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Surrender by Registered Mail #

(o

Citizen Joseph D, Saunders
Skamania County, Washington
non-resident/Domestic Delivery
c/o M.P. 1.83 Berge Road
Stevenson, Washington

Fostal Zone 98648

Ry

Department of Health & Human Services MAssociate General cunsel,
Social Security Administration Strial Security Division
Commissioner, Acting: Louis D.Enoff Donald Gonya
6401 Security Boulevard 6401 Secruity Boulevard
Baltimore, MD 2123% Baltimore, MD 21235
FILED FOR REGORD
PUBLIC NOTICE DIRECTIVE TO: SKAHANIA CO. WAL
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES 8Y Dansal {es
SECRETARY TOULS W. SULLIVAN, M.D. .
AND SOCTAL SECRUITY ADMINISTRATION o P
COMMTSSIONER, ACTING: LOUIS D. ENOFF FEB ” 2 12 M %

[ X ad m
SURRENDER. OF SOCTAL SECURITY CARD AND Al( %ﬁ‘flﬁ% }"
USE OF REGISTRATION NUMSER GARY M, OLsglN
PUBLIC NOTICE OF SURRENDER BY AFFIDAVIT
“"De plactio transgressionis"

State of Washington

)
) Subscribed,; Sworn and Sealed
)

County of Skamania
PREAMBLE

I, Citizen Joseph D. Saunders the undersigned atfiant and judicial
Power jus sanguinis Citizen of one of the American Republics, heing
a Waghington native natural born adult male, living on the Land within
the poundaries of Skamania County, as a judicial Power Cltizen of washington,
as such has heern for thirty=oné years hereby make this Limited appearance,
by Mfidavit, in Porpria Persona, proceeding juris et de jure, in Law,
at Common Law, conferring nor consenting to any foreism jurisdiction,
esicept to the the de jure judici-1 power of Washington or the Limitaiions
an¢ Prohi i¢ions respectively on all state, federal and international
government agencies or subdivisicns, quasi or not, when interscting
or dealing with them. Therefore, leb it be kuown that the undersigned,
is not a United States Goverrnment (Federal), or State employse nor an
Officer or employee of a corporation of the "United States" or a "State”,
nor a resident of Waghington, nor a "eitizen or (and) resident of the
United States", nor hns We ever been, and therefore prooseds without
reservation and without prejudice. Whereforr, the undersigned affiant
named herein being duly sworn and upon oath urider the penaley of perjury
deleares or evidences and deposes as such for the following course of
acticn:
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AFFIDAVIT AMENDMENT PROTECTION CLAUSE

I, the undersigned sovereigr State Citizen, in order to protect my 3
unalienable rights to life, liberty, and property, inclusive of my right .
to the proper in rem and in personam jurisdictional status, state that I ~
have been forced to amend certain documents, instruments and affidavits
due to the continued revelation and increased discovery of the undersigned's
mistakes of Law in part due to continuous acts, past and present, of misrep- 3
resentation, a withholding of material facts and undue influence upon the Yo
undersigned by the de facto goverrments and ultra vires agencies, both state
and federal, and therefore I declare that I am free to amend, as a matter
of substantive right, for I cannot be held iiable for acts, errors or ommis-
siong by goverrnments which are out of my control, and which would/may G
constitute fraud, de facto or ulira vires operation, in one form or another, =
by such said governmental agencies/bodies. therefore, I proceed at all times
"with reservation and without prejudice" to any of wmy unalieénable rights,
inclusive of my personal right to a "due process proceeding” under the res-
pective judicial power, either within She State of Washington or of the Union
of the several united States, united for and by the Constitution for the united
States of America; and furtoer,

I, Joseph D. Saunders the undersigned, a humah male, Citizen of 4
the State of Washington, and therekby one of the several American
Republicse, being first duly svorn, deposes and says:

1. '™at T am compeent to testify and have standing capacity to act =
as to the lawful matters herein; and further, L

2. That I hsve personal, executive, recorded and documented knowledge g2
of my statug/state and the facts and evidence stated herein for
justification ¢f my course of action; and further,

3. That under the rules of evidence, all tangible evidence, facts, :
presumptions, or law stated herein or attached records, are not .
hearsay, but true and correct and as such are admissible as real evidence

= izt of actions in fraud, concealment, withholding of material facts,
undue influence, threat, coercion, sedition or treason, bireach of public 1.
trust, and breach of Oath of Office, and as such if not rebutted [ F o
according to the maxim of law. "he who Pemains silent coodents" remain O
“reg judicata® by default and failure to answer. 'This subject !
matter of fraud in factum or otherwvise is Weing eviienced through-oub
the pages of the cmfirnatory document and instrument per cause
and material issue az hereinafter more fully appears, and if not
rebutted in complete entirety with contrary tangible evidence
of fact and law, will by the rules of evidence then stand as real
evidence againgt the identified perpetrators as herein proof of
fraud or moreover materislizesy and further,

(two) | i'-
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That currently I am pot a menber or participant in either the Armed
Forces of the United States or military gservice, or that of any
other nation, country or repuolic. That T am not, nor have I ever
ween a state or federal employer and'/or employee; and further,

That I, Joseph D. Saunders. Am of 1awful age znd competent; and

as such a native, natural horn Free judicial Power Citizen of Washington,
and thereby in one of the 50 wnited States of America, therefore oy
right of heritage, jus sanguinis descending from my Family who has

heen here in Washington since the 1800's, I'm a judicial Washington
Citizer, hy birth protected by the original Constitution Of Washington,
the Arvicies of Confederation of 1777, the Constituticn for the

united Teates of America (1789), ineluding its Presmble and the Bill

of Righta (1791); .nd therefore retains the unalienable rights

granted by God, as found in the positive law embodied in the Declaration
of Independence of 1776, binding rights upon myself and my posterity,
#hig day and for all time; and further,

Wherefore and exclusively I shall not waive my right to PROFERTY, for

as secured rights within Article 1. Sec. 7. "1ife, 1liberty, and property”
in the Constitution for the State of Washington (1889) an¢ also secured
under the protection of Articie 1V, Som, 2. C1. 1. "Citizens of the several
States", anc¢ the Fourth and ¥iffn Article of Amendment to the original
Constitution for the united States of ' hmerica; and further,

T have read the following Hearings, Revenue Rulings, Federal <ourt
Cases and TRC Regulations: ;

"Analysis of the Social Security System Hearings before a subcommittee
of the Ways and Means, House of Representative, Eighty-Third Congress,
First Sessitn on The Legal Sctatus of CAST Benefits, Novembher 27, 1933."
250 pages of fraud and concealment by Social Securiiy Board nov named
SSA.

mitle 76, Code section 3121(e) Definitions:

Skate, United States, and citizen.

