109 Cal.42; see Cal.Jur.4th ed., Records and Recording Laws section 22, pg.136) 
	For example, in the absence of statutory compliance, the document is next reviewed to 	determine if its satisfies the criteria of CA GOV §27280 (or the respective State code), 	which allows generally that any “instrument” affecting the title to or possession to real 	property may be recorded. CA GOV §2729(a) defines the term “instrument” as used in 	this chapter referring to a written paper signed by a person or persons transferring the title 	to, granting a lien on real property, or granting a right to a debt or "DUTY". 		
	The foreclosing ENTITY coming forward as a holder in due course is _________________________________________ (herein REMIC) which was created as a tax exempt Special Purpose Vehicle (SPV) under the IRS codes as further elaborated herein.  The MASTER servicer to this REMIC was _______________________, for which was acquired by _______________________and is currently d/b/a _______________________The primary servicers to the REMIC were; _______________________ The REMIC was terminated upon the Securities and Exchange commission on _______________________ by _______________________  The REMIC engaged in the offering of certificates against the manipulated LIBOR index.  UCC 3-203 (b) Transfer of an instrument, whether or not the transfer is a negotiation, vests in the transferee any right of the transferor to enforce the instrument, including any right as a holder in due course, but the transferee cannot acquire rights of a holder in due. course by a transfer, directly or indirectly, from a holder in due course if the transferee engaged in fraud or illegality affecting the instrument.

	The disclosed "LENDER" was granted privileged on behalf of the REMIC TRUST AGREEMENT ORIGINATOR has been positively identified as MERS MEMBER NO. _______ _____________________________________________

The Trustee to this REMIC (U.S. Bank National Association C/O U.S. Bank National Association 425 Walnut Street Cincinnati Ohio 45202 United States) ­_______________________ .  For IRS purposes the trustee will elect to treat the trust fund, other than the right to receive prepayment penalty amounts with respect to the mortgage loans, as comprising multiple REMICs in a tiered REMIC structure for federal income tax purposes. Each of the certificates offered by this prospectus supplement other than the Class R Certificate will represent ownership of “regular interests” in a REMIC and the Class R Certificate will be designated as the sole class of “residual interest” in each REMIC.  REMICs are federally tax-exempt entities and are classified as Special Purpose Vehicles (SPV). SPV are not designed to hold both the note and the deed as this would violate their tax-exempt status under the IRS codes.  
What is being evidence is a unilateral contract of adhesion by the seisen of an Estate. Seisin (or seizin) denotes the legal possession of a feudal fiefdom or fee. In feudalism, a fiefdom (also called a fief, feud, feoff, or fee) was a property or right that an overlord gave a vassal in exchange for military service. 

The Depository Trust Company disclosed upon the REMIC prospectus was _______________________who was acting as the "Société Anonyme" (A société anonyme is a type of business structure that establishes a company as a legal person that can own and transfer property, enter contracts, and be held liable for crimes.) 

Addressing the Trademark "UNIFORM INSTRUMENT WITH MERS".  MERS is a registration system. P.3 Section 1.2 of the of UCC Definitions. The uncapitalized terms (emphasis added): "account", "account debtor", "chattel paper", "contract right", "document", "warehouse receipt", "bill of lading", "document of title", "instrument", "inventory", "equipment" "general intangible", "money", "proceeds" and "purchase money security interest" as used in Section 1.1 or elsewhere in this Agreement have the meanings of such terms as defined in the UCC.   Implying that the MERS BORROWER is the same as individual "Borrower", "account", "account debtor", "bill of lading" "chattel paper" ect.  for purposes of the MERS TRADEMARK AGREEMENT. MERS acted as the "Société Anonyme" "Borrower" _________________________ as defined under UCC §1-201 (4) without the proper registration or filings.    

Private party and "VISTA"-government investigations, prove that the accounting was manufactured, prepared and executed as an unauthorized government election of action "document" UNILATERALLY executed. The status of _________________________ as a MERS MEMBER BANKING PARTNER from the Secretary of State and their lending license did not give them the authority to transfer or assign to any third parties pursuant to _________________________ law (reference derived from Cal. Civ. Code 2923.5(a)(2)(9)(3)(h)(i). Cal. Civ. Code Stat 2909 other States hold applicable laws). There were no liens in place by _________________________/s/ _________________________ as the holder in due course of his own LEGAL TITLE. The Note that was governed by State Uniform Commercial Codes (UCC) pertaining to the accounting of the "NOTE" were never properly reported to the IRS, meaning there was an involuntary conversion to income that was deferred against a performance bond for _________________________'s performance of the money MERS BORROWED as pledged collateral against _________________________'s signature to obtain credit. The disclosed "LENDER" acting as a"Société Anonyme" DEPOSITOR failed to file one or more tax returns and to pay the business tax due on behalf of their undisclosed BANKING PARTNER. Further, the disclosed "LENDER" failed to include the penalty for failing to file the Annual Statement of Information with the Secretary of State.   
Showing that there was a suspension of duty and/or a termination of the instruments at any level clearly indicates lack of intent to file required forms for tax purposes, which directly violates _________________________ Corporations Codes.  (referencing derived from California Corporation Code Section §2205) See Timberline, Inc. vs. Jaisinghan; (1997)54 Cal.App.4th 1361 which ruled, a suspended corporation is disqualified from exercising any right, power or privilege.  
Each State holds similar conformity as common sense dictates. The Disclosed "LENDER" falsely deceived _________________________, the Individual, with the contract Mortgage/Deed of Trust. 
The exhibits show that the "LENDER OF THESE BORROWED CREDITS" never paid their taxes nor did they report their annual fees as further elaborated upon in the accounting sanctions section of this report. 	Further there would appear to be an undisclosed BORROWER whom covenanted a seisen of income upon inception.  Since the undisclosed Partnership interests were never disclosed to the Individual, the Individual did not have the opportunity to be able to cure such SUBJECT MATTERS.  When the contract was initiated, full disclosure of how the lending of credit was never made, rendering the TILA accounting invalid. Currently, there are still outstanding taxes due by the undisclosed "BORROWER" for "BREACH OF TRUST".
Secretary of States

Further the "REMIC DEPOSITOR" failed to comply with the requirements to maintain a valid corporation status. In the State of _________________________, it clearly states that if a corporation owner fails to keep up the formalities or file State and Federal Taxes to keep the entity legally viable, the corporation will be either suspended, surrendered or unregistered to do business in said State. In that event, the corporation is suspended by the "LENDER OF CREDIT TO THE BORROWER MERS" and cannot legally conduct business within the State. Once the "REMIC" itself was suspended, the "ENTITY" loses its rights and becomes the equivalent of an unregistered corporation or a surrendered corporation "LENDER" who also failed to file the required reinstatement forms and/or a required reviver forms Pursuant to Cal. Rev. and Tax Code section §23301.   Meaning neither the REMIC, or _________________________ hold the right to sue or defend itself while in suspension.  Said section also applies to unregistered or surrendered corporations such as an SEC 15(d) filing, a failed institution, or the like. MERS was the PRICIPLE BORROWER making the REMIC players and Mr. Cooper accessories after the fact. 

