




















 

 

 

 

 



NOTICE OT'ABSENCE OF AUTHORITY TO
TRESPASS ON CLAIMANTS'LAND, TIM ABSENCE
OF SUBJECT MATTER JURISDICTION, THE ABSENCE
OF AUTHORITY TO IMPOSE TAX, NOTICE OF LIABILITY
FOR TRESPASS, COMMON LAW EXTORTION, COMMON LAW
ASSAIJLT, COMMON LAW COI\r\aERSION, INTENTIONAL
INFLICTION OF MENTAL DISTRESS, TREASON, AND STATUTORY
DOMESTIC TERRORISM, CONTRACT OFFER, AND AX'FIDAVIT

May 31,2023

FROM: Alison Reese, nee Adkins, previously known as Workman and Strycmy, sui juris, a
living woman having been found to be of full legal age, and
Michael Reese, sui juris, a living man having been found to be of full legal age;

Claimants.

TO: Joan Synenberg, the living woman, also being employee, contractor, agent or officer of the
corporation publicly known as CUYAHOGA COTINTY COMMON PLEAS COURT but doing
business as THE SUPREME COTIRT OF OHIO, having Dun and Bradstreet number
361735913;
1200 Ontario Street Floor 11

Cleveland, Ohio [441 13]
(united states of America);

Stephen Bucha the living man, also being employee, contractor, agent or officer of the
corporation publicly known as CUYAHOGA COLINTY COMMON PLEAS COURT but doing
business as THE SUPREME COURT OF OHIO, having Dun and Bradstreet number
361735913:.

lclol 1200 Ontario Street Floor I I
Cleveiand, Ohio [aal I 3]
(united states of America);

Christopher Britton, the living man, also being employee, contractor, or agent of the corporation
or corporate contractor known as CITY OF CLEVELAND HEIGHTS, OHIO, having Dun and
Bradstreet number 079507008 ;

[c/o] 40 Severance Circle
Cleveland Heights, Ohio [44i 18]
(united states of America);

Michael Chambers, the living man, also being employee, contractor, or agent of the corporation
or corporate contractor known as CUYAHOGA COTINTY RECORDER and/or the corporation
known as CITY OF CLEVELAND HEIGHTS, OHIO, having Dun and Bradstreet number
079507008;

lclol2079 East Ninth Street, Suite 4
Cieveland, Ohio [441 15]



Or [clo] 14591Superior Road
Cleveland, Ohio [aal 18]
Or [c/o] 40 Severance Circle
Cleveland Heights, Ohio [aa118]
(united States of America),

Harold Pretel, the living man, also being employee, contractor, or agent of the corporation
knownpublicly as CUYAHOGA COLTNTY SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT, also doing business
as COIINTY OF CUYAHOGA having Dun and Bradstreet number 066047804 for the
headquarters of that corporation, as well as Dun and Bradsheet numbers 617408414 and,
479422543 for several branches of CO{INTY OF CUYAHOGA doing business at the address
indicated;

lclol l2l5 West Third Street
Cleveland, Ohio [a4 I 1 3]
(united states of America);

Matthew Grabenstein, the living man, also being employee, contractor, or agent of the
coqporations known as CUYAHOGA COTINTY PROSECUTOR and THE SIIPREME COURT
OF OHIO, the latter bearing Dun & Bradstreet number 36A705099;
[c/o)310 West Lakeside Avenue Suite 300
Cleveland, Ohio [441 1 3]
(united States of America);

Lisa Rocco, the living woman, also being agent, contractor, or officer for the entity known
publicly as CUYAHOGA COTINTY and as COTINTY OF CUYAHOGA, with Dun and
Bradstreet, which assigned it the number 616466632;
fclo] 1200 Ontario Street, Ninth Floor
Cleveland, Ohio [441 1 3]
(united States of America);
Or 2079 East Ninth Street
Cleveland, Ohio [441 15]
(united States of America);