Por purposes of this chapher--

(1) Stake. The term "State! includes the District of Columbia, the
Commorrealth of Puerto Rico, the Virgin Islands, Guam, and American
Samoa .

26 CFR 36.3121 (L)(1)-1, REV. BUL. 57-576

Agreements entered into by domestic corporations with respect to foreion
susidiaries.

(three)
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Social security coverage axtended to individuals employed by a

foreign subsidiary of a domestic corporation pursuvant to an agreement
under section 3121{1) of the Federal Insurance Contributions Act

s 1imited to United S:ates citizens. Accordingly , such coverage
co.Ses on the date that such an employee hecomes a citizen of another
country. Amounts paid under the agreement with respect to coverage
of such judividual prior to the date on which he became a citizen

of another sountry are not refundable.

Brookens v. United States, 627 F .2¢ 494 at 497 note 2; Executive Order
9397 of Novemher 22, 1943 provided:

NUMBERING SYSTEM FOR FEDERAL ACCOUNTS
RELATING TO INDIVIDUAL PERSCNS-

——- TWherees certain Federal agencies from time to time require in
the afministration of their activities a system of numerical
jdentification of accounts of individuval persons;

Whereas some seventy million psrsons have heretofore been assigned
account numbers pursuant £o the Social Security 2ct;

——— (Mmereas a large percentage of Federal employees have already heen
assigned account numbers pursuant to the social Security Act,

et sec.
w—= “Congress included in the original Act (Social Security) and hasg

gince retained, a clause reserving to it the right to alter, amend
or repeal nay provision of the act 1104, 49 Stak. 640 42 USC T3904."

Fleming v. Nestor 363 US 803

Spcial Security is not an accrued property right. Stewart Machine
sempany v.Davis 301 US 548.

we—  IRC 26 CER Se0. 301.6109-1 (g) Identifying numbers. "Nonyss ident
Slien exclusion. This section shall not apply to nonresident
aliens, foreign corperations, foreign partnetships, or foreign
private foundations that do not have income efrectively connectead
ith the conduct of a trade or business wirhin the United States
ané do not have an office or place Of business in the United States.”
See "Trade or Business" 26 IRC sec. 864 (0),(1) & (n) for proof!

COMPETAINT AND DECLARATION OF FRAUD
WINCULPATORY EVIDENCE OF DOLUS OR INTENT TO DEFRAUN"
oui vi raput, fur improbior esse widetur

Evidence of Fraud, Withholding of Material Facts,
Deception, Misinformation.

(four)
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That the Social Security Administration personally attaches this Yo
non-state or federal employee, State Citizen to a regional jurisdiction B
by agreement and subjects me to your foreign collection agent the
Internal Revenue Service and a United States court of regional

strict liability statutory power. Also, Social Security is administered
by an unauthorized regional venue with districts, not de jure States,
therefore there has been a false government created transition

of my personam, from State sovereignty to a regional foreign
territorialism under the unauthorized federal regional jurisdiction

of the "United States"/District of Columbia; and further,

. 7. They, the Social Security Administration, did not infoum this State

v. Citizen, Joseph D. Saunders, that I would be defined ‘as an artificial

person by agreement and statute (Title XT Sec. 1101 [1] [3] s.s.

Act 1935); and thus I would become a “person” who only had privileges

and immunities and no organic Constitutional secured rights to

my life, liwerty and property, also see Section 210Ll.{a) When used

in thig act —"(3) The term "person" means an individual, a trust

or estate. a Partnership, or a corporaticn."” Social Security Act, o
49 Stat 620 at 647 (1935); and further, e

8. They, the Sccial Security Administration, did not inform this Affiant
that Socixl Security registration wou ' reform the geographical e
area of the United States into Regiens and Districts within regions, .
not states, repealing all State boundaries and creating a fourth
branch of government; not authorized, pursuant to the Supremacy
Clause. (Title XTI 'Sec. 1101 [a] [2] s.5. Act 1935) alsc pursuant
to your Title 42 State Agreement; the term State is defined as
the District of Columbia and the term Governor is defined as the
Mayor of thé District of Columbia, you had no jurisdictien to involve
my State of Washington im this fraud; and further,

‘qﬁ 9. They, the Social Security Administration, did not inform this Affiant |
. that T would trecome a subject of the District of Columbia (Title
XI Sec. 1101 [a] {11 s.8. Act 1935 nor did they instruct me that
as an infant I could not enter into such an agreement nor Jdid they
inform me that the Social Security Application was limited to United
States cltizens, which I was not. Further the application had
a perjury clause for those who are within the United States which o
I was not, pursuant to Title 28, Sec. 1746 (2) which as an infant N
of a Gitizen of the State of Washington; and further, L

10. They, the Social Security Administration, did not inform this
Affiant of the Commmist lixe socialist Doctrine of the scheme
of social ingurance and how this form of insurance is totally opposite
of other schemes of private insurance; and further,

(five) . .
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They, the Social Securify Administration, did not inform this
fiant that T would not be able to personally enforce the Bill
of Rights against the legislation of the United States Congress;

and further,

They, the Social Security Administratcon, did not inform this Affiant
that they were scheming to abolish the Statute of 1776 (Declaration
of Independence) and reduce the people to slavery, via monetary
socialism by dicatorship in the United States; and further,

They, the Social Security Administration, 6id not Inform this Affiant
that the definitions in the Social Security Act did not confomm

to definitions in standard dicticnaries; and, they used a public :
office and place of trust and a superiority of knowledge to deceive i,
vhis Affiant into joining. After careful examinaticn of the Seecial ,
Security Act, 74th Congress, cession 1, Ch. 531, August 14, 1935,

page 636, Section 702, Duties of Social Securit’ ¥nard, the term oS
nSocial Insurance" is used. naocial Insuran~ s defined in Black's '
taw Dictionary as a "a comprebénsive welfare olan established by

1aw, generally compulsory in nature, and hased on @ program which

spreads the cost of benefits among the entire population rather

than on individual recipients. The federal government began to AP
use depreciating insurance programs to raise revenue for international 54
operations in 1935, with the passage of the Social SEcurity ACE.

