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Deny, deny, deny!

More Denials

Whenever the patriot com-
munity discovers what appears
to be a valid new strategy for
fending off government, that
strategy is quickly “enhanced” by
a host of patriot “guru’s”. Some-
times the enhancements are
helpful, but just as often, they
are misguided.

Nevertheless, the new strat-
egy will typically work during a
“window of opportunity” of about
hine to eighteen months. Ini-
tially, these new strategies work
either because they are valid, or
because they at least sound suf-
ficiently valid to fool a few judges
into ruling in their favor. How-
ever, during that window of op-
portunity, government feverishly
analyzes the new patriot strategy
and devises a counter-strategy.

Once government has circled
its wagons and agreed to a
counter-strategy, anyone who
tries to use the “new” patriot
strategy will probably suffer a
severe penalty as an example to
deter others from trying that
strategy.

The “denial of corporate ex-
istence” strategy is only a few
months old and therefore likely
to work for another six to twelve
months. During that period,
we’ll see a host of variations on
that strategy - some insightful,
others half-baked.

The following are examples
or excerpts of the new-and-im-
proved denial strategies. | re-
ceived these strategies by email
or regular mail, but their sources
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are not clearly identified. Fur-
ther, these examples of the de-
nial strategy don’t strike me as
highly refined. | believe they are
all worth considering, but you
should not try to use them with-
out enough of your own research
to confirm their validity.

The documents are pre-
sented in brown text, the origi-
nal author’s side-comments are
presented in black text, and my
comments are present in [brack-
eted blue] text.

o be written by HAND.
(Use the notation of
Firstname Middlename:
Lastname - the last name is prop-
erly your only name. The rest are
like modifiers/adjectives)
[Writing by hand is intended
to remove any doubt that the en-
tity preparing the document is a
natural person as opposed to an
artificial entity of the sort that
spits out computerized, boiler
plate letters and notices without
any real human intervention.
| disagree with the name for-
mat advised here. I’m learning
that a proper Christian name
contains just two elements: Your
first, given, “Christian” name and
your family or surname. For ex-
ample, my proper, Christian
name is “Alfred Adask”. How-
ever, if | use my middle initial or
niddle name, | may inadvertently
designate my “legal, juristic per-
sonality” (“evil twin,” “straw man,”
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etc.) that is usually designated
by the all upper case name (“AL-
FRED N. ADASK”).]

Affidavit of Denial of
Corporate Existence

I, Firstname Middlename:
Lastname, a living, breathing
man, declare in my own hand
writing that the following facts
are true to the best of my cur-
rent knowledge, understanding
and belief.

| hereby deny that the follow-
ing corporations exist:

(here you will put in all appli-
cable corporate names, IN ALL
CAPS. Some will always apply,
some will change (name of city
and state), and some will only
apply as needed. Examples fol-
low.)

Always include:

UNITED STATES, UNITED
STATES OF AMERICA, all BAR AS-
SOCIATIONS, THE STATE OF
_(twice: where the alleged of-
fence took place, and where you
live)__, COUNTY OF _(twice:
where the alleged offence hap-
pened, and where you live)__,
CITY OF _(twice: where it hap-
pened, and where you live)__,
your full proper name, your name
with first and last spelled out and
middle initial, your street ad-
dress, your legal description
where you live (LOT nn, BLOCK
mm, ___ estates addition), your
zip code where you live,

[The idea of denying the ex-
istence of the corporate locations
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of both where you are alleged to
live, and where the alleged of-
fense took places seems clever.]

Include as applicable:

THE DEPARTMENT OF MO-
TOR VEHICLES, THE DEPART-
MENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY, THE
DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS,
OFFICE OF STATE POLICE,
TARRANT APPRAISAL DISTRICT,
THE POLICE DEPARTMENT,
lasthame, firsthame ETUX wife’s
first name

Finish the list with:

“and all OTHER PERSONS act-
ing in the name of any corpora-
tion.”