Financial Code

An individual is defined under the IRC as a United States Government Employee under Title 5 USC §552(a)2. A person is further defined as such under 18 U.S. Code § 2510 (6) as employee of the State for which is defined as any territory or possession of the United States. Under 18 USC §208 a Federal Reserve bank director, officer, or employee, or an officer or employee of the District of Columbia, including a special Government employee, participates personally and substantially as a Government officer or employee, through decision, approval, disapproval, recommendation, the rendering of advice, investigation, or otherwise, in a judicial or other proceeding, application, request for a ruling or other determination, contract, claim, controversy, charge, accusation, arrest, or other particular matter in which, to his knowledge, he, his spouse, minor child, general partner, organization in which he is serving as officer, director, trustee, general partner or employee, or any person or organization with whom he is negotiating or has any arrangement concerning prospective employment, has a financial interest.  

_________________________ and "OTHERS" appear, and is evidenced, to be aiding and abetting a Federal MATTER, SUBJECT to the penalties set forth in 18 USC §208 section §216 of this title. 

Lending License

The Originating "Lender":  _________________________ failed to comply with _________________________ State finance lending laws governing the business of making, engaging, or negotiating traditional “consumer loans” or traditional “commercial loans". 

The undisclosed MERS BORROWER failed to disclose any partnership arrangement with Individual for the treatment of Individual as an undisclosed BANK as further outlined in the accounting sanctions section. The signatures on behalf of the BORROWER MERS indicate that Nancy Walker was the MERS Vice President who executed an assignment of a pre-paid DEED OF TRUST when she was actually an employee of Aurora Loan Servicing.  The originating lender failed to disclose to Individual, they were originating on behalf of a TRUST and were not the actual "Lender".  By the REMIC failing to disclose who the actual "LENDER" was, _________________________ who was acting as the "Société Anonyme", failed to comply with _________________________ State licensing requirements. _________________________ is in violation the State requirement that no PERSON may participate as a "LENDER" or broker of consumer or commercial loans in _________________________ State without obtaining a license from the _________________________ State Commissioner of Business Oversight.  

The _________________________ State corporate commissioner requires out-of-state lenders who make loans to _________________________ residents must be licensed in the respective State as a finance lender. _______________________misled the Individual grantor by failing to disclose that they were acting on behalf of the REMIC Originator as a PASS-THROUGH MERS "BORROWER", which is a willful violation of the finance lenders law and carries a fine of up to $10,000 and/or imprisonment for a one year term. _________________________ who was acting as the "Société Anonyme" failed to file an application with the _______________________State Department of Corporations that demonstrate a net worth in excess of $25,000.  These applications, assigned under penalty of perjury, include financial statements prepared according to generally accepted accounting principles (GAAP).  This in turn, failed to comply with the licensing requirements procedures of _________________________ State and Federal law under the Truth in Lending Act (TILA) _________________________ who was acting as the "Société Anonyme" must file a $25,000 surety bond with the commissioner of corporations together with other required application materials required.  The surety bond must be maintained at all times after the license is issued.  

Licenses that operate from more than one business location must apply for an additional branch office license for each location, but only one surety bond is required for all locations. Licensees must preserve their books, accounts, and records for the required years in compliance with State laws. Any licensee located outside of _________________________ State must also agree to make its books, accounts, papers, records and files available to the Corporate Commissioner.   

_________________________ as a licensee is subject to certain restrictions on advertising and all advertisements (whether printed or oral) must include the license under which the MERS BORROWED loans would be made or arranged.   _________________________ failed to comply with corporation, employee, broker, real estate, or securities license for their wholesale broker arrangements. If there is no corporate status, the recorded chain of title is null and void per operation of law. Further as _________________________ was granted privilege on behalf of the originator of a Special Purpose Vehicle now coming forward as a holder in due course, SEC licensing and IRS 8594 asset acquisition forms would appear to be missing from our investigations.  Should any BAR attorneys come forth to make presentments of first-hand knowledge as both witness and attorney, they too would be failing to provide such missing documentation needed to verify the irrevocable transfers upon these other than ordinary "TITLE" seisens.  This would also suggest a misappropriation of assets within the REMIC TRUST IT"SELF".  We would recommend a review of the Majority Action Affidavits that called forth the foreclosures along with the Undertaking Bonds necessary for any state courts actions prior to the recommendation of a full Dunning report audit.  The Trademark MERS is a Copyright document.   Under 28 U.S. Code § 1338. (a) No State court shall have jurisdiction over any claim for relief arising under any Act of Congress relating to patents, plant variety protection, or copyrights.


State Taxes

_________________________ who was acting as the "Société Anonyme" in the State of _________________________ failed to comply with State tax laws. When a business entity transacting business in the State of _________________________ as an undisclosed BANKING PARTNER the "Société Anonyme" NAME only registered as a parcel holder.  This would also mean the UNDISCLOSED PARTNER failed to register, failed to comply with State filings and have not filed any State taxes or minimum Franchise or Annual Tax or Domestic Public Relations fees/taxes. Mutual benefit, domestic or foreign nonprofit tax-exempt corporations must file the required tax returns.  Failure to file said returns, results in suspension and/or forfeiture.  No proper forms were filed by the Individual that gave authorization to the disclosed Lender in regard to such partnership arrangements. See California Franchise Tax Board, FTB Pub.1038. (or applicable State law).

IRS

The BORROWER MERS created an involuntary conversion to income through a Government Election of Action, which was discovered during these investigations.  It is evidenced by the MERS MIN Number which identifies the MERS BORROWER'S loan and the originating REMIC entity professing to be the LENDER. The goods and services which were offered to consumers (aka investors) were reverse purchase and sale leasebacks based upon the Individual 's performance to repay a MERS BORROWED loan. (Which essentially placed the Individual as a Government employee paying rent). The MERS BORROWER pledged the Individual 's performance as collateral against said loan. The security instrument was the undisclosed MERS TRADEMARK evidencing MERS as the BORROWER of said security agreement. The closing escrow settlement number evidences the loan in question, and indicates that it was paid upon inception. In turn meaning, these involuntary conversions of income were unreported taxable gains by MERS the BORROWER as the "Société Anonyme Borrower" failed to report the following tax Forms to the IRS:

1. Form 1098 mortgage interest 
2. 1120-REIT U.S. Income Tax Return for Real Estate Investment Trust and attached Schedule D Form 1120
3. Form 4797 Net gain or loss 
4. Form 4562 Depreciation (in re: IRC section 957(c)(2)(B) and 1221(a)(1)). 
5. Form 8938 Statement of Specified Foreign Financial Assets 
6. Form 3520 Annual Return to Report Foreign Financial Assets 
7. Form 8621 Information Return by a Shareholder of a Passive Foreign Investment Company or Qualified Electing Fund
8. Form 8865 Returns of U.S. Persons with Respect to Certain Foreign Corporations
9. Form 5471.  Information Return of U.S. Persons with Respect to Certain Foreign Corporations.
10. Form 1099-INT Interest income from a promissory note. (Failed to send to undisclosed PARTNER/GRANTOR)
11. Form 1060 Asset Acquisition Statement (in re: reporting full ownership of the promissory note; required to be filed to determine an increase or decrease in consideration)
12. Form 4797 Business Property Form with attached FORM 1120, U.S. Corporation Income Tax Return.
13. Form 1125(E) Compensation of Officers taxes and license interest due under the look-back method, completed long-term contracts with attached FORM 8697
14. Form 5452 Corporate Report of non-dividend distributions (failure to report accounting method)
15. Form 851 Affiliations Schedule (for each subsidiary FORM 8281)
16. Form 1120-IC-DISC Shareholder's Statement of IC-Distributions Schedule K (total receipts for tax year less than $250,000.)
17. Form 8300 (report of cash payments over $10,000 received in a trade business along with a Finance Report 112.)
18. Form 8329 Lenders Information Return for Mortgage Credit Certificate (MCC).  Form 8329 is used by lenders of certified indebtedness amounts, that provides the IRS with information regarding the issuance of MCC under section 25.
19. IRC Section 351 Assets Received. (in which any of the transferred assets had a fair market basis or fair market value of more than $1,000,000.)
The penalty for any person required to file Form 8329 may be subject to a $200 penalty for each Form that is not filed by the due date.  The maximum penalty is $2000. 
	
The "MERS BORROWER as the Société Anonyme" failed to comply with IRC 26 USC §83 property transferred in connection with performance of services.  "MERS BORROWER as the Société Anonyme"  failed to file 1099C upon inception as the DEED OF TRUST is reflected referencing an Escrow Bill of Sale.  Because "MERS BORROWER as the Société Anonyme"  failed to file such return, negligence penalty or other sanction may be imposed for taxable income resulting from this transaction by the bad actors involved. 

In accordance with Publication 550, Investment Income and Expenses, including capital gains and losses, any capital gains, losses, and sale of home resulting in a theft of abuse and misrepresentation stemming from a tax evasion scheme, violates IRC Title 26 §7201 and §7206. This counter claim is the result of these investigations on behalf of the United States Treasury.  See attached casualty theft IRS Form 4684 pursuant to Publication 584B which calls for a list of collateral, or statement of collateral under UCC §9-201.This in turn acts as both a claim and a counter claim, and is based upon the involuntary conversion of income upon inception of the DEED OF TRUST by the provision of the IRS codes as follows:  								
	Title 26 USC §6655, Failure by Corporation to Pay Estimated Income Tax.  		Title 26 USC §6050I (cash received in a transaction reported under Title 31)
	Title 31 USC §5331 using the following forms:	
	
	Form §8300 FinCen112 26 USC §6109 and 6103, Form 4797, Form 851, Form 1125A, 		Form 4797 1125E, Schedule D, 4562 Schedule A, Form 2220 IRC 965(a) Form 5471,		Form 8992, form 8993, Form 8991, Form 1118, Form 8834, Form 3800, Form 8827, 	Bond 8912, Form 4255, Form 8611, Form 8697 Form 8866, Form 8902, Form 965-B, 	Form 4466, Form 7004, Form2439, Form 4136, Form 851, Form 5452, Form 5472, 
	Form 8281, 

	Regulation 1.1322.21(6)(3); The corporation did not file required Form 1099; IRC 391 	Transfer- 1042 and 10425 Chapter 3 Sec 1441-1446; Sec.1441-1464-1471-1474 	sec267A; 59A(e)(2) and (3); Form 8991, section 163; section 448C; Form 8990, 
	Form 8996, line 14. Schedule L Line 8. Concealment; 1099C Cancellation; Form 926 	Sec 361(a).

	Further Regs. Sec. 1.1502-13(g)(4)(i)(C) provides that Sec. 108(a) does not apply to 	income from an intercompany obligation. Therefore, COD income of a member must be 	included in the gross income of the member realizing the income, with a corresponding 	bad debt expense deduction to the other member.  
  
Addressing the subrogated hypothecation of the unwitting Individual by the presumption of a 1099-A abandoned partnership interest filing by an unauthorized holder in due course. When perfected security interest in proceeds becomes unperfected it falls under UCC§ 9-315. Secured Party's Rights on Dispossession of Collateral and Proceeds.  If an erroneously filed financing statement presumes to cover the original collateral, the security interest in proceeds which appears perfected under subsection (d)(1) becomes unperfected at the later of: 		

· (1) when the effectiveness of the filed financing statement lapses under Section §9-515 or is terminated under Section §9-513; §9-513 by a Termination Statement. 	
· (d) [Effect of filing termination statement.] or (2) the 21st day after the security interest attaches to the proceeds. 
· Except as otherwise provided in Section §9-510, upon the filing of a termination statement with the filing office, the financing statement to which the termination statement relates ceases to be effective. 
· Except as otherwise provided in Section §9-510, for purposes of Sections 	       §9-519(g), §9-522(a), and §9-523(c), the filing of a termination statement indicates that the Individual is now a transmitting utility also causes the effectiveness of the financing statement to lapse.  This Results in a misappropriation of an exchange of like-kind property. (See Like-Kind Exchanges in Publication 544 and USC §61(a)(1), USC §180 (I), for Advance Tax Payer Form information on the 1099-A and 1099-C). 

According to the Internal Revenue Service (IRS), Employer Identification Numbers (EIN) are issued for the purpose of tax administration and are not intended for participation in any other activities (e.g., tax lien auctions or sales, lotteries, etc.) The alleged loan servicers employer tax responsibilities are explained (Publications 15, 15-A and 15B). Please also note that Publication 15 provides information on employer tax responsibilities related to domestic and offshore taxable wages, employment tax withholding and which tax returns must be filed. More complex issues are discussed in Publication 15-A. Tax treatment of many employee benefits can be found in Publication 15. The IRS recommend your client thoroughly review these publications from IRS.gov. Copies can be requested online (search “Forms and Publications"). 

Further, since Public Law 99-514 is not listed in the Parallel Table of Authority required by the Federal Register Act, the applicable section at 44 USC §1505(a) consequently has no application in the several States.  As to the use of an undisclosed trademark BORROWER Agreement as an employee leaseback for offering PEOPLE as goods and services while misappropriating involuntary conversions of income. See Am. Jur. 2d, Embezzlement §§33-35, 18 USC §1510, §1512, and §1513 pertaining the definition of human trafficking corresponding with the Executive Order dated Dec 21, 2017. 

The "MERS BORROWER as the Société Anonyme"  failed to comply with the Department of the Treasury Internal Revenue Publication 542 Corporations, which is automatically an unauthorized use of your Social Security Number.  This is a violation of the 1974 Privacy Act as even implied contracts must hold Individual awareness. See Uniform Voidable Transactions Act. 

Equitable and Estoppel Tolling Principles are uniformly applicable in Federal cases to prevent running of the statues of limitations.  When essential facts are concealed from general public at large. ie. "PEOPLE" defined as commercial performing and non-performing government securities asset with a maturity of more than 9 months is excluded from the definition of a note by statutory construction. See UCC §3-306.  

The Bank Secrecy Act under, Title 31 USC section §5311, also found at Interpol 22 USCA 263a regulations under section 6050P, reporting of discharge of indebtedness, were published in the Federal Register (TD 8506) (58 FR 68301) (TD 9430) (73 FR 66539).