The hasic federal and state approaches to social insurance presently A
in use are; 0ld Age; Survivors, and Disahility Insurance {(i.e. o
Social Security); Medicare and Medicaid; unemployment insurance; o
and worker's compensation.” Black's Law Dict. SER..2 724; and o
further, b o/

rurther; in 1938 in Ashwander V. T.V.A., 297 W.5. 288, 245, 56

S. Ct. 466, 482, 80 L. Ed. 688, according to the Ashwander court.
"anyone who partakes of the benefits or privileges of a given statute,
or anyone who even places himself into a position wlere he may

avail himself of those benefits at will, cannot reach constitutional
grounds to redress grievances in the courts against the given sta“ue." e

They, the Social Security Administration, did not inform this Affiant
when people, as State Cltizens. accepted Social Security they also .
acvepted its definition of "person,” and they too, then, are taxed o
for the prvilege of Federal Employment and citizenship and state { -
residence {Federal) through the personal income tux, state and federal.
The pecpile of the States were deceived by this act because he government
allowed the constitution to be altered outside the bounds of the

Preamble (Amendments 13-26) and thus the State Citizens fell victim

to government over man instead of man over government; and furthetr,
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15. Social Security {(FICA) is a yoluntary social insurance policy which, by
submission, suborns this affiant, an otherwise Free, Natural Citizen of
the State of Washirgton, inte the Federal, corporate, jurisdiction same said
as a Federal Employse or Employer, that has been created within regional
concepts, under the authority of the United States Constitution, 14th Amend-
ment, to divest the posterity of thejr birthright in the Statute of 1776
(The Declaration of Independoice) znd to reduce the posterity £o mere subjects
of the United States, in order to raise revenue for the cause of the New World
Order, an-: thereby, reduce the sovereignty of the several 50 States to no effect,
as districts, in a scheme of centralized/international government thresgh the
national socialist scheme of the Social Seeurity Act; and further,

16. The Social Sscurity (FICA) social insurance &cheme is deployed to limit,

by supersedeas quasi contract, my personam of de jure sanguinis "State Citizen,"
with intent, through misrepresentation, to impair, exort and divest me of my
God-given Unalienable Rights (viz, natural unalienable rights), otherwise prot-
ected by the limitations and prohibitions set out in the Organic Law for the
united States of America by requiring me through uninformed, implied and di .ect
co.sent (submission) to surrender or Llimit the affect’ of my perconam of & ate
Citizen, to accomplish ends wholly beyond the sphere marked out by the T .claration
of Independence (1776), the original Constitution for the United States of
America (1787), the Bill of Rights (1791) and the original Constituticn for the
State of Washington, an American tepublic; and further,

17. The social security scheme (FICA) is a stealthy encroachment on, aud an easy
way, via government controiled media blitz propaganda, to circumvent the limitations
and guarantees provided by “We the People," against centralized; international
government, specifically, but not limited to, the limitations and guarantees
against abridgment and subornation of my Inalienable and Unalienable Rights

granted by God, as expressed and asserted in the original Constitution for

the State of Washington, the Declaration of Independence(1776), as set out

in the original Constitution for the United States of America (1787) and its

Bill of Rights (1791), and, as earlier expressed and asserted in the Declaration,
and Resolves of The First Contirental Congress{1774); and further,

18. Participation in Socia’ Security, a social insurance policy, and
the agency (power of atlorney) scheme thereunder, is an attempt
by creatures of the government, or coparties, to compel me into
a joint adventure, with regional (interstate and international)
statutory implications, of an intragovernmental mature, in the un-
authorized jurisdiction(s) that new exist by the United States,
codified pursuant to declaratory dmendments not suthorized for
Citizens of the States, in the Constitution for the 'nited Statoy
of America; and further,

Only as an adult and not an infant, and by my informed cmnsent,

with full disclosure, can the government excercise an wauthorized
intragovernmentai authority over me, in the jurisdiction(s) of the
"United States" outside the limitations of the original Congs’ tusbion
(1787) and the Bill of Rights (1791); and further.

(seven)
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All powver (right) belongs within me, to accept or deny control,

in areas of law which are not within the jurisdiction of the organic
Constitution for the united States of America (1787) and the Constitutions
for the several States of the Union, that could pertain, or attempt

to goreain, to me, as one of "We the People" of the several States

found in the Preamble to the Constitution for the united States

of America (1787), which power (right) is protected by the limitations

and prohibltions set out in the Sth and 10th Articles in Amendment

to the Organic Constitution [Bill of Rights (1791)]; and further,

I was deceived. as an infant via media generated, undue influence

and government nondisclosure, due to a withholding of material

fact, therefore believing I was required, or could be required,

to obtain a Social Security account and number in order to exercise

my basic rights of Life, Liberty, Property and the Pursuit of Happiness,
and further,