If any man or woman desires
to answer this affidavit, please
answer in like kind, by hand writ-
ten, notarized affidavit, using
your Christian name for signa-
ture, to the below named notary,
address provided, within five (5)
Days or default will be obtained.

s/ Firstname Middlename:
Lastname

ALCO BRITE

GELLED ETHAMOL PRODUCTS

For Indoor AND Outdoor Use
“COOK ‘N’ HEAT”

“EMERGENCY HEAT”
Canned Gelled Ethanol Fuel

Cook Food - Boil Water - Keep Warm

ALCO-BRITE Damper Controlled
“SNAP-ON STOVE”
Heavy Duty
“DAMPERED CIRCLE STOVE”
Two-Piece Terra Cotta
CHIMINEA STOVE with GRILL

Create Atmosphere with
PORTABLE-VENTLESS
ETHANOL FUEL FIREPLACES
AND LOG SETS

GELLED FIRE STARTER -
CONVENIENT SQUEEZE BOTTLES

ALCO-BRITE INC.

POB 840926 HILDALE, UT 84784
FAX (435) 874-1026
PHONE (435) 874-1025
e-mail: alcoinfo@alco-brite.com

www.alco-brite.com

1-800-4/3-0717
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Onthe _ dayof___ , 2000
a.d., a man known as (Firstname
Middlename: Lasthame) came
before me, a notary, and attested
to the truth of this affidavit.

s/ notary public
address

My commission expires:
Example of finished product:

Affidavit of Denial
of Corporate Existence

I, Robert Edward: Smythe, a
living, breathing man, declare in
my own hand writing that the
following facts are true to the
best of my knowledge and belief.

| hereby deny that the follow-
ing corporations exist: UNITED
STATES, UNITED STATES OF
AMERICA, all BAR ASSOCIA-
TIONS, THE STATE OF TEXAS,
COUNTY OF TARRANT, COUNTY
OF DALLAS, THE CITY OF IRVING,
THE CITY OF FORT WORTH, ROB-
ERT EDWARD SMYTHE, ROBERT
E. SMYTHE, 1402 MIDWAY ROAD,
LOT 14, BLOCK 5, VALENTINE
OAKS ADDITION, 75032, THE DE-
PARTMENT OF MOTOR VEHICLES,
THE DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC
SAFETY, CITY OF FORT WORTH
POLICE DEPARTMENT, and all
OTHER PERSONS acting in the
name of any corporation.

If any man or woman desires
to answer this affidavit, please
answer in like kind, by hand writ-
ten, notarized affidavit, using
your Christian name for signa-
ture, to the below named notary,
address provided, within five (5)
Days or default will be obtained.

s/ Robert Edward: Smythe

On the 23rd day of May, 2000
a.d., a man known as Robert Ed-
ward: Smythe came before me, a
notary, and attested to the truth
of this affidavit.

s/Mary Higgins, notary public
13500 N. Dallas Expressway

adask@ gte.net

Suite 507, Dallas, Texas
My commission expires:

Another example:

Affidavit of Denial
of Corporate Existence

I, Jane Doe, a living breath-
ing woman declare that to the
best of my knowledge the facts
below are true so help me God.

The United States, State of
Louisiana, City of Lafayette, Par-
ish of Lafayette. Louisiana BAR

Association, Clerk of Court’s
Association, Rob Rob. Inc. the le-
gal name Louis J. Ferret, The 15th
Judicial District Court, all legal
names signed on documents, are
fictions, and | deny that they exist.

The legal name JANE A DOE,
used in the correspondence pur-
portedly sent to me under pre-
text by the non-existent State of
Louisiana (exhibit attached) is
not me.

Should any man or woman
deem that the statements above
are not true, please answer by
notarized affidavit in their hand-
writing using their Christian Name
for signature within three days, to
the address of the notary.

s/ Jane Doe

(Sign Christian Name and do
not print or type below your sig-
nature, as it negates your true
name. Use only your own hand
writing in red ink.)

[Red ink??]

A woman whose Christian
Name is Jane Doe, came before
me on the __ day of___, 2000
AD., and attested that the above
statements were true and correct
to the best of her knowledge.
s/ Notary Public
Address,

My commission expires:

Check the definition of “ficti-
tious plaintiff’ in Black’s Law Dic-
tionary; it is contempt of court
to bring an action as “fictitious
plaintiff’. All those that continue
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the action after you have denied
the existence of the fictions (cor-
porations), then become ficti-
tious accusers; | suggest you
start looking for their surety, as
you have been damaged by that
fiction.