In re: UCC §3-419 and UCC §3-503, Title 18 USC Sec. §1584 makes it a Federal crime or offense for anyone to willfully hold another PERSON in involuntary servitude by Fraudulent Assumpsit.  This is misuse of GSA SF 273 (the reinsurance agreement), SF 274 (the Miller Act Reinsurance Performance Bond), SF235 (the Miller Act Reinsurance Payment Bond) of forced summary judgement without declaratory judgement (aka Bid Bonds, Performance Bonds, and Payment Bonds used as DEED OF TRUST instruments of intellectual property).

Pursuant to Treasury Delegation Order No. 91, the IRS entered into such a "Service Agreement" with the US Treasury Dept. (See Public Law 94-564, Legislative History, pg.5967, Reorganization Plan No. 26) and the Agency for International Development. This agency is an international paramilitary operation and according to the Dept of the Army's Field manual (1969) 41-10, pgs 1-4, Sec. 1-7(b) , 1-6, Sec. 1-10 (7) (c) (1), and 22 USCA 284 18 USC 1001 for "conspiracy against rights" 18 USC 241. The Individual holds the right to be made whole again after such unlawful conversions used as a tradable commodity which irrevocably converted income in exchange for the Individual's labor. UCC 1-201(44) generally says that a person gives value to get rights. If one person is giving value, another person is asked to give rights in exchange. Where not rights exist, attempting to qualifying as debtor relationship is mute because the creditor becomes the hypothecated person.  Forced "ejectment" while under duress equals rescission in both equity and common law and correlates with TILA at a congressional level which cannot be hypothecated by third party incidental subrogation's.  

  Security Exchange Commission (SEC)

"MERS BORROWER as the Société Anonyme" failed to comply with the Form S-3, Registration Statement issuer. Requirements for an issuer to register securities on Form S-3, must have a class of securities registered under section 12, or have been subject to section 15(d) of the Exchange Act for the past 12 months.  Further they must have been a timely filing of all exchange Act reports required to be filed during those past months, other than Form 8-k required solely under items 1.01, 1.02, 1.04, 2.03, 2.04, 2.06, 4.02(a) or 5.02(e). The undisclosed " Société Anonyme BANKING PARTNER" therefore cannot be in default neither currently or previously on any material debt or long-term lease at the end of the most recent fiscal year upon the goods and services they were providing.  The Master Servicers of the REMIC cannot have failed to pay any dividends or sinking fund installments on preferred stock at the end of the most recent fiscal year either; The REMIC itself couldnot have filed with the SEC and posted on its corporate website all interactive data files (XBRL information) required to have been filed during the past 12 months (and any portion of the month in which the issuer intends to file the registration statement. THE MERS NA MEMBER BANKS also failed to comply with S-3 Registration statement Transaction requirements has a class of unreported stock listed on the National Securities Exchange.  Meanings MERS as the "BORROWER" is in default of the commodities offering.  Further because settlements have been reported under the IRS codes to the consumer/investors, attorneys are not able to bring forth 51% of the original certificate holders under a Majority Action Affidavit to initiate a foreclose.  

Contracts

In re: Date of Document: _______________________.  Addressing nondisclosure violations in the Deed of Trust by counter claim. _______________________misrepresented and deceitfully engaged/ or is attempting to engage/ in removal of the collateral pledged though "IDENTITY" theft, by not disclosing their TRUE FORM with the Secretary of State.  There was no Lending License or Bond; there was no State Taxes being reported.  The assigned SSN was used, or is being positioned to be used, for a partnership abandonment Tax evasion scheme of a differed involuntary conversion to income in ORDER to evade these taxes owed through IDENTITY theft as follows:							
· Intentional misrepresentation of Material facts
· Intent to defraud
· Mislead to justifiably rely upon
· Willful intent to do harm to the other partner
Where title is transferred upon a deferred tax evasion scheme: (a) a judgment lien on personal property described in Section §697.530 is created by filing a notice of judgment lien in the office of the Secretary of State pursuant CCP section §§697.510- 697.670.  Except as provided in subdivision (b) of Section 697.540, a judgement lien may not be created under this article if the money judgement is payable in installments unless all the instalments under the judgment have become due and payable at the time the notice of judgment lien is filed. (d) A continuation statement may be filed only within the six-month period prior to the expiration of the five-year period specified in subdivision (b).1 (e) A continuation statement that is not filed within the six-month period prescribed by subdivision (d) is ineffective.		
GAAP

The loss adjustment of the base utilized against the future derivative under ASC 310, ASC 320 and ASC 380 can be utilized to reconvert the stocks back into the original “asset”. This can be accomplished under ASC 470-60 from the “DEBTORS” perspective by the re-assignment through the U.S. Treasury Department for an immediate forgiveness write off against the blighted collateralized non-perfected securities as outlined in FASB ASC Topic 740 as it pertains to the MASTER TRUSTS REMIC depreciation and capitalization. The exclusion of overhead would be a departure from GAAP reporting creating Uncertain Tax Positions which can be sustained under full IRS audit calling into question tax exempt status. Income from discharge of indebtedness could then be applied in a forced restructure under Diminution of Loss principle. See also ‬Internal Revenue Code Section

"MERS BORROWER as the Société Anonyme" violated GAAP.  The bookkeeping entries reflect the intent, mutual understanding and agreement of both parties never transpired.  "MERS BORROWER as the Société Anonyme" failed to comply with GAAP recording the economic transaction between MERS BORROWER and Grantor.  The Grantor's credit was used for an undisclosed MERS BORROWER arrangement who had acted on behalf of the Grantor as an undisclosed partner.  "MERS BORROWER as the Société Anonyme" received a rental under the presumption of a Promissory Note without loaning valuable consideration.  The Grantor's new undisclosed partner by self-serving assignments, _________________________, is coming forth on behalf the NOM DE JURE of the Grantor _________________________ now claiming to be the original servicer of a terminated SEC REMIC.  As the Grantor's BORROWING partner after the fact, _________________________ failed to comply with the Generally Accepted Auditor Standard (GAAS) as to whether the corporation on the Deed contract fulfilled the agreement to legally own a legitimate "Promissory Note". Since _________________________ failed to disclose this information, these MATTERS now go beyond gross negligence on the part of _________________________ as an accessory after the fact to the PRICIPLE BORROWER MERS. GAAS requires _________________________ to know and comply with all GAAP required bookkeeping and intermediate accounting, otherwise this is touches matters of criminality included but not limited to theft., embezzlement, defalcation, misappropriations, breach of trust etc.  
Identity Theft

_________________________ is now using the "GRANTOR" Identity based on a federilized corporate fraud Tax evasion scheme initiated by the MERS BORROWER and the MERS MEMBER further identified herein.  The corporate fraud refers to illegal activities undertaken by an individual or company that is done in a dishonest or unethical manner.  Corporate Fraud schemes go beyond the scope of an employees stated or implied position and are marked by their complexity and economic impact on the business, as well as other employees and outside parties.  

THE MERS BORROWER committed Identity theft, also known as Corporate or Commercial Identity Theft; which involves the illegal impersonation of a business (or a business employee) for monetary gain. Essentially business identity theft occurs for the same reason that consumer/Grantors identity theft fraud does, the use of personal data for financial gain to defeat taxes for other than ordinary uses. Misrepresentation of information to apply for and obtain credit not otherwise allowed to be granted is fraud.  At this level, when the States are engaged in unlawful foreclosures, it is an Escheat used for the purpose of a 1031 exchange.   