Nailah Byrd, the living woman, also being employee, contractor, officer or agent of the
corporation doing business publicly as COMMON PLEAS COURT OF CITYAHOGA
COLINTY, but knorm to Dun & Bradstreet as the private, for profit corporation, THE
SUPREME COURT OF OHIO, bearing Dun and Bradstreet Number 6215520847;
fc/ol 1200 Ontario Street, First Floor
Cleveland, Ohio [44413]

(united States of America);

David Dvorin, the living man, also being officer, agent, or principal of the legal fiction
corporation known as LIEBERMAN, DVORIN & DOWD, LLC, having Dun and Bradstreet
number 088781478 and of the private, forprofit corporation publiciy doing business as TIIE
STIPREME COURT OF OHIO,. abd having Dun and Bradstreet Number 6215520847;



[c/o] 30195 Chagrin Boulevard Suite 300,
Cleveland, Afuo p4l24l;
(united states of America);

Mohan Jain, the living man, also being officer, agent, or principal of the legai fiction corporation
known as PREMIER HOMES CLE , LLC, having Dun and Bradstreet number: 089043107,
[c/o] 23880 Commerce Park Suite A
Beachwood, Ohio [aa122];
(united states of America);

James Costello, the living man, also being officer agent, or principal of the private, for profit
corporation publicly doing business as CLEVELAND HEIGHTS MTINICIPAL COURT but
being a private, for profit corporation known to Dun and Bradstreet as TIIE SIIPREME COURT
OF OIilO, with at least two (2) Dun and Bradstreet identifiers associated with the address for the
Cleveland Heights entity, namely 621961150 and 621961168;
[c/o] 40 Severance Circle
Cleveland Heights, Ohio [aa118]
(united states of America);

Saurdra Berry, the living woman, also being agent, officer or contractor of the legal fiction
corporation known publicly as CLEVELAND HEIGHTS MTINICIPAL COURT but being a
private, for profit corporation known to Dun and Bradstreet as THE SUPREME COURT OF
OHIO, with at least two (2) Dun and Bradstreet identifiers associated with the address for the
Cleveland Heights entity, nameg 621961150 and 621961168;
[c/o] 40 Severance Circle
Cleveland Heights, Ohio [44118]
(united states of America);

Clementine Cook, the living woman, sui juris, having been found to be of full legal age
lclol2l2 Shields Road
Stockbridge, Georgia [3028 1]

funited states of America);
Respondents.

Corporate Identifiers: CY21956154, CVG 2300530, and G83-23-058

NOTICE TO PRINCIPAL IS NOTICE TO AGENT AND NOTICE
TO AGENT IS NOTICE TO PRINCIPAL

RESPONDENTS WILL BE DEEMED TO CONSENT TO AND ACCEPT ALL TERMS
or rHrs NorrcE AND OFFER To CONTRACT BY (A) STLENCE; oR By @)
CONTIIITIED ACTS OR THREATS IN PURSUIT OF'CLAIMS AGAINST CLAIMANTS
OR THEIR LAND; OR BY (C) ANY ENTRY OR OTHER TRESPASS UPON
CLAIMANTS' LAND OR OTIMR PRIVATE PROPERTY.



PRELIMINARY NOTICE. This document and attachments are presented with honorable.
peacefirl intentions. and are expressly for your benefit to provide each Respondent wilh due
process accordinq to the due course of Common Law and \^rith a good faith opporfunitv to
provide verified facts specifically.refuting the statements contained herein

I.PREAMBLE:

A.NOTE ON MEANING OF TERMS USED HEREIN: Notwithstanding any agreement, course
of dealing, or usage of trade to the contrary, the undersigned do not irnderstand, nor are they
required to understand or accept any other meaning of words in the English language other than
those found in common American speech or in Webster's 1828 dictionary. Unless otherwise
specified herein, terms used herein, including legal fictions, which may have particularized
meanings among the employees of the corporate employers set forth hereinabove, are being used
as the undersigned understand them and according to their ordinary and plain meanings and./or as

defined by Webster's. Specific terms used herein include without limitation:

(1)Usage of the term "yeu" refers to each Respondent named herein exclusively as a man or
woman and not in his or her corporate role unless otherwise specified.