Remember that the “civil” law
is secular, and destroys blood
kindred. Whenever an action is
brought against the man (hus-
band), for property which he and
his (woman) wife own, they both
have to record (with the notary)
affidavits denying the corporate
existence individually. “They
both have a social security num-
ber, so the “civil” law deems them
to be two separate “Persons”.

Judging by the “Divorcing
the Corporate State” article in
AntiShyster Volume 10 No. 1, it
appears that our relationship to
the state may be hugely compli-
cated if we are married with a
state-issued marriage license in
an incorporated church. Regard-
less of whether each spouse has
a SSN, it appears that each
spouse and the property of the
marriage is subject to the corpo-
rate state which appears to be a
legal third party in the state-li-
censed marriage. If so, it may
be insufficient for a husband and
wife to both deny the existence
of various corporate entities in-
volved with their property until
they first divorce themselves
from the state corporation that’s
legally a third party in their mar-
riage.]

When confronted by the is-
sue of Corporate nonexistence,
The purported judges like to say
that it’s their “duty is to protect
society” — but which society?
Bouvier’s Law Dictionary states
that there are two kinds of “soci-
ety,” one which is incorporated
and noted in the law, and one
which is not incorporated and
not under the law!

ere’s a variation on the
denial of corporate ex-
istence strategy based ona 1918
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statute that prohibits the Federal
government from suing a corpo-
ration unless the U.S. govern-
ment has stock in that corpora-
tion. (This same statute is ref-
erenced in the Dan Meador ar-
ticle in this issue entitled “Who
are the IRS and USA?”)

The fundamental strategy
(demanding government prove it
owns stock in the corporate en-
tity being sued) is interesting
since, once raised, it might force
government to admit it’s not act-
ing init’s Federal capacity. Thus,
this argument doesn’t precisly
challenge the existence of a par-
ticular corporation, but it might
indirectly force government to
reveal the capacity in which its
appears in court.

In the United States District
Court For the Western
District of Oklahoma

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA.
Plaintiff

VS.

JOE PUBLIC, et al

Defendant.

Motion to Vacate Judgment

Now comes Joe Public as and
for myself. | herewith move the
judicial officer of the United
States District Court for the West-
ern District of Oklahoma to va-
cate judgment in this matter un-
der authority of Rule 60(b), Fed-
eral Rules of Civil Procedure, sub-
sections (3) (fraud) and (4) (judg-
ment is void).

This motion to vacate is
timely as there is no time limit
where the [trial] court lacks sub-
ject matter jurisdiction:

There is no time limit on at-
tack on judgment as void; one-
year limit applicable to some
Rule 60(b) motions is expressly
inapplicable to Rule 60(b)(4) mo-
tion, and even requirement that
motion be made within reason-
able time cannot be enforced
with regard to this class of mo-

Volume 10, No. 2

www.antishyster.com

tion. Briley v Hidalgo (1993, CAS
La) 981 F2d 246.

FRCP 60(b)(4), which pro-
vides relief from void judgments,
is not subject to any time limita-
tion. Hall v Commissioner (1994,
CA 10) 30F3d 1304, CCH Unem-
ployment Ins Rep P 14044B, 94-
2 USTC P50392,94 TNT 154-21.

There is no time limit on
FRCP 60(b)(4) attack on judg-
ment as void; one year limit ap-
plicable to some FRCP 60(b) mo-
tions is expressly inapplicable,
and requirement that motion be
made within “reasonable time”
cannot be enforced with regard
to FRCP 60(b)(4) motion. New
York Life ins. Co. v Brown (1996,
CAS La) 84 F3d 137.

Further, the judicial officer is
compelled to provide appropri-
ate relief under auspices of Rule
60(b). F.R.Civ.P., where the judg-
ment is void:

“If underlying judgment is
void, it is per se abuse of discre-
tion for district court to deny
movant’s motion to vacate judg-

Knowledge is Power
For a GREAT source of
knowledge click:

http://www.
Icomembers.com/gladidid

Here’s some of the great
benefits To Help You
Achieve Personal Wealth...

e European Bank Account
With A Debit Card and
Encrypted Online Banking
From Your PC

e Entry Into Le Club’s
Perpetual Leverage™
Income Plan

e Daily Direct Deposits To
Your Offshore Bank Account
e Monthly Newsletter

Call 1-800-345-7016

or send us an Email at:
gladidid@lcpmem.com
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ment under FRCP 60(b)(4).”
Antoine v. Atlas Turner, Inc.
(1995, CA6 Ohio) 66 F3d 105.