Frauds are known to often begin with some form of identity theft where the Grantor(s) own personal information is used against him.  A complete and accurate accounting required for all existing and applied mortgages, loans, liens, collateral and/or debt obligations is required.  Nothing can be omitted and everything must be traceable back to the source as written within appropriate documentation. All information provided by _________________________/s/_________________________ is been sent to the Federal Trade Commission and the SEC for immediate enjoinder prosecutions.

All the details related to the property must be included, especially if it has an altering or reducing effect on any tax values by purposely altering property details or leaving out information to inflate property values through theft.  _________________________ obtained the "GRANTOR/s/" identity by filing bogus documents, complete with forged signatures, claiming that the property owner owns a fake unlicensed corporation. 

This claim is based upon the United States Statutes at Large, 83rd Congress 20th, Session 1954 Volume 68A of IRC Section 165.  Losses (e).  Theft Losses for the purposes of Section 165 subsection (a), any loss arising from theft shall be treated as sustained during the taxable year which the taxpayer discovers such loss.  The Provisions of these Codes confirms the involuntary conversion.

Claim

The Counter Claim and Claim amount plus mail fraud pursuant to Title 18 §1341 is adjustable for $20,000,000 upon the last known 10k SEC filing inclusive of the total tax years from 04/07/2006 to current.  This 10b5 enjoinder report is being submitted under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America that the foregoing is true and correct, and hereto attached with these forms.  Executed and Directed on 10/28/2020


Case Law Supplement

[bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK2]American Communications Association v. Douds, 339 U.S. 382, 442, (1950):
"It is not the function of our Government to keep the citizen from falling into error; it is the function of the citizen to keep the government from falling into error." 

Eisenberg v. Commercial Union Assurance Co., 189 F. Supp. 500 (1960): "It is to be noted that the statute differentiates between States of the United States and foreign states by the use of a capital S for the word when applied to a State of the United States." 

CALIFORNIA GOVERNMENT CODE §54950: "The people insist on remaining informed so that they may retain control over the instruments they have created.” [Emphasis added]. "The people, in delegating authority, do not give their public servants the right to decide what is good for the people to know and what is not good for them to know...” 

NOTE: *63C Am. Jur. 2d, Public Officers and Employees, §247* “As expressed otherwise, the powers delegated to a public officer are held in trust for the people and are to be exercised in behalf of the government or of all citizens who may need the intervention of the officer. [1] Furthermore, the view has been expressed that all public officers, within whatever branch and whatever level of government, and whatever be their private vocations, are trustees of the people, and accordingly labor under every disability and prohibition imposed by law upon trustees relative to the making of personal financial gain from a discharge of their trusts. [3] and owes a fiduciary duty to the public. [4] It has been said that the fiduciary responsibilities of a public officer cannot be less than those of a private individual. [5]  Furthermore, it has been stated that any enterprise undertaken by the public official who tends to weaken public confidence and undermine the sense of security for individual rights is against public policy.  Fraud in its elementary common law sense of deceit-and this is one of the meanings that fraud bears [483 U.S. 372] in the statute. See United States v. Dial, 757 F.2d 163, 168 (7th Cir1985) includes the deliberate concealment of material information in a setting of fiduciary obligation. A public official is a fiduciary toward the public, and if he deliberately conceals material information from them, he is guilty of fraud. McNally v United States 483 U.S. 350 (1987) [Emphasis added].

Angle v. Chicago, St. P., M. & Omaha Ry. Co.,151 U.S. 1, 3 (1894):  "...it was said 'that wherever a man does an act which in law and in fact is a wrongful act, and such an act as may, as a natural and probable consequence of it, produce injury to another, and which in the particular case does produce such an injury, an action on the case will lie." 

FRAUD: An intentional perversion of truth for the purpose of inducing another in reliance upon it to part with some valuable thing belonging to him or to surrender a legal right; a false representation of a matter of fact, whether by words or by conduct, by false or misleading allegations, or by concealment of that which should have been disclosed, which deceives and is intended to deceive another so that he shall act upon it to his legal injury.
Title 18, Section §1346.  “For the purposes of this chapter, the term “scheme or artifice to defraud” includes a scheme or artifice to deprive another of the intangible right of honest services.  [Emphasis added].  
COLOR OF LAW: The appearance or semblance, without the substance, of legal right. Misuse of power, possessed by virtue of state law and made possible only because the wrongdoer is clothed with authority of state, is action taken under color of law. Atkins v. Lanning, D.C. Okl. 415, F. Supp. 186, 188.  [Black's Law Dictionary, 5th Ed. pg. 241, (1979)].

Internal Revenue Code §860D(a)(4) must be transferred within three months or 90 days; (4) Trust (ie. REMIC ,as defined in Title 26,Subtitle A Chapter 1, Subchapter M, Part II§§ 850-862) and The certificate-holders cannot hold the note or DOT: (i.e. REMIC as defined in Title 26, Subtitle A, Chapter 1, Subchapter M, Part II 850 § § -862) cannot hold assets, for if it does , its tax exempt status is violated and the Trust itself is VOID Ab initio.   Lawyers may argue they can transfer after but this is only a qualified loan to replace a defective mortgage and only up to a year.  

IRC, NY Trust laws and SEC law, and UCC 9: 2013 New York Consolidated Laws; EPT - Estates, Powers & Trusts Article 7 - TRUSTS ; Part 2 - (7-2.1 - 7-2.8) RULES GOVERNING TRUSTEES Act of trustee in contravention of trust; Universal Citation: NY Est Pow & Trusts L § 7-2.4 (2012).  Act of trustee in contravention of trust If the trust is expressed in the instrument creating the estate of the trustee, every sale, conveyance or other act of the trustee in contravention of the trust, except as authorized by this article and by any other provision of law, is void. 

NOTE: Unsigned requests for payment are invalid under California's Statute of Frauds, found at California Civil Code § 1624.

Federal Crop Insurance v. Merrill, 332 U.S. 380 (1947): “Anyone entering into an arrangement with the government takes the risk of having accurately ascertained that he who purports to act for the government stays within the bounds of his authority, even though the agent himself may be unaware of the limitations upon his authority.”  
 
Bailey v. Alabama, 219 U.S. 219,239:  "The power to create presumptions is not a means of escape from constitutional restrictions" [Presumption of law, is not law].

Vladis v. Kline 412 US 441, 449 (1973); Cleveland Bd. of Ed. v. La Fleur, 414 US 632, 639, 640 (1974): "A conclusive presumption may be defeated where its application would impair a party's constitutionally-protected liberty or property interests".

Roberts v. Del Monte Properties Co., 111 Cal.App.2d 69, 243 P.2d 914 (Cal. App. 1 Dist., 1952):   "...if the evidence is clear, positive, un-contradicted and of such a nature that it cannot rationally be disbelieved the court must instruct that a fact so proved has been established as a matter of law. Blank v. Coffin, 20 Cal.2d 457, 461, 126 P.2d 868."   