I, the Affiant found that the application for Social Security hccount
(S8-5) contains no warning of its servitude implications or conditions,
nor does it set forth that it is for Federal Bnployeers or those

who live in federal aceas under the control of Congress nor wvhere

its servitude implications or conditions might be discovered: and
further,

SURRENDER OF SOCTAL SECURITY CAKD AND NUMBER
FOR JUST AND GUOD CAUSE

Wherefore, formal and .actual notice by affidavit is alsc given,
that I, Citizen Jogeph . Saunders, hereby SURRENDERS the use of the
assigned Seclal Security Card and Number 537-70-0687, (I have no card
to strrender because it was destroygd in the laundry.) and thereby waive
all stmtutory or regulatory benefits and obligations of the aforesaid
social insurance scheme; that I absolutely will not use your (Social
Security Administration) account established thereunder, identifying
nurbers or other identifiers, which represent said account, except Lo
repudiate; and,: Chat I will not apply for, receive or collzct, any
privilege or bensfits established under said social insurance scheme
whatsoever, and that your said numbered account will be treated as though
it had never been established as fully and completely as if same had
never been applied for or assigned; and further,

"ACQUITTANCE"
SURRENDER OF SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER AND CARD
FOR GUOD CAUSE
CAVEAT AND GRAVAMEN
CONSTRUCTIVE PUBLIC NOTICE AND ‘TRESPASS WARNING
"Pro Defectu jurisdictionig®

{eight)
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Tnat I now, as before, will in all waye, by right, make a special
appearance when confronted by your agency or coparties, and therefore
challenge, by right, any asserted, in ren, in perscnam, or subject
matter jurisdiction, as to your authority to move an administrative
or judicial proczeding against my proper person, as that of a JUDICIAL
POWER of the State of Washington or of the Union. My further notice
to you, and your agency or coparties, is that I will at all times,

be rignt, assert She.makim of law,"No sanction can be imposed absent
proof of jurisdiction," anything less or to the contrary is trespass
and sedition to the Constitution and against this Citizen of the
State of Washington, which will be dealt with as such with £full force
and effect.

That I now, with self reliance, as before, will in all ways, by

right, conrol the corduct and affairs of my 1ife, liberty, propercy
and pursuit of happiness (potentiality). outside and not within

the scope and purview of the statutes of regulations which control
your functions or grant your agency or coparties authority over
"persons”, for a State Citizen is not a "person", equity jurisdiction
inclades "persons.” ‘Therefors your agency, or its coparties, are
hereby placed on notice, that if any attempt is made upon this Affiant,
by your authority or your agency or its coparties, that would draw

my proper person into an administral. e and’*v judicial proceeding,

you will, prior to any proceeding, evidenc:  .-wuments which you

deem to grant you jurigdiction over my proper person. Therefore

I am commanding you &6 wmake full disclosure of your proof of jurisdiction,
proof by real evidence and not prima facia, as such that my proper
person is "within the state of the forum" and as such you wili
evidence as bona fide contract signed by me without fraud or undue
infiuence involved, which purports to granv you, that jurisdiction
which vou are seeking o establish.

That T now, as before, wili in all wayg, by right, waive no Constitutional
secured rights, limitations or prohibitions that would grant access
to your agency or copariteés to therefore take control of my life,
1iverty, property and pursuit of happiness (potentiality), nor do

I, or will T allow my proper person to be exbradited to a fereign
Jurisdiction by a deceptive, sub rosia, frandulent or forclble means
therehby conducted by or under the purported authority of your agency
or coparties. Further, any proceeding, less than a full judicial
Powey proceeding, will he deemed a2 a willful act of trespass by
your agency or coparites upon this Affiant. T ab all times past,
pregent or future retain ny right to Assistance of Counsel in any

or all administration or judicial proceedings, when confronted by
this above named agency or any coparty agencies. I reserve the
right to amend. rewrite, or alter if further discovery of fraud
sutgacei, as held under the preamble and amendment Section of this
affidavit.

(hine) ‘
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26. That T now, as before, will in all ways, by right, object and take exception
to your agency or coparties', continued acts of fraud, undue influence, %
misrepresentation, withholding of material facts, threat, coercion,
and denial of proper answer to my ¢uestions such as, who is thea
"person" in the Statutes and regulations under and forth the authority
which your agency relies on, in order to enforce its demands, either o
administratively or judicial. Your denial, alony with your misinformation, -
is deemed, by this Affiant, as actions of sedition and therefore
treason, this Affiant has his two witnesses who zie also State Citizens,
who will testify against you and your agency or coparties.

z7. Every Act perpetrated by any constitutionally created oranch of
government while absent jurisdiction; every such act being required
to be made unlawfully under forces of arms; and every such act having
been made without probable cause; then, every such act is reguired

to have been macle as a trespass, and/or other tort upon the Affiant,
and shall stitute 3 case to he pursued against the perpetrator in

an ction At Law for the recovery of his damages.

Cohen v. Virginia, 6 Wheat 264, 5 L. £d. 257 (1821) o

e "We [Courts] have no more right to deciine the exercise o
RS of jurisdicti_.. shich is given, than bo usurp that which .
A is not given. THE ONE OR THE OTYER WOULD BE TREASON T0
) THE CONSTITUTION." B
wy. 406)
THIS Y8 SUMMONS AND NOTICE UPGH YOU that the "Extents" of the United ‘<
States, and the State of Washington, that is, its Statues, Codes, and P
Regulations dealing with "residents or citizens of the United States!, S
as contemplated by the 13th, 1l4th, 15th, and 16th Amepndments, do not
apply to me, as 1 am a nonresident and alien to that citizenship and
residency, being a Citizen-Principal of the State of Washingter and -
thereby in one of the several American Republics, as contemplated by
Article IV, Section 2, of the Constitution for the United States of America.

A THIS IS NOTICE UPON YOU that I am not nov-nor have I ever been-a merchant, R
s or participated as a merchanl in any transaction with the "United States"
o or any ocherparty as a merchant inivolving the purchase-by my girt or :
any other voluntary means-of we o an interest in me as goods within

the meaningof the Uniform Commercial Code or the 13t4 and 14th Amendments.