(2) The term "Claimant" refers to Alison Reese or Michael Reese.

(3) One United States "Dollar" is defined herein and by the Act of 1792 and 1900 as being 24.8
grains of gold or 371.25 grains of silver Coinage. Neither act has ever been repealed.

(a) The term "payrng$" of a claimed liability refers to the tender of United States Dollars as
defined hereinabove.

(5) The tenn "disghglgg" of aclaimed liability occurs upon the tender of Federal Reserve Notes
or other debt instruments.

(6) The term "allo4ial" means "free; not beholden of any lord or superior; owned without
obligation...; the opposite of feudal." Black's Law Dictionary (6ft).

(7) Usage of the term "trgalgu" herein is defined as any act of warfare against the people or
adhering to their enemies.

B, AGREEMENT & WAIVER OF RIGHTS: If any Respondent agrees with all of the statements
contained in the within Notice, he or she need not respond. Respondent's silence will constitute
his or her agreement and acceptance of all of the terms, statements and provisions hereunder as
his or her complete understanding and agreement with the undersigned and addressee's waiver of
any and all rights, remedies and defenses of protest, objection, rebuttal, argument, appeal and
eontroversy for all time. Respondents agree that his or her agreement, having been granted
knowingly, voluntarily and with fulI disclosure, settles all matters finally and forever, and cannot
be withdrawn.

C. DISAGREEMENT & FAILURE TO RESPOND: Respondents may disagree with any of the
terms of the Notice by stating a verified claim with particularity. Each Respondent and the
undersigned agree that aresponse which is not verified, or a response from a third party agent
lacking first-hand knowledge of the facts, will constitute that Respondent's "failure to respond"



as defined herein. If a Respondent fails to respond or state a claim by the indicated Effective
Date, the facts and law stated within this Notice will become binding and fully enforceable in a
coflrmon law court of record or in a de facto corporate tribunal as the undersigned may select.

D.OFFER OF IMMLTNITY-STATING A CLAIM: Any Respondent may avoid all liabiiity and
obligations under this Notice by simply responding no later than by 5 p.m. Eastern Time on the
Effective Date with a notaized Affidavit signed by a witness with personal knowledge of the
facts contained in said Affidavit and which proves any claim any man or woman may have
against the undersigned or the all caps name resembling either of theirs. The statement must be
sworn to be true, contain anotary jurat, and be supported by certified factual evidence and
verified proof. Alternatively, Respondent may respond with a point-by-point rebuttal of the
Notice. sworn to be true by a man or w.oman with actual personal knowledge of lhe facts. and to
which he attaches certified factual evidence. In the event any Respondent declines this good faith
Offer of Immunity, said Respondent agrees with all terms, facts, statements and provisions in
this Notice and any obligations created hereunder.

E. TERMS OF RESPONSE: As with any administrative process, Respondent may rebut the
statements and claims in the Notice herein by executing a verified rssponse, point-by-point with
evidence that is certified to be true and in affidavit form, correct and complete, to be received by
Erin Rawlins at the address indicated at Paragraph I(I) hereinbelow, no later than 5:00 PM on the
Effective Date.

F. FAILURE TO RESPOND: The term "failure to respond" rneans Respondent failure by the
Effective Date to respond to this Notice or "insufficiency of response" as that term is defined
herein. The above Respondents agree that failure to respond conveys his or her agreement with
all of the terms and provisions of this Notice.

G. INSUFFICIENCY OF RESPONSE: The terms "insufficiency of response" and "insufficient
response" are defined to mean a response which is received by the Eflective Date but which fails
to specifically rebut, line by line, any of the established terms, provisions, statements or claims in
the Notice, or offers blanket denials, unsupported rebuttals, inapposite rebuttals such as "not
applicable" or equivalent statements, declarations of counsel and or other third parties who lack
first-hand mateial factual knowledge, arrd,/or any rebuttal which lacks verification or an
equivalent level of risk or fails to exhibit supportive evidence certified to be true, correct and
complete under full commercial liability. Respondents agree that any such response is deemed to
be legally and lawfully insufficient to rebut the established statements in the verified Notice,
thereby conveying Respondent's agreement with all of the terms and provisions of the Notice.

