In The Ninth Judicial Circuit Court of South Carolina

JP MORGAN CHASE BANK , et al  )  

(Foreign States)                                     )






         )

vs.                                                           )   Case No. 2009-CP-08-1661

    




        )


Eva Smoak Mitchum                           )    Judicial Notice of Frauds

(Non-corporate Entity)                        )

JUDICIAL NOTICE OF FRAUDS

By 

“Affidavit of Denny Ray Hardin”


COMES NOW, Denny Ray Hardin as an “American Citizen”, not a 

“UNITED STATES CITIZEN”. Denny Ray Hardin, as “Agent” of the “Principal” 

(Eva Smoak Mitchum) has paid this debt in full through the “Private Bank of 

Denny Ray Hardin”. As clearly indicated by the attached “Affidavit” this debt was 

paid in full to “LITTON LOAN SERVICING”, who has retained the “Commercial 

Instrument”, refused to credit the account and now seeks foreclosure to take the 

property paid for in full. This clearly demonstrates the “Extortionate Credit 

Transactions” 18 USC 891-894 currently being practiced in this “Conspiracy 

against rights” 18 USC 241. We dispute this debt and all claims of contract under 

15 USC 1692g. Because the “Bank Bond” 18 USC 8 has not been dishonor with a 

lawful reason, lawfully required by UCC3-503. This debt is paid in full under 

UCC3-603. We lawfully challenge this cause of action as “Fraud”, “Bank Fraud”, 

“Legal Fraud” and “Racketeering Activity”. These are as follows:

Fraud 1 (Agency)

Eve Moredock Stacey has fraudulently claimed an “Agency” to act on behalf of the “Plaintiff”. We lawfully challenge this “Agency” under the common law principle of “Agency”. To lawfully establish an “Agency” the “Principal” must appear and state on the record an “Agency” exists. Because a corporation is a fictitious entity that can not speak, can not write and can not contract, it can not be represented by any “Foreign Agent” 22 USC 611. “Agents” can not establish “Agency”, only the “Principal” can lawfully perform this task. Unless Eve Moredock Stacey can produce the “Plaintiff” to establish “Agency”, clear “Fraud” 18 USC 1001 is lawfully established in this cause of action.  

Fraud 2 (Bank Fraud)

Because the attached “Affidavit” clearly shows this debt is paid in full to “LITTON LOAN SERVICING” based upon their “Payoff Statement” attached. The claim of right to “foreclosure” is clearly “Bank Fraud” 18 USC 1344 because the bank has been paid in full. This is clearly “Extortionate Credit Transactions” 18 USC 891-894 to collect a debt paid in full. This constitutes “Racketeering Activity” defined in 18 USC 1961, specifically “Interference with commerce” 18 USC 1951. Because a “Foreign Agent” has been engaged to collect this debt paid in full, clear “Conspiracy against rights” 18 USC 241 is lawfully established.

Fraud 3  (Fraud on the Court)

Because a corporation can not speak, can not write or communicate in any form, shape or fashion, the “Complaint” that fraudulently claims “Plaintiff alleges” is clear “Fraud on the Court”. The “Plaintiff” has done nothing and has no claim before this court, the claims before this court are those of Eve Stacey, acting for her profit. By this “Fraud upon the Court” she hoped to obtain possession of this property that could be resold at full market value. This is clearly “Fraud” for “Profit”, by using the court to make her conduct appear lawful. 

Fraud 4 (Legal Fraud)

The common law establishes that for a “Note Holder” to claim an interest in a property, the “Note Holder” must produce the “Original wet ink signed Note” to lawfully establish a contract is present. Because the “Foreign Agent” has claimed the “Plaintiff” is the “owner and holder of the Note and Mortgage” we demand the “Original Note” be produced in court to prove the lawful “Note Holder”. Copies are not allowed to prove a contract exists, the original must be present UCC3-302. Because this “Complaint”, claims to be by the note holder claiming an interest in this property. It is well established in common law, once “Fraud” is relied and acted upon “Legal Fraud” is lawfully established. 

Fraud 5 (Fraud on its face) Commencing Action

The “Foreign Agent” has commenced this cause of action on behalf of a “foreign state” (JP MORGAN CHASE BANK) claiming authority to violate the 11th Amendment of the Constitution for the United States of America. This Amendment bars all cases commenced and prosecuted by a foreign state. We demand the protection of law that prohibits any corporation from engaging in this 

criminal practice.     