THIS IS A GOOD FALTH EFFORT to correct any government created administrative

_— or public record which, in any degree, may appear to evidence the contrary;
‘ and, to duly aotice any party who believes the contrary or wishes to
Vol make any claim against me based on a contrary belief, that you assert

- that claim by a ¢ aplaint in the nature of a JUDICIAL POWER SUMMONS,
\~~ as the law prescrikes, and not by distress, i.e., seizure or distraint
of my body, labor, liberty or property in things: since, with me, being
of the statug of Lliberty, you have rot the immunity you are accustomed
to enjoyiry when dealing with those Of the status of resident.

| (ten)
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YOU HAVE 20 DAYS TO ANSWER IN WRITING, 1HIS CONFIRMATORY RESPONSE WITH

CONCLUSIONS OF TAW AND FINDINGS OF FACT CR BE FOUND I DEFAULT WITH
PREJUDICE.

If 7 do not hear from you within twenty (20) days, or if you faili to
uddress by request, the presumption will be established thai you are
without authority to issue non judicial Power statutory Swmmons, Levies,
Seizures or charges/fees/taxes or paperwork ¢n my proper persor.

28. That I swear under penaity of perjury, under the Laws of the united
States of Mmerica, pursuant to Title 28, Sec. 1746(1); that the
Preamble and Sectionsg 1 through 27 of this Affidavit, are true
and correct and wc done in good falth as to comply with the Law
to the very best of my knowledge, and further,

FURTHER AFFIANT SAITH NOT.

Subscribed and sworn, '"nunc pro tunc" to the date of my majority,the
i1 _day of  fobs in the year 1994
Subscribed, sworn and gealed on this 1. day of Fers, ., 1594,

Q MPR?M’AM—““ seal

Joseph D. Saunders, Citizen/sovereign,
by special limited appearance,

in Propria Persona, proceeding

Juris et de jurz, with "without
Prejudice” to any of ny God given
secured rights.

Jurat/dclinowledoment
State of Washington }

) Subscribed, Sworn snd Sealed
County of Skamania

On this / ’Z ~ day of Lol ~ 1994, Citizen Joseph D. Saunders,
being duly sworn, as stich deposeg, and did perscnally appear before

me, and is known to be the Citigén described in, and who executed,

the foregoing instrument/affidavit, anu acknowledged that he executed
the same under ath as his free act and dead as a Citizen/sovereign

in the above said State and County. ‘Subscribss ans sworn to before

me the undersigned Notary Public in the at ; 3

and Country.

Conmisgion oxplres /? / ﬂw 59 6
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PUBLIC NOTICE OF OBJECTION
"Pro defectu jurisdictionis”
Hosea: “My peopie perish for lack of kiowledge.”
MEMORANDUM OF LAW UPON VOILUNTARY
NATURE OF SOCIAL SECURITY

The first inquiry regarding the fegai duty to apply for and obtain a 38N must invoive an
examination of the U.S. Constitution and the powers granted therein to Congress. congress can
only possess powers which e contained, oxpressly ar by necessary implication, withirs the text
of the Constitution, particuizrly Art. 1, section 8, Being straightforward and to the point, the
problem here for Social Security is that no particular clause in this or any other article of the
Constitution is sufficient tc su%ain such power to compel a domestic, bona fide; State Citizen to
participate in a compulsory retirement or benefits scheme. The power to thus mandate
pariicipation in Social Security must therefere be one which is based upon an implied power.

To determine if this power is one arising by implication, a study of varicus Supreme Court
cases regarding the limits of Congressional power is essential. The Status are Arguably the
governmental entities which might possess the inherent, municipal power o compel participation
in a retirement scheme; but, if the states might have this pover, an issue which apgears to aot
have as yet been decided, does Congress have g correspor.ding powaer? Can Congrass assume
this inherent power of the State and claim it as its own?

Eub. Agenciss Opp. to See, Ses. Entrapment y. Hezkler, 813 F.Supp. 888 (D.C.Cal. 1985), Chief
Judge Kariton, ibid, at Page 562,

“Lest this Qpinion be read too broadly, | briefly pauss to clarity what this case is not about.
This case does not involve mandatory paiticipation in the Social Security system by the State of
California or its public agencies. it may be assumed without deciding, that Congress could force
the State and pubfi.; agencies to provide Title 1! benefits to their empioyees, since the welfare of
all United States citizens is of concern to the entire nation.” See Garcia.v, San Antonio
Metropolitan Transit Authority, U.S., 105 S.0t. 1005, 83 L.Ed.2d 1018 (1965). "It may be
assumed (without deciding) that such an impasition might pass censtitutional muster even
though the Agreement permits the Stale to withdraw from the coftract, In such 2 case, the
State's contractual right to withdraw would appsar to be unaffectsd jiaus a Jusi Compensation
clain might be avoided), but the termination fight wouid do the State no good since it would then
be under a statutory cbligation to participate in the Program. This is not, however, the situation
presenied here, In the case before this court, the Coi ifjress has specifically divested the State
and its public agencies of their contractual right to ferminate their participation in the Progran; it
has further instructed the Secretary to effectuate that divestrnent by directing her to refuse to
accept any otherwise properly tendered rictifications of wididrswal, It is to this statutory scheme
that the lawsuits are tendersd and it is only this question which is ocidresses."

“Here, the will of Congress can not be given exprassion since to do so violates the Just
compensati«in provision of the Constitution. | must conclude that the Corgress acted without
Constitutional autharity when it took the Plalrfiffs Cantractual property right to withdraw from the
agreerment without just compensation and that no rationa! measure of darmiages may be awarded
consisient with Congress' purpose in passing the statute, Congiussiona! action taken without
constitutiona! authority being void.” ibid, at page 574
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“IT IS HEREBY DF /LARED that the cuallenged act of Congress, P.L. 98-21, Section
103(1) and (b) is void ar  of no effect as it purports to effact these Plaintiffs; and the State of
California and its politic  subdivisions have the lawiui right to withdraw from Titie if so lonig as
they have met the regu »ments of the agreement and the law.” ikid, at page 5§75

“The Secrsiary & ealth and Human Services is hereby ORDERED to accept the
notifications of withdr:: 8l properiy tendered te her." ibid, at page 575