H. TACIT AGREEMENT: Respondents may admit to all statements and claims in this Notice by
simply remaining silent. The parties herein agree that failure to respond or insufficiency of
response as defined herein constitutes agreement with all terms, provisions, statements, facts and
claims in this Notice. When circumstances impose a duty to speak and one deliberatel), remains
silent. silence is eqgivalent to false representation. Any Respondent may also consent to the
terms of the within Notice and offer and be deemed to have admitted to all statements and claims
in this Notice by his or her conduct including without limitation continued acts or threats in
pursuit of claims against Claimants or their land or by any entry or other trespass upon
Claimants' land or other private properly.



LEFFECTIVE DATE/RESPONSE: Response must be received by the effective date, which is
ten (10) days from the date of receipt of this notice. Response must be by U.S. certffied mail,
return receipt requested and by restricted delivery to:

Erin Rawlins

lcl ol 22659 Alden Avenue
Alliance, Ohio [44601]
(united states of America).

II. CONSEQUENCES OF FAILURE TO RESPOND

A. FAILURE TO RESPOND DEFINED: The term o'failure to respond" means Respondent
failure by the Effective Date to respond to this Notice, or an attempted response that is
"insufficient" as that term is defined herein. Respondents agree that failure to respond conveys
his or her agreement with all of the terms and provisions of the Notice.

B. INSUFFICIENCY OF RESPONSE: The terms "insufficiency of,response" and "insufficient
response" are defined to mean a response which is received by the Effective Date but which fails
to specifically rebut, iine by line, any of the established terms, provisions, statements or claims in
the Notice, or offers blanket denials, unsupported rebuttals, inapposite rebuttals such as "not
applicable" or equivalent statements, declarations of counsel and or other third parties who lack
first-hand material factual knowledge, and/or any rebuttal which lacks verifi"ution or *
equivalent level of risk or fails to exhibit supportive evidence certified to be true, correct and
complete under full commercial liability and acknowledging the applicable pEnalties for perjury.
Respondents agree that any such response is deemed to be iegally and laufirlly insufficient to
rebut the established stalements in the Notice, thereby conveying respondent's agreement with
all of the terms and provisions of this Notice.

C. SELF EXECUTING CONTRACT: Upon your failure to respond or perform as defined
hereinabove, this Contract becomes instantly self-executing. Respondents agree to be bound by
all of the terms of the Contract commencing on the date of default.

D. NOTICE OF DEFAULT: Claimants acknowledge that Respondents are entitled to a Notice of
Default. In consideration, Respondents agree to accept a Notice of Default as Binding Judgment
certiffing Respondents'agreement with all terms, statements, facts and provisions in the
Contract. Since Judgment is issued when aparty waives the right to respond, all parties to this
Agreement agree to be bound in perpetuitv by any and all such Judgtng+ts which may be issued
reearding the Contract.

E. BINDING J{IDGMENT: Any Respondent failing to respond as defined herein agrees that a
Binding Judgment incorporating all ofthe terms of the within Contract may be entered by any
common law court and/or administrative tribunal, at Claimants'election. Any suchjudgment is
entitled to fulIfaith and credit by any other o'court" or tribunal. Claimants may elect to enforce
the Conkact or any Binding Judgment arising &om it through a corlmon law sherifi deputy or
other law or corporate code enforcer who has taken an oath to support the Constitution. Any
Respondent who fails to respond as defined herein agroes to waive any and all claims he or she
may have against the members of any such common law court or against any of the



aforementioned common law sheriffs, deputies or other law or corporate code enforcers who
have taken an oath to support the Constitution, which claims may hereafter arise in connection
with the enforcement of the Binding Judgment referred to herein. Respondents agree to hold any
such enforcement agents harmless for any acts performed for the purpose of, or incident to, the
enforcement of said Contract or judgment arising therefrom.