The causes underlying this
motion to vacate are predicated
on (1) usurpation of power, (2)
lack of subject matter jurisdic-
tion due to operation of law, and
(3) lack of subject matter juris-
diction and fraud by virtue of lack
of a competent witness.

Causes are as follows:

1. The [Federal] United
States of America, defined as an
agency of the United States (see
notes following 18 U.S.C. §
1001), lacks standing to sue ab-
sent proof of fraud against a cor-
poration in which the [Federal]
United States of America owns
stock. (See Act of Oct. 23, 1918,
c. 194, 40 Stat. 1015) No such
proof of standing is in evidence.
Judgment favoring this coalition
or political compact of posses-
sions of the United States con-
stitutes usurpation of power as
the Constitution of the United
States and 26 U.S.C. § 7402 vest
exclusive authority in the United
States, i.e., Government of the
United States.

2. The Plaintiff has failed to
prove tax liability by entering
procedurally proper assessments
into record, as required by 26
U.S.C. § 6203 & 26 CFR §
301.6203-1, therefore the court
lacks subject matter jurisdiction
as there is no tax liability unless
or until said procedurally proper
assessments are executed and
are in evidence.

3. The Plaintiff has failed to
prove tax liability by entering
procedurally proper 10-day no-
tices and demands for payment
issued subsequent to lawful as-
sessments being made, as re-
quired by 26 U.S.C. § 6303 & 26
CFR §301.6303-1, therefore the
court lacks subject matter juris-
diction.

4. The Plaintiff has failed to
produce a competent witness as
only a properly appointed assess-
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ment officer may validate accu-
racy of an assessed liability, and
only third parties responsible for
executing reports, returns and
other evidence of taxable income
are competent witnesses as to
legitimacy of any given liability.
Absent competent withesses
who have first-hand knowledge
of facts necessary to establish
liability, the court lacks subject
matter jurisdiction as secondary
reports such as the Form 4340
and Notice of Lien instruments
are dependent on antecedent
requirements for documentary
evidence of taxable income and
properly executed assessments.
5. The Plaintiff has failed to
enter taxing and liability statutes
into evidence that would warrant
either the presumption of liabil-
ity or assessment of liability. -

To support the above allega-
tions, | hereby offer evidence via
my properly executed Affidavit of
Material Fact attached hereto,
and a true and correct copy of
40 Stat. 1015 & 1016, which are
printed records of the Act of Oc-
tober 22, 1918, Chapter 194,
said publication in the Statutes
at Large by law requiring man-
datory judicial notice.

Premises considered, |
hereby move the presiding judi-
cial officer of this court to vacate
judgment as being void and
therefore a nullity.

S/ Joe Public  Date:
Contact information:
Postal mailing address:
Telephone:

Offer of Evidence

1. Affidavit of Material Fact
executed in compliance with 12
Okla. Stat. §§ 421, 431 & 432
and attending Federal Rules of
Evidence.

2. The Act of October 23,
1918, Chapter 194, 40 Stat. 1015
& 1016. providing for criminal
prosecution for fraud against
“any corporation in which the

United States of America is a
stockholder...”

Notice of Service

Under penalties of perjury, |
attest that on this date, this Mo-
tion to Vacate Judgment is being
mailed via certified mail, with
sufficient postage paid to assure
delivery, to the following:

The original and 2 copies (1 to
be filed stamped and returned) to:
Robert D. Dennis, Clerk
United States District Court for
the Western District of Oklahoma
200 N.W. ,,,, Street, Room 1210
Oklahoma City. Oklahoma 73102

One true and correct copy to:
Donald N. Dowie, Jr. Trial Attorney
United States Department of
Justice, Tax Division
P.O. Box 7238, Ben Franklin Station
Washington, D.C. 20044

S/ Joe Public Date
Contact information:
Postal mailing address:
Telephone:

THE SUuEAR
Prum TREE
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