The hivtorical r¢  rd documients undeniable proof that the confusion, ambiguily and
Jurisdicti~1al decepti. s now buiit into Title 42 United States Code were deliberate. The first
internal Ravenue Ce.de was Title 35 of the Revised Statutes of June, 1874, On December
8, 1898, Mr. Justice Cox of the supreme Court of the Digirict of Columbia délivered an
address hefore the Columbia Historical Society. in this address, he discussed the history of the
District of Columbia as follows:

In June 1866, an act was passed authorizing the President to appoint three commissioners
to revise and bring together ail the statutes...The act does not seem, in terms, to allude to
the District of Columbia, or even to embrace it.. Without having any express authority to do
so, they make a separate revision and collaction of the act of congress relating to the
Digtrict, besides the collection of general statutes reiating to the whole United States. Each
collection was reported to Congress, 1¢ be approved and enacted into law.., The whole is
enacted into law as the hody of the statute law of the United States, under the titie of
Revised Statutes as of 22 June 1874,

The general collection might pariiaps be considered, in a limited sense as a cede for the
United States, as it embraced ail the laws affecting the whole United States within the
constitutional legislative jurisdiction of Congress, but there could be no complete code for
the entire United States, because the subjects which wouid be proper to'be ragulated by a
code in the States are entirely oulside the legislative authurity of Congress, [District of
Columbia Code, Histor :al Section)

Exampies of Supreme Court cases which place some real limits upon the power of
Congress are manifold. In the Licgnse Tax Casas, 72 U.S, 462 (1966), the Supreéme Court hald
thai Congress couid not authorize the conduct of business within the States in order fc tax that
business, In United States v, DeWitt, 76 U.S. 41 (1870), the Court held thai & penal regulation in
a tax act cauld not be enforced in a state, (n United States v. Fox, 94 U.S. 315 (1877), the Court
held that the United States could not receive property via a testamentary devise contrary t; state
lave  In United States - Fox, 95 U.S. 870 (1878), a penal statute remoteiy related to oankruptey
laws was held inapplicabie in the States. In Patterson v. Keniucky, 97 U.S, 501 (1878), e
Gourt held that U,S. patent faws conferred no suparior rights within the States. in United States
v, Steffens, 100 U.S. 82 (1879), fedaral trademark legislation unconnected with “interstate
cammerce” was held inapplicable inside the States. in Baldwin v, Franks, 120 U.S, 678, 7 8.t
656 (1887), certain penal, federal civil rigits legislation was held unaenforceable "within a stute”,
In Ex parte Burrus, 136 1,8, 586, 10 £.CLa50 (18980), and De La Rama v, De La Ramg, 201
U.8. 303, 28 S.CL.485 (1906), the Court hald that domestic relations matters were solaly state
concems. In Reagan v. Mercantile Trust Co., 154 U.5, 413, 14 8.Ct.1060 {1894), it was heid
that federally craated corpoiations engaged in business in the States were subject (o state laws.
in Keller v, United States, 213 U.8. 138, 20 §,Ct.470 (1908), it was held that Congress could rot
exercise police powers within the States. In Goyle v. Smith, 221 U.8, 5§59, 21 8.C1.888 (1911), it
was held that Congress could not dictate to a state, Oklahoma, where to locate its state capitol.
in Hammer v. Dagenhart, 247 U.S. 251, 38 8.C1.529 (1918) and Bailey v. Drexel Fumiture Co.,
259 U.8, 20, 24 S.Ct.449 (1922), the Court held that Congresgional attempts to rogutate and
control manufacturing activities in the States were unconstitutional; see also Hill v. Wallace, 259
.5, 44, 42 5.01.453 (1922).
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in United Ming Workers of America v, Caranado Coal Co,, 259 U.S. 244, 42 S.Ct, 570 (1922),
e the Court held that Congress could not regulate cosl mining in the United sates. In Lingerv.
T United States, 268 U.S. 5, 45 S.Ct. 446 (1 828), it was held that Congress sould not reguiste the S
L practice of medicine in the States. In | al Ass! n ci Y , 268 Lo
1J.8. 84, 45 S.CL. 403 (1925) the construction indust-y was deemed to be inherently of local L
concemn and beyond Congressional powers, In lndi 0 v , 283 U.S.
370, 51 8.C.601 (1931), the Court held that Congress could not impose & sales tax on items
suld to state and local govemments. Before the advent of Social Securily, a statutorily
R mandated retirement system applicable to interstate camiers was held unconstitutional in
Railroad Retireme.t Board v, Alton R. Co., 295 U.S, 330 55 $.C1.758 (1835). The cass of
Hopking Fed 8. & y loary, 296 U.8. 315, 56 S.C1.235 (1935), stands for the
proposition that Corigress cannot "federalize” state firancial institutions over ohjection from the
- State. The cases of AL.A Schecter Poultry Comp. v. United States, 298 U.S. 495, 55 8.C1.837
£, (1935), Banama Revining Ca. v, Ryan, 293 U.S. 388, 55 S.Ct.241 (1935) and Carter v. Carter
e Coal Co,, 298 U.S. 238, 56 S.01.855 (1936), emasculated most of the National Industrial
R Recovery Acts in part on the grounds of invasion of reserved powers of the States. In United o
) States v. Bufler, 297 U.8. 1, 58 $.C.312 (1 §38), the Court held that Congress had no direct o
power to regulate agricultural production within the States, Finally, in Qreqon v. Mitchell, 400
S U.S. 112, 91 S.GL.260 (1970), it was heid that Congress could not dictate voter qualifications to
e the States. The above decisions, as well as others, do place severe restraints and prohibitions
W upon the powers of Congrass, and the United States goveimment or coparties.

e The genesis of Social Security. is the government aflowed and sanctionad international
S banks' interference which therefore caused and forced the united States and then the state
govemments to bankruptey which then caused events of the Great Depression. While that era
saw extraordinary unemployment and a tremendous decling in national production, still it was not
as cataclysmic as other events in our nation's history, such as the War Betwean the Statas.
Further, no constitutional ameridment was adopted during this era which can offer any basis for
- an expansion of Congrassional powers, and executive emergency orders 2ve prohibited by the
ivat supremacy clause in there against State Citizens. The legisiation whish Started Social Security
. in 1835 must be viewed in light of the various Supreme Court cases decided within a few