III. ABSENCE OF AUTHORITY TO TRESPASS ON CLAIMANTS' LAND, ABSENCE
OF STIBJECT MATTER JURISDICTION, ABSENCE OF AUTHORITY TO IMPOSE
TAX

A. SUMMARY OF FACTS

(l).Since the eariy 1990's and until htne 27,2021 when she deeded her land to Claimants,
Respondent Cook, a single woman, had been the prior owner of the land having physical address
of 3630 Grosvenor Road, Cleveland Heights, Ohio and known by metes and bounds as follows:

Situated in the City of Cleveland Heights, County of Cuyahoga and
State of Ohio, and known as being Sublot No. 145 in the Rapid Transit Land Company's
SubdivisionNo.lT-B of part of Original Euclid Township
Lot No. 57 , as shown by the recorded plat in Volume 81 of Maps, page 6 of Cuyahoga
County Records, and being 40 feet front on the Southerly side
of Grosvenor Road and extending back of equal width 110 feet, as apptsars

by said plat, be the same more or less, but subject to all legal highways.

(2) Respondent Cook either chose or was induced by Respondents, their agents and contractors,
without prior disclosure of all material facts, to record her interest in the above described land in
the private, corporate records being administered by agents or principals of Respondents
Chambers or Rocco. Any payments by Respondent Cook to said Respondents, their agents,
predecessors, or principals, constituted gifts. The only consideration Respondents provided
Respondent Cook for such payments was the compelled "benefit" of the act of "recording" itself.
Respondent Cook's prior years'worth of paying taxes, if any, were not as a result of any
contract, only because of Respondents' fraudulent billings and fraudulent claims that recording is
required in order to transfer title that she received from the prior owner.

(3) The above described land was Respondent Cook's home and domicile until she deeded it to
Claimants.

(a) On lvne 27,2021 Respondent Cook transferred all her right, title and interest in said land to
Claimant Michael Reese, the living man, not to the legal construct known as MICFIAEL REESE.
Claimant Alison Reese, the living wolrrail, is, was at that time, and continues to be, the wife of
Michael Reese. The above described land became and since lune27,202l,has remained
Claimants' home and domicile. The June 27.2021 deed from Respo4dent Cook to Claimant
Michael Reese was never recorded or registered with an], agent or principal of an), Respondent.

(5) Since at least as early as early lune,2A2l, Respondents Grabenstein, Rocco, and Hammett,
have been acting as code enforcement agents or officers of and generating income for, the
colporate entities above named as being their principal(s). Said Respondents or their agents or



principals have been utilizing unsigned billings containing explicit and implied threats of
violence and conversion. Such threats have in the past been successful in extorting "payments"
from Respondent Cook. There are no corporate bylaws known as statutes, whether contained in
the Ohio Revised Code, the Ohio Administrative Code or otherwise,that authorize any of the

Respondents to demand payments from either Claimant or from Respondent Cook, based on
their private ownership of land or the claimed value thereof.

(6) On or about November 22,202t, Respondents Grabenstein, Synenberg, Rocco, Byrd and
others initiated against Respondent Cook, corporate proceedings known as CV21956154,
emanating from the private, for profit legal fiction entity publicly known as CUYAHOGA
COLTNTY COMMON PLEAS COURT. Said Respondents aided and abetted one another in
efforts to take the land described hereinabove. Claimants were provided with no Notice of said
corporate proceedings.

(7) On or about March 8,2023 without prior notice to Claimants, Respondents, including
without limitation Grabenstein, Chambers, Rocco or her predecessor, and predecessors of
Respondent Pretel and his agents purported to sell the land to a legal fiction known as PREMIER
HOMES CLELLC, being operated by Respondent Jain.

