IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF JACKSON COUNTY, MISSOURI

AT KANSAS CITY

DENELLE GINDER                                  ) Thomas C. Clark

                                                                    )  “In the Admiralty Jurisdiction”



Plaintiff                                 )  

                                                                    )  Case Number 516 – CV09389

vs                                                                 ) 

                                                                     )   Judicial Notice of “fraud” in CAPITAL FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK,  )   Pleadings

                                                                      )



Defendant                               ) 

“JUDICIAL NOTICE OF FRAUD ON THE COURT”

BY

“Affidavit of Denny Ray Hardin”


COMES NOW, Denny Ray Hardin, as “Agent” of the “Principal” Denelle 

Ginder, Plaintiff of this cause of action, in response to the “MOTION TO STRIKE 

“JUDICIAL NOTICE OF PAYMENT IN FULL” AND “REQUEST FOR 

RELIEF OF JUDGMENT” OR IN THE ALTERNATIVE, “DENIAL OF THE 

REQUEST FOR RELIEF” AND SUGGESTIONS IN SUPPORT.” This “Motion” 

is clear evidence of an attempt to have a “Judge” engage in “Conspiracy against 

rights” 18 USC 241, by suggesting the “Court” removes the “truth”, submitted by 

“Affidavit” and unrebutted to date. This “Motion” is “fraud upon the court” as 

follows:

Evidence of Frauds:

David R. Frensley fraudulently claims he represents “CAPITAL 

FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK”,  the “Defendant” being a corporation, can not 

appear in court, can not present anything to the court and can not contract to be 

represented by any attorney. David R. Frensley is in this “Court of Record” RSMo 

476.010, without a “Principal” or “Power of Attorney”. All the pleadings upon the 

court are David R. Frensley’s personal doing, the corporation has no assertions 

whatsoever, because it can not speak, can not write and can not contract. For these 

reasons, David R. Frensley is conducting “Fraud on the court”. Further evidence 

of Fraud is present in his averments.

1. Due to the inexperience of “Plaintiff” and the ineffective assistance of counsel, the Court granted a “Judgment” stating the amount owed. This amount was paid in full, evidenced by “Affidavit” in the Court’s record. We have not challenged the validity of the debt, we have paid it in full. With this payment in full, “CAPITAL FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK” lost all lawful claim to the property. Because “CAPITAL FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK” has retained, the “Bonded Promissory Note” and not returned it to date, the debt is paid in full UCC3-603. All claims of David R. Frensley that “CAPITAL FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK” has a lawful claim on this property are “fraud” 18 USC 1001.

2. The “Plaintiff” retains the property, has paid for it in full and now must fight to establish ownership because a “Foreign Agent” 22 USC 611 is seeking to establish more money is owed. This constitutes “Extortionate Credit Transaction” 18 USC 1951, by extending the debt after it has been paid in full. “CAPITAL FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK” is making no claim for more money, if the “Defendant” wishes to make a further claim, let the “Defendant” speak or forever hold its peace. 

3. David R. Frensley claims there is no “Judgment” against the Plaintiff, and is attempting to say the judgment was issued against a dead man. The “Will” of the dead man who owned the property deeded the property to the “Plaintiff”. David R. Frensley claims to represent “CAPITAL FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK” with whom he can not establish a lawful “Agency”. The “Judgment” was paid in full, the attorney must collect his fees from his principal, there appears to be no honor amongst thieves.

4. The argument that “Plaintiff” must obtain permission to pay her debt in full is absurd. Under the “Fair debt Collection Act” 15 USC 1692g establishes that any matter not disputed in 30 days is admitted. Because the “Bank Bond” 18 USC 8 was not dishonored with lawful reason lawfully required by UCC3-503 the debt is paid in full. 

5. The “Motion to Strike” based upon Rule 55.27(e) is clearly out of time, because the “Affidavit of Payment in Full” was filed March 4, 2009 and remained unanswered for over 30 days, prompting the “Request for Relief from Judgment”, there is no lawful challenge to the relief requested. This “Motion to Strike” is barred as out of time. No request to proceed out of time was presented, therefore David R. Frensley has violated the Rule he claims as his authority.