: f decades of that legislation and prior thereto. When Congress adopted the Social Security Act in
S 1925, the Supreme Court had alfeady held in Railroad Retirement Board, supra, that Congress
L had no authority to establish a retirament scheme through ita most tremendous power, its control
over interstate commerce. Additionally, the reveiutionary acts of Congress adopied in the two
preceding decades had been emasculated in a series of Supreme Count decisions. Are we to
suppose that, against this legal background, Congress decided io enact legisiation of the calibur
which had been struck as uncuastitutional in the same year?

in the Sociai Seourity Act, Congress imposed excisa taxes upon employers and those tax
recaipts were (0 be deposited with the Treasury. The act further provided schemes whereby
participanis could enjoy unemployment and retirement benefits, if they would call themselvies o
United States citizens/subjiects. When the act was adepted, parties orposed thereto made I
chailenges to the act, relying upon sorme, If not ail, of the varipus cases cited above, The major
a:guments mounted aguinst the act were premisad upon invasion 4f siate rights. In Steward
Sachine G, v, Duyis, 301 U.S. 548, 57 8.¢:4.883 {1437}, an employer challenged the }
unemployment tax imposed upon it and the Court held that such tax was an excise which "+
Congress could imposg on State Citizens. In reference to the contention that the subject matter
of the act was properly within the historical fleid reserved to the States, the Court held that
Congress could enact iegislation to aid the states in an area of great concern. The Court placed :
considerable emphasis upon the fact that the states are reiuctant to adopt unemployment acts | "
because such taxes created differentials between states which had such legisiation and thoge S
which did not. By creating a nativnal unemployment aci for United Stites Citizans, this '
difference was eliminated and a great purported benefit to the alleged American people resulted,
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The Court, therefore, found nothing constitutionally objectionable to the act. In Helvering v,
Pavis, 301 U.S. 619, 57 $.C1.904 (1937), tlie same rationale was used o uphoid the retirement
features of the act. The importance of these two cases upholding ihe Social Security Act
concems the issues which these cases raised: neither of them addressed the issue of whether
there was a requirement for a State Citizen to join Social Security. The reason that this issue
was not raised is becauss there is no such requirement, unless of course one works for a state
gave"nmem witich has contracted into Social Security; see Pubile Agencies Cpposed 1o Social

uri SEY v. Heckler, 613 F.Supp. 558 (5.D. Cal., 1985), rev., 477 U.S. 41,
106 $.Ct.2380 (1 936)

The above review should readily demonstrate that there is indeed a real questicn
conceming the point of whether one must submit an application t0 join Social Security. The
cases which challenged the constitutionality of Social Security simply did not raise this issue, and
it appears that no cases have yei deait with it. The reason for this absence of a chalienge to
such alleged requirement can only be explained by analyzing the act itseif to determine if there
is such a requirement. Becau;e Congress lacks the constitutional authority to compei
mermnbership in Social Sccurity, the Act simply imposes no siich requirement.

The moderr: day act is codified at 42 U.S.C., sections 21)1-433. If there were a requirement
that every State Citizen join the Sociai Security scheme, one would expect to find language in
the act sirnilar to the following:

"Every Judicial Power State Citizen of the.age of 18 years or older shall submiit an
application with the Sociz! Security Administration and shail provide thereon the information
required by regulations prescribed by the Secretary. Every member of Social Sequrity shall
pay the taxes impesed herein and records of such payments shall be kept by the Secretary
for determining the amount of benefils to which such member is entitled hereunder.”

Amazingly, no such or similar language appears within the act, and particulariy there is no
section thereof which could remotely be considerad as a mandate that anyone join Social
Security. The closest section of the act which might relate to this point is the requirement that
one seeking benefits under the act must apply for the same. But, this relates to an entirely
different point than a requirement that one join,

Since the statutory scheme fails to impose such requirements on a bona fide Citizen of
Minnzsota the next questiorni to be asked is whether perhaps the Saiial Securily requlations
themselves might impese such duty, but here, the regulations are no broader than the act itself,
and duty to apply for and obtain a Social Securily card or number boils down to the following
found at 20 C.F.R., section 422.102:

" Anplying for a number. (1) form $8.6. A individual needing a social security
aumber may apply for one by filing a signed Form $3-5, 'Application for a Social Security
Card, at any social security office and submitting the required evidence...

“Birth registration document. The Social Security Administration (SSA) may enter into
an agreement with officials of a State to establish, as part of the official birth registration
process, 4 procedure to assist SSA In assigning soclal security numbers to newborn
children. Where an agreement is in effect, a parent, as part of the official birth regisiratton
process, need not complete a Form $S-5 and may request that SSA assign a social security
number to the newbon child.
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"How numbars are assigned. (1) Raquest on Fonm $8.6. ifthe applicant has

2 Form $8-5, the social security office...that receives the completed Form SS-5 will requise
the appiicant to fumish documentary evidence...Aftar review of the documentary evidence,
the completed Form SS.5 i3 forwarded...to SSA's cantral office...If the alectrenic scréening
or other investigation Joes not disciose a previousty assigned number, SSA’s cantral cifice
assigns a numbser and Issues a social security number car....

"Reqisest on birth registration document, Where a parent has requested 3 social
Security number for a newborn child as part of an official birthy registration process desciibad
in paragraph (b)(2) of this section, the Slate vital statistics office will electronically tranumit
the request to SSA's central office...Using this information, SSA will assign a number to the
child and send the sociai security number card to the child at the mother’s aodress.”