(8) The operation of any legal fiction, such as a corporation, serves no lawful purpose and is
unrecognized according to the cofilmon law and law of God. Thgre is nothing lawful about
creating or participati4g in an imaginary concept that somehow magicaly. shields the living
people who operate it from liabilitv for the harm that they inJlict on others.

(9) Respondent Jain had and has actual or constructive knowledge that Respondents acting as

agents of legal fiction'os€llers" had no authority to sell anything to him, including without
limitation, Claimants' land.

(10) On or about April 12,2023 Respondent Jain, aided and abetted by his agent, one Susan

Jain, trespassed onto Claimants'private property to post a written tlreat called a "Three Day
Notice" addressed to the legal fiction known as MICFIAEL K. REESE. The three Day Notice
threat contained false statements and corporate policy enactments inapplicable to Claimants. On
or about May 16,2023 Respondents Jain, Dvorin, Berry and Costello, aided and abetted by their
agents and contractors, participated in corporate proceedings known as CVG 2300530 emanating
from the legal fiction entity publicly known as CLEVELAND HEIGHTS MLINICIPAL
COLIRT, in a stated effort to invoke corporate Ohio Revised Code Section 1923.06 obtain the
appoarance of authority to again trespass upon Claimants' 1and, to assault, batter, and,/or abduct
Claimants and their family members, and to convert their private properfy, including without
limitation, their land, household goods and furnishing, to their own uses.

(11) Ohio Revised Code sets forth corporate policy for its agents and corporate assets it refers to
as "persons". Sections 1923.AI through 1923.06 of said coqporate code admit that such statutes
apply only to "persons who make unlauftl and forcible entry into lands or tenements and detain
them, and about persons who make a lawfirl and peaceable entry into lands or tenements and
hold them unlawfirlly and by force". Claimants, as they have established by separate Notice, are
not legal fiction "pe sons" subjeit to the corporately created Ohio Revised Code unless they



specifically consent to be after full prior disclosure of all material facts. No such disclosure ever
occurred. Claimants have not so consented to Respondents' attempts to impose their private
corporate code upon them. In any event, Ciaimants are the rightful owners of the land, household
goods and furnishings which Respondents are attempting illegally and unlawfully to convert to
their own uses, as set forth in paragraph III(AX4) hereinabove.

(12) There are no corporate bylaws known as statutes, codes, ordinances or even Constitutional
provisions, that pertain to the notion of "property tax" and that also apply to living people, such
as Claimants and Respondent Cook. Ail provisions of the Ohio Revised Code, including without
limitation, Ohio Rev. Code Secs. 323.25 and/or Sec. 5721.18(A) and/or (B), cited by
Respondents Grabenstein, Synenberg, and other Respondents during corporate proceedings
known as CV21956I54, emanating from the legal fiction entity publicly known as CUYAHOGA
COI-INTY COMMON PLEAS COURT, or during corporate proceedings known as CVG
2300fiA from the legal fiction entity publicly known as CLEVELAND HEIGHTS MUNICIPAL
COURT, purport to apply, according to their own terms, only to legal fiction "persons", not to
living people, including without limitation Respondent Cook and Claimants.

(13) None of the Respondents has or claims a property interest in the above described land, nor
does any one of the legal fictions for which said Respondents act. Legal fictions, including
without limitation, PREMIER HOMES CLELLC, the latter having no lawful existence and
being therefore incapable of entering into contracts or owning anything.

(14) Claimants as living people, have God-given rights that are equal to those enjoyed by any
other living man or woman in Ohio, including each of the Respondents.

(15) None of Respondents alleges that Claimants entered into any contract that obligated either
Claimant to pay Respondents, their agents, or principals. Nor does any Respondent allege that
Respondent Cook consented to pay any of them or their agents or principals "property tax" after
full prior disclosure to them of all material facts.

(16) Respondents, as men and women, have no greater right to demandpayment from Claimants
without their consent, than would Claimants have any such right to demand payment from any of
them without their consent.