Lawful Challenge of “Agency” 
Common Law allows the challenge of “Agency”. This lawful challenged binds the “Plaintiff” to appear and be subject to cross examination to determine “Agency”. The “Agent” can not speak for the “Principal”, only the “Principal” can establish “Agency”. Since a corporation is a fictitious entity and can not appear in any court, no lawful “Agency” can be established. 

JUDICIAL NOTICE


This court should take “Judicial Notice” of the foregoing “frauds” 18 USC 1001. The court should take “Judicial Notice” that “JPMORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A.” has been named as a “Defendant” of the “Criminal Complaint of Racketeering Activity” currently under investigation by federal authorities. Among their crimes, is “Interference with commerce” 18 USC 1951, “Extortionate Credit Transactions” 18 USC 891-894, “Bank Fraud” 18 USC 1344, “Fraud” 18 USC 1001 and “Conspiracy against rights” 18 USC 241. The “Comptroller of the Currency”, as their “Regulatory Agency”, has requested account information for their investigation. The spread sheets are under construction for all the accounts in dispute. This one is now among them.


We dispute this debt and all claims of contract under 15 USC 1692g and as a disputed debt, all collection activities must cease until the debt is validated by the “Original Note Holder” 15 USC 1692g2. This debt has been paid in full under UCC3-603. 

LAWFUL CHALLENGES

1. We lawfully challenge “Agency” in this cause of action. We demand the “Plaintiff” appear and lawfully establish they are the lawful “Note Holder in Due Course”.

2. We lawfully challenge the copy of the “Note” as a “fraud” and demand the “Original Note” be present in court as lawfully required by UCC3-302. 

3. Because of the bad business practices 18 USC 1346, of the “Plaintiff”, we present the attached “Affidavit” as “Truth” of this cause of action. Should the “Plaintiff” fail to dispute this claim within 30 days signed under the penalty of perjury, the Court must accept the “truth” of this cause of action and rule this debt is paid in full.

PRINCIPLES RELIED UPON

Maxims of Law:

“IN COMMERCE FOR A MATTER TO BE RESOLVED MUST BE EXPRESSED” Heb. 4:16; Phil 4:6; Eph. 6:19-21. Legal Maxim: “He who fails to assert his rights has none.” 

“ALL ARE EQUAL UNDER THE LAW” (God’s Law – Moral and Natural Law) Exodus 21:23-25; Lev 24: 17-21: Deut 1:17, 19:21, Mat. 22:36-40; Luke 10:17; Col 3:25. “NO ONE IS ABOVE THE LAW”

“IN COMMERCE TRUTH IS SOVEREIGN” 

Exodus 20:16; Ps. 117:2; John 8:32; II Cor. 13:8.Truth is sovereign – and the Sovereign tells only the truth. Your word is your bond.

“TRUTH IS EXPRESSED IN THE FORM OF AN AFFIDAVIT”

Lev. 5:4-5; Lev 6:3-5; Lev. 19:11-13; Num. 30:2;  Mat. 5:33; James 5:12.

“AN UNREBUTTED AFFIDAVIT STANDS AS TRUTH IN COMMERCE”

12  Pet. 1:25; Heb. 6:13-15. Claims made in your affidavit, if not rebutted, emerge as the truth of the matter. Legal Maxim: “He who does not deny, admits.”

“AN UNREBUTTED AFFIDAVIT BECOMES THE JUDGMENT IN COMMERCE” Heb. 6:16-17. There is nothing left to resolve.

RELIEF REQUESTED


Based upon the foregoing facts, law and evidence we request a “Dismissal with Prejudice” of this “Fraud upon the Court”. We make this request to preserve the status quo of “Due process of law” that are outlined above. 

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, within 30 days. “Truth is the law of “Commerce”. “Judgment” must follow the “Truth”. This “Affidavit” must be accepted as “truth” in all Courts. Failure to do so is denial of the truth. 

_______________________________

The Private Bank of Denny Ray Hardin

Denny R. Hardin, Agent

2450 Elmwood

Kansas City, Mo. 64127

(816)231-2258 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE


I, Denny Ray Hardin, do hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing was mailed by Certified Mail, on this 29th day of May 2009 to the following:

Certified Mail 7008 3230 0002 1805 0324

Eve Mordock Stacey, Agent

220 Executive Center Drive, Suite 109

P.O. Box 100200 (29202)

Columbia, SC 29210

Certified Mail 7008 3230 0002 1805 0331

Office of the Clerk of the Court

Mary P. Brown, Clerk

P.O. Box B. California Ave

Moncks Corner, SC   29461

_______________________________

Denny R. Hardin, Agent