The purdorted/alleged duty to appiy for and obtain a Soeial Security number therefors boils
down to this: you get it if vou need it or request it. There is no legal compulsion to do so, for a
bena fide Cliizen of the Washington Republis,

With the act of applying for and obtaining a SSN being entirely valuntary for State Citizens,
the next question to be asked is whether any State can force you to use this number which is
veluntary in the first place. This appears to hiave heen addressed Dy Section 7 of the Privacy
Act of 1974, 38 Stat. 1896, which reads as foliows: ‘

"Sec. 7.(a){1) It shall be unlawful for any Federal, Siate or local government agency to deay to
any individual any right, benefit, or privilege provided by law because of such indlvidual's refusal
to disclose his sacial sacurity account number.
(2} The provisions of paragraph (1) of this subsection shall not apply vith respect to;
(A} any disclosure which is *equired by Federal statute, or
{B) the disciosure of a socia: security nr'=nber to any Federal, Stats or local
agency maintaining a system of recard in existence and operating befare January
1, 1978, if such disclosure was required under statuie or fegulation adopted prior
to such date to verify the identity of an individua!,
(B) Any Federal, Stata, or local Jovermment agency which requests an ind +sidual to disclose
his social security account number shall inform that individual whether that disclosure is
mandatory or voluntary, by what statutory ar other duthority such number is solicited, and
what uses will be made of it.”

See United States v. Two Hundred Thousand Dollars in LI.S. Currancy, 590
F.Supp.366 (8.0, Fla,, 1984),

Thus, it sesems perfectly logical, if having a Social Security number is not mandatory
~ but pursly voluntary, no state can use the lack of a number in dny adverse way against
anyore. The state cannot make that which is voluntary under federal law something which
is mandatory under state law, anyihing to the cantrary notwithstanding,
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ATTIN: Security Documents GARY M. OLSON
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118780  LIMITED POWER OF ATTORNEY soor 4/ pacE S¢S | I;ﬂt

Bankers Trust Company of C.i™inia, * a corporation organized and existing under the Jaws
of California having an office 1« the conduct of business at, 3 Park Plaza, Irvine, California

. 92714, constitutes and appoints e officers of: B
5 GMAC Mortgage Cerporation of Towa A
3451 Hammond Avenue L

b Waterloo, Iows 50704
. Qfficers Name . Oificers Title
G. M. Wessel Senior Vice Preside::. |
Francis J. Madden Senior Vice President o
e Diane L. Messenger Vice President o
J. L. McElwain Vice President
Phillip J. Cobb Yice President
Shari L. Wyatt Vice President
Beth Kirkevold Vice Presideat =
Terri D. Key Vice President e
Donald B. Griffin Vice President ,
Michael J. Cornely Sr. Vice President
Mary McGrath Vice President gt
o Bonny M. Legler Assistant Vice Presideit N
« | Susan R. Mejer Assistant Vice President -
= Liada L, Hunstad Assistant Vice President
Fay E. Walters Assistant Vice President e
Chistina G. Ward Assistant Sucretary t
Angela M. Hiliman Assistant Secretary N
3 Paula K. Kies Assistant Secretary B
Laurie A. Arwine Asgistant Secretary -
Linda Walton Assistant Secretary
Michelle Mraz Assistant Secretary
its true and lawful attomey-‘n-fact, and in its name, place and stead and for its use znd '
benefit, to execute and acknowledge all documents with respect to home morigages servic: d
for the undersigned by said attomey-in-fact and also to execute documents for those loans
inadvertently assigned to Bankers Trust Company of California, *N.A. Merchants
Commercial Bank, which are customarily and reasonably necessary and appropriate to the
release of a mortgage, deeds of trust or deeds to secure debt upon paymient and discharge, or ~
liquidation of the debt through foreclosure or any other type liquidation, of all sums secured a
thereby, as to one-to-four-family mortgages, deeds of trust or deeds to secure debt owned by [
the undersigned and serviced for the undersigned by said attorney-in-fact, whether the B
Lo undersigned is named thercin as mortgagee or beneficiary by virtus of assignment of such
R mortgage, deed of trust or deed to secure debt, : ‘
» S ; ’

The addresses provided herein are subject to change as the place of business changes. This
- Limited Power of Attorney need not be amended for said changes, 4 sworn statement of said -
location change by the highest ranking officer will serve as formal notice and will not in any N

way affect the powers of this document,
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Officers as appointed or relieved will be added or taken from this list. This Limited Power
of Attorney need not be amended for said changes, a sworn statement of the appoint2. or
relieved officers by the highest ranking officer will serve as formal notice and will not in any
way affect the powers of this document.

This limited power of attorney has been executed and is effective as of this g@?ﬁk{»’?'s@x of
i iecas o 1994%nd the same shall continue in full force and effect until the occurrence of
any of the following events or until revoked ini writing by the undersigned:

@ The suspension or termination of the atturney-in-fact as Sehcr of Servicer of
mortgages to Resolution Trust Corporation,

(i) The transfer of servicing from the attorney-in-fact to another servicer for cause,

(i) The appointment of a receiver or conservator with respect to the business of the
atiorney with respect to the business of the attorney-in-fact, or

(v) The filing of a voluntary or involuntary petition in bankruptey by the attornmzy-in-
fact or any of its creditors; or until revoked in wiiting by the undersigned.

Attest: Ba/nl;s?ymst Cqmpany, of Culifornia, as Trustee
mmm p»(”f"\u@'w //'M /4‘[7 ™~

Marte P. Merritt, Vice President “Iﬁ;dwl;én M. Barry, (Vice Président

‘«yimcsses:

Pat McDermoit
! «"‘“7

47//"2—\/

Gﬁry/'vfenaman

State of New York

County of New York

On t’heé‘éﬁg day of ».L;U, in the year of nineteen hundred and ninety~%%éﬁmﬁ me
personally came Marie P, Merritt to me known, who, being by me duly sworn, did depose
and say that she resides in New York, NY. That Kathléen M. Barry is the Vice President
of Bankers Trust Company described in and which exceuted the above instrument; that she
knows the seal of said corporation; that the seal affized by virtue of a resolution of its board
of directors of suid cotporation, and that she signed her name thereto by like orde. '

. : ra L
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