6A.  To date, no financial institution has dishonored any commercial 

        instrument issued by the “Private Bank of Denny Ray Hardin”. The 

        “Defendant” was presented this form of payment and has retained it to 

        date. Having been presented the payment and not dishonor it with a lawful 

        reason, we believe the debt is paid in full. The “Plaintiff” and Denny Ray 

        Hardin have exercised our right to contract under Article I Section 13 of 

        the Constitution of Missouri and 42 USC 1981, we do not need 

   permission from the “Defendant” or his agent, to establish a contract  to 

   pay debt in full. Again the “Defendant” has not stated the debt is not paid. 

   Unless the “Defendant” appears in person and states the debt is not paid, 

   the court must accept the “truth” that it is paid in full. The court has no 

   authority to follow the fraudulent claims of an “Agent”.

B. All courts of Missouri are “Courts of Record” and must proceed in accordance with common law. An “Affidavit” is a statement of “truth” to the court that must be accepted as truth unless disputed by “Counter Affidavit” signed under the penalty of perjury, within 30 days. The “Affidavit of Payment in Full” stands unrebutted as truth in commerce. “JUDGMENT MUST FOLLOW TRUTH”.

C. The “Affidavits” are sworn statements under 28 USC 1746 and the 

       “Affidavits” have not been challenged as false. This is an attempt to 

       remove the truth from court without the attorney being sworn under the 

       penalty of perjury. Common law dictates that a good cause of action 

       presents the facts and the authorities relied upon. Rules, codes and 

       regulations are for government authorities only, not human Creators in 

       accordance with God’s laws, presented in the Request for Relief. Because 

  Denny Ray Hardin has placed a 2 cent stamp on the rear of the documents 

  and signed across it, this is established as a “Affidavit” under UPU 

Regulations that governs all contracts throughout the world. This 

“Affidavit” is under “International Law” as a statement of fact before the 

world, signed under the penalty of perjury.

D. The “Plaintiff” has a 90% claim to the property in question, by possession. 

“CAPITOL FEDERAL SAVINGS BANK” fraudulently claimed to be the 

“Note Holder”, only to admit they are not when lawfully challenged. Now 

the “Foreign Agent” 22 USC 611 is attempting to say, he is the agent of a 

corporation, who has not and can not appear. Who has failed to present the  

“Original Note” to establish the lawful “Note Holder” is present in court. A 

copy is not admissible to show a contract the original must be present, as 

lawfully required by UCC3-302. UCC Regulations and United States Codes 

are lawfully binding on all inferior and superior courts of the “United States 

of America”. This due process of law is lawfully required of all courts 

within the “United States of America” by the 4th Amendment.

E. In this averment, the “Foreign Agent” 22 USC 611, purport to monopolize 

       the courts of Missouri, by the fraudulent requirement to have a license to 

       practice law. This licensing requirement has been deemed  

       unconstitutional by the one Supreme Court of the United States of 

       America. This issue I will address.

RIGHT OF COUNSEL 


Since before the beginning of our great nation, the people have enjoyed the 

right of counsel. In the 17th Century, “…. and in all courts persons of all 

persuaisions [sic] may freely appear in their own way, and according to their own 

manner and there plead their own causes themselves, or if unable, by their 

friends…Fundamental Constitution for the Province of East Jersey (1683). To 

have a friend act as counsel is a “Common Law Right” and Missouri is a 

“Common Law State” evidenced by Revised Statues of Missouri 476.010 

establishing this Court as a “Court of Record”. All “Courts of Record” must 

proceed by common law. 