B. ABSENCE OF SUBJECT MATTER JURTSDICTION

(1)Common law is a superior form ofjurisdiction that derives its authority from God and which
exceeds that of any corporation. Members of the corporate UINTED STATES CONGRESS have
admitted this maxim for several decades.

Q) At colnmon law there was no tax lien. Such liens are purely statutory creations. Cassidy v
Aroostook, 134 Me. 3aQ%6).In other words, a private corporation enacts policy and calls it
"law" when it is not law.

(3) None of the Respondent attorneys, including without limitation, Dvorin, Grabensteirl
Synenberg, Costelio, or other BAR memberc are entitled to serve in positions of public trust.
None of the acts committed to date by Respondents or their agents, whether by means of



Respondent Jain's 4ll2l23 trespass and wriuen threat or his 5116123 "COMPLAIN1'', or the
November 21,2A21 proceedings operated by Respondents Synenberg, Bucha and Byrd, are

authorized because Respondent BAR members, even if they took oaths of office, are incapable of
holding "any office of trust" by virrue of the factthat each, by being a BAR member, has

accepted a title of "nobility or honour" from a foreign power. Any purported acts they have
performed to date, including the creation of corporate "court orders" are therefore void ab initio
and of no effect. The Thirteenth amendment to the original, organic U.S. Constitution prohibits
anyone who has received or retained such emoluments as the title of attorney at law or esquire,

from holding any ofFrce of trust. Said original Thirteenth Amendment was unanimously ratified
by the required number of states by 1824 and ratified in Ohio in January, 1811. It reads in fulI as

follows:

"If any citizen of the United States shall accept, claim, receive, or retain any title of
nobility or honour, or shall without the consent of Congress, accept and retain any
present, pension, office, or emolument of any kind whatever, from any emperor, king,
prince, or foreign power, such person shall cease to be a citizen of the United States, and

shall be incapable of holding any office of trust or profit under them, or either of them."

It has never been repealed. It also constitutes an admission against interest by Respondents'
predecessors.

(a) The principal of each BAR member Respondent is a private, for profit corporation. A
corporalion is a legal fiction that cannot think, act or do any thing without the intervention of a
living man or woman. The fact that Respondents are operating as agents of one or more
corporations means that they have no greater right to proceed against Claimants than would
private citizens. Corporate tribunals which publicly portray themselves as CUYAHOGA
COUNTY COURT OF COMMON PLEAS and CLEVELAND HEIGHTS MT]NICIPAL
COURT likewise have no right to proceed against Claimants or claim their land. Neither of said
corporate tribunals is a court because neither is a sovereign. Moreover, neither tribunal is a
"court of record" because neither administers cornmon iaw. The process of both such legal
entities results from sham so-called legal proceedings and is void ab initio. The Bank of the
United States v. Planters Bank of Georgia,6L.Ed. [9 Wheat] 244 (1824). No corporation
merely doing business as if it were a "court'', without the informed consent of the litigants has

any authority whatever to operate legitimately as part of Ohio's government and is not a court.
Clearfield Trust Co. v. United States,3lS U.S. 363-371 {1943).

(5) It is a fundamental maxim of both cofirmon law and of the statutory corporate tribunal
system, that subject matterjurisdiction (or claimed corporate authority) may be challenged at any
time.

(6) Respondents'refusals to fully and fairly disclose Claimants'rights to a court of record have
harmed Claimants and induced them to rely on such concealments to their detriment, thereby
causing harm to them and their God-given, unalienable common law rights to be free to live their
lives free from trespasses and interferences from Respondent corporate employees operating to
generate revenue. Claimants have never been provided notice or an opportunity to be heard by a
true, non-corporate court of record on any of the facts or law which could have established the
existence of any authority to tax at aLl.