Frost &Frost Trucking Co. v. Railroad Comm'n of California, 271 U.S. 583: 
"It has been long established that a State may not impose a penalty upon those who exercise a right guaranteed by the Constitution".

Norton v. Shelby County 118 U.S. 425:  "An unconstitutional act is not law; it confers no rights; it imposes no duties...". 

In the United States, sovereignty resides in the people who act through the organs [Emphasis added] established by the Constitution. Chisholm v. Georgia, 2 Dall. 419, 471, 1 L. Ed. 440; Penhallow v. Doane's Administrators, 3 Dall. 54, 93, 1 L.Ed. 507; McCulloch v. Maryland, 4 Wheat. 316, 404, 405, 4 L Ed. 579; Yick Wo v. Hopkins, 118 U.S. 356, 370, 6 S. Ct. 1064, 30 L.Ed. 220. The Congress as the instrumentality of sovereignty is endowed with certain powers to be exerted on behalf of the people in the manner and with the effect the Constitution ordains. The Congress cannot invoke the sovereign power of the people to override their will as thus declared.  Perry v. United States, 294 U.S. 330, 353 (1935).

Bivens v. Six Unknown Agents, 403 U.S. 388, 29 L. Ed 2d 619, 91 S.Ct.1999 (1970):  "When a government agent acts in an unconstitutional manner, the agent becomes personally liable for damages".

COLOR OF OFFICE: Pretense of official right to do an act, made by one who has no such right. Kiker v Pinson, 120 Ga. App. 784, 172, S.E.2d 333,334. An act under color of office is an act of an officer who claims authority to do the act by reason of his office when the office does not confer on him any such authority. Maryland Cas. Co. v. McCormack, Ky., 488 S.W. 2d 347, 352.

Lavin v. Marsh, 644 F.2nd 1378, 9th Cir., (1981):  "Persons dealing with the government are charged with knowing government statutes and regulations and they assume the risk that government agents may exceed their authority and provide misinformation".

City of Dallas v. Mitchell, 245 S.W. 944 (Tex. App. - Dallas [5th Dist.], 1922):
"The rights of the individual are not derived from governmental agencies, either municipal, state or federal, or even from the Constitution. They exist inherently in every man, by endowment of the Creator, and are merely reaffirmed in the Constitution, and restricted only to the extent that they have been voluntarily surrendered by the citizenship to the agencies of government. The people's rights are not derived from the government, but the government's authority comes from the people." 

McCulloch v. Maryland, 17 U. S. 316, 383 (1819):  "…the authority of legislation in the state government is not unlimited; there are several limitations to their legislative authority. First, from the nature of all government, especially, of republican government, in which the residuary powers of sovereignty, not granted specifically, by inevitable implication, are reserved to the people. Secondly, from the express limitations contained in the state constitutions. And thirdly, from the express prohibitions to the states contained in the United States constitution".

The Ohio Life Insurance and Trust Company  v. Henry Debolt, Treasurer of Hamilton County, 57 U.S. 416, 16 How. 416, 14 L.Ed. 997 (1853):   "the people of the several States are absolutely and unconditionally sovereign within their respective territories" 
Frost v. Railroad Commission of State of California, 271 U.S. 583, 46 S.Ct. 605, 70 L.Ed. 1101 (1926) [Emphasis added]:  "It is not necessary to challenge the proposition that, as a general rule, the state, having power to deny a privilege altogether, may grant it upon such conditions as it sees fit to impose. But the power of the state in that respect is not (Page 594) unlimited, and one of the limitations is that it may not impose conditions which require the relinquishment of constitutional rights. If the state may compel the surrender of one constitutional right as a condition of its favor, it may, in like manner, compel a surrender of all. It is inconceivable that guaranties embedded in the Constitution of the United States may thus be manipulated out of existence". 

Laird v. Tatum 8212 288, 408 U.S. 1, 92 S.Ct. 2318, 33 L.Ed.2d 154 (1972): 
"The Constitution was designed to keep government off the backs of the people. The Bill of Rights was added to keep the precincts of belief and expression...".

U.S. Constitution, 9th amendment:  "The enumeration in the Constitution, of certain rights, shall not be construed to deny or disparage others retained by the people." 

Article 1 Section 8 Clause 17 in the Constitution, Title 4 USC §72 Public Offices at the seat of Government: "All offices attached to the seat of government shall be exercised in the District of Columbia, and not elsewhere, except as otherwise expressly provided by law." [Emphasis added]  [The only expressed exception is found in Title 48 USC §1612(a) Jurisdiction of District Court in the U.S. Virgin Islands, without any reference to the 50 states].

McCulloch v. Maryland, 17 U. S. 316, 426 (1819):  "This great principle that the constitution and the laws made in pursuance thereof are supreme; that they control the constitution and laws of the respective states, and cannot be controlled by them. From this, which may be almost termed an axiom, other propositions are deduced as corollaries... 1st. That a power to create implies a power to preserve: 2d. That a power to destroy, if wielded by a different hand, is hostile to, and incompatible with these powers to create and to preserve: 3d. That where this repugnancy exists, that authority which is supreme must control, not yield to that over which it is supreme".

Hagans v. Lavine, 415 U.S. 528:   "The law requires proof of jurisdiction to appear on the record of the administrative agency and all administrative proceedings".

There is a presumption against the waiver of constitutional rights, see, e.g., Glasser v. United States, 315 U.S. 60, 70—71, 62 S.Ct. 457, 464—465, 86 L. Ed. 680, and for a waiver to be effective it must be clearly established that there was 'an intentional relinquishment or abandonment of a known right or privilege.' Brookhart v. Janis, 384 U.S. 1, 86 S. Ct. 1245, 16 L.Ed.2d 314 (1966).

United States v. Minker, 350 U.S.179(1956):  "Where administrative action may result in loss of both property and life, or of all that makes life worth living, any doubt as to the extent of power delegated to administrative officials is to be resolved in citizen's favor, and court must be especially sensitive to the citizen's rights where proceeding is non-judicial".

Helvering v. Davis, 301 U.S. 619, 81 L.Ed. 1307, 57 S.Ct. 904:  "Social Security is not insurance at all but merely welfare".
 
California Civil Code, Section 1589: "A voluntary acceptance of the benefit of a transaction is equivalent to a consent to all obligations arising from it, so far as the facts are known, or ought to be known, to the person accepting" [Indoctrination is not education].  

United States Railroad Retirement Board v. Fritz, 449 U.S. 166 (1980); [Emphasis added]: "... railroad benefits, like social security benefits, are not contractual and may be altered or even eliminated at any time".  

Goldberg v. Kelly, 397 U.S. 254 (1970), The Supreme Court of the United States ruled that the Due Process Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment to the United States Constitution requires an evidentiary hearing before a recipient of certain government welfare benefits can be deprived of such benefit.

Economy Plumbing and Heating Co. v. US, 470 F. 2d 585 (1972) [Emphasis added]:  "No procedure is prescribed for non-taxpayers and no attempt is made to annul any of their rights and remedies in due course of law. With them [non-taxpayers] Congress does not assume to deal, and they are neither of the subject nor of the object of the revenue laws"…. 
"Revenue Laws relate to taxpayers, and not to non-taxpayers."  NOTE:  Registrations under 27 USC §7011 Parts19, 22, 25, 70, 194, 270, 285, 290 and 26 CFR Parallel Authorities 7025 Part 197 "revenue laws" are defined as commercial crimes. 