This licensing requirement to practice law, is a violation of the First 

Amendment securing right of freedom of speech as clearly established by the one 

Supreme Court of the United States of America. “It is settled by a long line of 

recent decisions of this Court that an ordinance which, like this one, makes the 

peaceful enjoyment of freedoms which the Constitution guarantees contingent 

upon the uncontrolled will of an official—as requiring a permit or license which 

may be granted or withheld in the discretion of such official—is an 

unconstitutional censorship or prior restraint upon the enjoyment of those 

freedoms. Staub v. Baxley, 355 U.S. 313, 322.” “And our decisions have made 

clear that a person faced with such an unconstitutional licensing law may ignore it 

and engage with impunity in the exercise of the right of free expression for which 

the law purports to require a license.” Shuttlesworth v. Birmingham (Alabama), 

394 U.S. 147 (1969).   


In this cause of action, no entry of appearance was required because I am 

not acting as counsel. This is further fraud, to distort the truth and mislead the 

court into a “Conspiracy against rights” 18 USC 241 by attempting denial of due 

process of law. The facts are clear, I have entered this “Court of Record” as an 

“Agent” of “The Private Bank of Denny Ray Hardin”, who established “Agency” 

by “Affidavit” present in the “Court’s Record”. As an “Agent”, I have provided 

this “Court of Record” with the “Truth” by “Affidavit” that has not been rebutted 

to date. This “truth” presented this debt is paid in full and no “Counter Affidavit” 

signed under the penalty of perjury, is present to defeat this lawful claim. I have 

acted as an honorable man to help a member of the people who was being 

defrauded of their property by a “Bank”. I have been paid $1.00 for the services 

rendered and have no personal interest in this property. I do possess a “Moral 

Obligation” to oppose those who take advantage of others who have little 

knowledge of law. With great knowledge comes great responsibility to fight 

against injustice to assure “truth” prevails. I have come before this “Court of 

Record” as a lawfully established “Agent” to present the “truth” of this cause of 

action.

Second Request for Relief from Judgment


There is nothing left to resolve. David R. Frensley can not produce the 

“Defendant”, can not produce the “Original Note” required by UCC3-302 and can 

not act in this cause of action without a lawful “Agency” with the “Defendant”. 

This conduct is to deny due process of law, unlawfully delay relief of the court and 

profit by taking property without authority of law. David R. Frensley has clearly 

demonstrated his refusal to conduct honest business, lawfully required by 18 USC 

1346, which establishes the necessity of the court to act in protection of Plaintiff’s 

right to her property. 

Second Request for Orders

1.
Because the “Plaintiff” has paid this debt in full, evidenced by unrebutted 

           “Affidavit” in the “Court’s Record”. Plaintiff seeks “Judgment” that 

           confirms this debt is paid in full.

2.  
Because the “Defendant” has refused to engage in honest business, refused 

to relinquish the deed to this property, we request an “Order to Compel” 

production of the deed. Required by UCC3-302 to prove ownership and 

establish rights to the property. 

And all other relief the Court deems just and proper in this cause of action.

28 USC 1746


I, Denny Ray Hardin, declare under the penalty of perjury, under the laws of the United States of America that the foregoing is true and correct to the best of my knowledge , understanding and beliefs. This “Affidavit” is made without purpose of evasion or intent to mislead, if some fact is proved by facts, law and evidence to be incorrect, I reserve the right to amend it for the “truth” to be clearly stated. This “Affidavit” must be accepted as “Truth”, unless a “Counter Affidavit” signed under the penalty of perjury, is presented in dispute. “Truth is the law of “Commerce”. “Judgment” must follow the “Truth”. This “Affidavit” must be accepted as “truth” in all Courts of the United States of America. Failure to do so is denial of the truth. 

God’s will be done.    







_________________________








Denny Ray Hardin, Agent








2450 Elmwood

                                                                              Kansas City, MO 64127








(816)231-2258








__________________________

                                                                              Denelle Ginder, Principal

                                                                              3600 E. 93rd Street

                                                                              Kansas City, Mo 64132

Notice to the agent is notice to the principal

Notice to the principal is notice to the agent
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE


I, Denelle Ginder, do hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing was mailed 

by certified mail on this ____ day of May 2009 to the attorney of record that 

follows:

David R. Frensly 

2 Cleaver II Boulevard, Suite 445

Kansas City, Mo 64112-1683

__________________________

                                                                              Denelle Ginder, Principal