U.S. v. Tweel, 550 F.2d 297, 299-300 (1977):  "Silence can only be equated with fraud when there is a legal or moral duty to speak, or when an inquiry left unanswered would be intentionally misleading...  We cannot condone this shocking conduct...If that is the case we hope our message is clear.  This sort of deception will not be tolerated and if this is routine it should be corrected immediately".

Butchers' Union Co. v. Crescent Justice Co., 111 U.S. 746, 4 S.Ct. 652, 28 L.Ed. 585." [Black's Law Dictionary, 5th Edition, pg 645, (1979)]:  "The constitutional right of men to pursue their "happiness".  [This means the right to pursue any lawful business or vocation, in any manner not inconsistent with the equal rights of others, which may increase their prosperity, or develop their faculties, so as to give to them their highest enjoyment]. 

The Antelope, 23 U.S.66; 10 Wheat 66, 6 L. Ed. 268 (1825):  "Every man has a natural right to the fruits of his own labor... and no other person can rightfully deprive him of those fruits, and appropriate them against his will...". 

McGrain v. Daugherty, 273 U.S. 135, 166, 47 S.Ct. 319, 326, 71 L.Ed. 580 (1927), quoting  McDonald v. Keeler, 99 N.Y. 463, 482, 2 N.E. 615, 626 (1885):  "That the power may be abused, is no ground for denying its existence. It is a limited power, and should be kept within its proper bounds; and, when these are exceeded, a jurisdictional question is presented which is cognizable in courts".

Justice Street Improv Co. v. Pearson, 181 C 640, 185 P.(1962); O’Neil v. Dept. of Professional & Vocational Standards, 7 CA2d 393, 46 P2d 234 [Emphasis added]: “Jurisdiction is essential to give validity to the determinations of administrative agencies and where jurisdictional requirements are not satisfied, the action of the agency is a nullity...” 

F & S Contr. Co. v. Jensen, 337 F.2d 160, 161-162, (10th Cir.1963): “[I]t is now settled that when there is an issue as to the sufficiency of jurisdictional amount, the burden of providing jurisdiction is on the party asserting it. Justice of Lauden, Okla. v. Chapman, 257 F.2d 601 (10th Cir.);  McNutt v. General Motors Acceptance Corp., 289 U.S. 178, 56 S.Ct. 780, 80 L.Ed. 1135. 

California Code of Civil Procedure, Section 1897 [Emphasis added]:  The organic law is the Constitution of Government, and is altogether written. Other written laws are denominated statutes. The written law of this State is therefore contained in its Constitution and statutes, and in the Constitution and statutes of the United States. 

18 USC Sec. 242. Deprivation of rights under color of law:   Whoever, under color of any law, statute, ordinance, regulation, or custom, willfully subjects any person in any State, Territory, Commonwealth, Possession, or District to the deprivation of any rights, privileges, or immunities secured or protected by the Constitution or laws of the United States, shall be fined under this title, or imprisoned for any term of years or for life, or both, or may be sentenced to death.

Miranda v. Arizona, 384 US 436, 491:  "Where rights secured by the Constitution are involved, there can be no rule making or legislation which would abrogate them".  

Hall v. State, 933 S.W.2d 363, 326 Ark. 318. [Emphasis added]:  “Policy never becomes law no matter how well used or well accepted.  Policy never gains legal authority by usage”.  

[bookmark: OLE_LINK13][bookmark: OLE_LINK14]Wilkinson v. Leland, 2 Peters 657. [Without consent, no jurisdiction can be granted]:
"We know of no case in which a legislative act to transfer the property of A. to B. without his consent has ever been held a constitutional exercise of legislative power in any state in the Union. On the contrary, it has been constantly resisted as inconsistent with just principles by every judicial tribunal in which it has been attempted to be enforced". 

5 USC 552a:  “The purpose of the Act is to provide certain safeguards for an individual against invasion of personal privacy…to permit an individual to determine what records pertaining to him are collected, maintained, used, or disseminated by such agencies.”

Hale v. Henkel, 201 U.S. 43. [Emphasis added]:  "The individual ... owes no duty to the state … since he receives nothing there-from,  beyond the protection of  his life and property. His rights are such as existed by the law of the land long antecedent to the organization of the state,... He owes nothing to the public so long as he does not trespass upon their rights".

Interstate Commerce Commission v. Brimson, 154 U.S. 447, 479 (1894) [Emphasis added]: [As stated by Mr. Justice Field in Re Pacific Ry. Commission, 32 Fed. 241, 250,]	 "of all the rights of the citizen, few are of greater importance or more essential to his peace and happiness than the right of personal security, and that involves, not merely protection of his person from assault, but exemption of his private affairs, books, and papers from inspection and scrutiny of others. Without the enjoyment of this right, all others would lose half their value".

Kilbourn v. Thompson, 103 U.S. 168, 190.  "Neither branch of the legislative department , still less any merely administrative body, established by congress, possesses, or can be invested with, a general power of making inquiry into the private affairs of the citizen. We said in Boyd v. U.S., 116 U. S. 616, 630, 6 Sup. Ct. 524, and it cannot be too often repeated, that the principles that embody the essence of constitutional liberty and security forbid all invasions on the part of government and it's employees of the sanctity of a man's home and the privacies of his life".  

People v. Ortiz, 32 Cal.App.4th at p. 292, fn. 2, 38 Cal.Rptr.2d 59:  "A statute does not trump the Constitution". 

U.S. CONSTITUTION Article XIII:  Neither slavery nor involuntary servitude, except as a punishment for crime whereof the party shall have been duly convicted, shall exist within the United States, or any place subject to their jurisdiction. 2) CALIFORNIA CONSTITUTION ARTICLE 1 DECLARATION OF RIGHTS SEC. 6.  Slavery is prohibited. Involuntary servitude is prohibited except to punish crime.

The Hobbs Act defines "extortion" as "the obtaining of property from another, with his consent, induced by wrongful use of actual or threatened force, violence, or fear, or under color of official right". 18 USC §1951(b)(2).

NOTE: In adopting its rules and regulations, an administrative agency must act within the Constitution. (Sokol v. Public Utilities Commission (1966) 65 Cal.2d 247, 256, 53 Cal.Rptr. 673, 418 P.2d 265.) Obviously, administrative agencies, like police officers (People v. Cahan (1955) 44 Cal.2d 434, 437, 282 P.2d 905, (former Pen. Code, § 653h 'could' not authorize violations of the Constitution)), must obey the Constitution and may not deprive persons of constitutional rights.

Carter v. Carter Coal Co., 298 U.S. 238, 56 S.Ct. 855 (1936):   "It is no longer open to question that the general government ... possesses no inherent power in respect of the internal affairs of the states; and emphatically not with regard to legislation". 

U.S. v. Woodley, 726 F.2d 1328, 1338 (9th Cir. 1984):  "A practice condemned by the Constitution cannot be saved by historical acceptance and present convenience". 

Hurtado v. People of the State of California, 110 U.S. 516:  "The state cannot diminish rights of the people". 

People v. Reber, 223 Cal.Rptr. 139, 177 Cal.App.3d 523 (Cal. App. 3 Dist., 1986):
"...the constitutional confrontation clause has been held to prevail over a statutory privilege".  See People v. Di Maso, supra, 55 Ill.Dec. 650, 426 N.E.2d at p. 975; State v. Storlazzi (Conn.1983) 191 Conn. 453, 464 A.2d 829, 833.

Yick Wo v. Hopkins, Sheriff, etc, 118 U.S. 356, 6 S.Ct. 1064, 30 L.Ed. 220:  "For the very idea that one man may be compelled to hold his life, or the means of living, or any material right essential to the enjoyment of life, at the mere will of another, seems to be intolerable in any country where freedom prevails, as being the essence of slavery itself."  . . ." This principle of interpretation has been sanctioned by this court in Henderson v. Mayor of New York, 92 U. S. 259; Chy Luny v. Freeman, 92 U. S. 275; Ex parte Virginia, 100 U. S. 339; Neal v. Delaware, 103 U.S. 370; and Soon Hing v. Crowley, 113 U. S. 703; S. C. 5 Sup. Ct. Rep. 730". 

Angle v. Chicago, St. P., M. & Omaha Ry. Co., 151 U.S. 1, 3 (1894):  "...it was said 'that wherever a man does an act which in law and in fact is a wrongful act, and such an act as may, as a natural and probable consequence of it, produce injury to another, and which in the particular case does produce such an injury, an action on the case will lie".

18 USC Sec. 241. Conspiracy against rights:  "If two or more persons conspire to injure, oppress, threaten, or intimidate any person in any State, Territory, Commonwealth, Possession, or District in the free exercise or enjoyment of any right or privilege secured to him by the Constitution or laws of the United States, or because of his having so exercised the same…. they shall be fined under this title or imprisoned for any term of years or for life, or both, or may be sentenced to death."

5 USC §556(d):  "Except as otherwise provided by statute, the proponent of the rule or order has the burden of proof... A sanction may not be imposed or rule or order issued except on consideration of the whole record or those parts thereof cited by a party and supported by and in accordance with the reliable, probative, and substantial evidence... A party is entitled to present his case or defense by oral or documentary evidence, to submit rebuttal evidence, and to conduct such cross examination as may be required for a full and true disclosure of the facts" (Emphasis added).

Clark v. Stotts, 127 Cal.App.2d 589[key]:  “[4] The burden of proving all of the essential elements thereof is upon the person so relying, and if one element is wanting, then the claim must fail. (Yuba River Sand Co. v. Justice of Marysville, 78 Cal.App.2d 421, 429 [177 P.2d 642]; Sheehan v. All Persons, 80 Cal.App. 393, 401 [252 P. 337].) [Emphasis added].  

Soldal v. Cook County, 506 U.S. 56, 70, 121 L. Ed. 2d 450, 113 S. Ct. 538 (1992): 
"Certain wrongs affect more than a single right and, accordingly, can implicate more than one of the Constitution's commands. Where such multiple violations are alleged, we are not in the habit of identifying as a preliminary matter the claim's 'dominant' character. Rather, we examine each constitutional provision in turn". 

[bookmark: OLE_LINK9][bookmark: OLE_LINK10]Larson v. Domestic Foreign Commerce Corporation, 337 U.S. 682, 69 S.Ct. 1457, 93 L. Ed. 1628 (1949) [Emphasis added]:   "...where the officer's powers are limited by statute, his actions beyond those limitations are considered individual and not sovereign actions. The officer is not doing the business which the sovereign has empowered him to do or he is doing it in a way which the sovereign has forbidden. His actions are ultra vires his authority and therefore may be made the object of specific relief. It is important to note (Page 690) that in such cases the relief can be granted, without impleading the sovereign, only because of the officer's lack of delegated power. A claim of error in the exercise of that power is therefore not sufficient. (Page 692) The respondent's contention, which the Court of Appeals sustained, was that there exists a third category of cases in which the action of a Government official may be restrained or directed. If, says the respondent, an officer of the Government wrongly takes or holds specific property to which the plaintiff has title then his taking or holding is a tort, and 'illegal' as a matter of general law, whether or not it be within his delegated powers. He may therefore be sued individually to prevent the 'illegal' taking or to recover the property 'illegally' held." 

West Virginia Bd. of Ed. v. Barnett, 319 US 624, 638 (1943):   "One's right to life, liberty and property ... and other fundamental rights may not be submitted to vote; they depend on the outcome of no elections." 

Walz v. Tax Commission of New York Justice, 397 U.S. 664 at 678 (1970):
"It is obviously correct that no one acquires a vested or protected right  in violation  of the  Constitution  by long use, even when that span of time covers our entire national existence and indeed predates it".

McCulloch v. Maryland, 17 U. S. 316, 361 (1819):  "The 6th article of the constitution of the United States declares, that the laws made in pursuance of it, 'shall be the supreme law of the land, anything in the constitution, or laws of any state to the contrary notwithstanding.' By this declaration, the states are prohibited from passing any acts which shall be repugnant to a law of the United States".

I, do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will support and defend the Constitution of the United States and the Constitution of the State of California against all enemies, foreign and domestic; that I will bear true faith and allegiance to the Constitution of the United States and the Constitution of the State of California; that I take this obligation freely, without any mental reservation or purpose of evasion; and that I will well and faithfully discharge the duties upon which I am about to enter.

Counter Claimant: _________________________		 dated _____________


By Witness: ______________________________ /s/ ___________________________

By Witness: ______________________________ /s/ ___________________________	
		  FI ~~~:FAITH-LYNN :BRASHEAR /s/ Faith-Lynn Brashear 
			  UCC 3-419 for Claim Adjustor












STACKING ORDER



I. Form 2848
II. POA attachment
III. ACCOUNTING SANCTIONS AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF REMEDY CALCULATIONS (Including Purpose of forms outline)
IV. Form 211
V. MERS NATIONSBANK TRADEMARK Page 1-3 & Page 13 (Pg. 13 of the trademark shows MERS transferring POA to their NA MEMBER BANKS)
VI. Form 14039 Presentment as a Letter of Credit
VII. Form 95(a) Presentment as a Counter Claim
VIII. SEC TRC Form
IX. MAIL FRAUD Form
X. Substitute Form 4684
XI. Form 8302 or Form 8396 whichever is applicable
XII. Proposed SF 24
XIII. EHXIBITS																																														EXIBITS																			
1. 1099-A (as available or response from attorney/foreclosing entity as to whom the issuer will be for accounting purposes)
2. REMIC TERMINATION attachment
3. Last known 10-D to identify the line adjustment 
4. Page one prospectus to show attachment to the manipulated LIBOR Index
5. SEC AUDIT REPORT
6. Page 1-4 of the DEED OF TRUST & the page where the reconveyance 	             (usually 23 or 23) 
7. RECORDED DOCUMENTATION to show GRANTOR (i.e. TDS ) 
8. The NOD will show the TRUSTOR The trustor or grantor of a trust is the person who creates the trust, and whom is acting as the BENEFICIARY of the NOM DE JURE.
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