I



C. ABSENCE OF TAXNG AUTHORITY

(l)Corporations masquerading as govemmental entities, including without limitation,
Respondents' principals, have no land jurisdiction at all. A11 their delegated powers return to the
unincorporated states and people when they are bankrupt" in liquidation or reorganization. When
they foreclose, they are operating outside their charters. They may advertise a "Land Sale", but in
reality, all they can sell, if anything ata7l, is a Temporary User Privilege, and even then only
when the true owner does not object. Respondent Jain had every reason to know that he was
never purchasing Claimants' private property as he allegedly did on March 8,2A23 because
Respondent corporate agents had no authority to transfer it to him or to the legal fiction
corporation Respondent Jain operates.

(2) Respondent BAR members' predecessors have long admiued that after exclusive jurisdiction
over lands within a State have been ceded to the United States, private properry located thereon
is not subject to taxation by the State, nor can state statutes enacted subsequent to the transfer
have any operation therein. Surplus Trading Company v. Cook,281 U.S. 647 (1930).

(3) At the time Congress transferred the public lands to the new Ohio state republic, via the 1802
Enabling Act, it granted the new state no taxing power.
https://ohiohistorycentral.org/dEnabling_ActJll802 The corporate STATE OF OHIO
ryasquerading as the original Ohio republic has even less.

i,

S) Claimants are the owners of the land mass described herein and have chosen to not record
fileir private property interests in the land mass described hereinabove, into the private corporate
records maintained by the above named Respondents. As sovereigns without subjects Claimants
inherited the right to the type of perfect allodial title that once was believed to be the exclusive
prerogative of monarchs. As allodial title holders Claimants are the only ones entitled to the
usufruct, an unalienable characteristic of their allodial title but Respondent county agents have
been using Claimants' private property since the time that Respondent Cook owned the
properly, as collateral for their corporate transactions without the consent of Claimants or
Respondent Cook,and without providing an accounting .

(5) Claimants receive no benefits from any of Respondents'corporations or any oftheir agents
unless they pay for such benefits, or unless they are compelled to receive some "benefit" they do
not want. Compelled benefits are not benefits at all. Claimants have entered into no contract or
any presumed contract with Respondents and have not authorizedthe entities represented by the
all capital versions of their names to do so. It has long been admitted that neither a state nor a
subsidiary or subdivision of it may impose a charge for the enjoyment of any right granted by the
Constitution for the united States of America . Murdock v. Pensylvania,3l9 U.S. 105, I 13
(1943). A tax would constitute a prior restraint on Constitutionally protected liberties and
suppress their exercise. Since Claimants' entitlement herein is guaranteed by the Federal
Constitution, and exists independently of State authority, any inquiry as to whether the State has
given something for which it can ask a retum is irrelevant. In any event, Claimants have received
absolutely no benefit from Respondents' corporate county employers unless such benefit was
compelled. The reasogable value'of recording services said cougtv emplo]rers offer to Claimant



or others has already been discharged and paid by Respondent Cook and her predecessors in title.
Claimant rejects. as a compelled "benefit" of dubious value" any additional presumed or residual
value Respondents'principals may claim to have Eovided Claimant or the public in general by
virtuq of its services in recording deeds.

(6) Claimants are the exclusive owners of the aforementioned land located on the land mass
know as Cuyahoga County, Ohio Not one of the Respondents and not one of the agents.officers.
employees or principals of the parent. affiliate. or subsidia{v -corporation of such employers or
orincipals. has or claims to have anlz leqal or lawfiil interest in the aforementioned propgrties.

(7) Respondents' corporate principals may lawfully own no interest in land because legal fictions
have no authority to even exist and could not possibly be sovereign.

(8) None of the Respondents purporting to act on behalf of their legal fiction corporations, have
any taxing authority. It is a settled principle pre-dating the 14e Amendment, that States may not
tax beyond their territorial limits. When "states" become private, for profit legal fiction
corporations, i.e. mere mental constructs, they have no territorial limits. Their agents, including
without limitation, Respondents, have no authority beyond their threats of violence. American
government has never been sold to the people under any theory of "might makes right". It has
always claimed authority based only on the consent of the governed.

(9) As men and women are all equal in rights to one another, no man or woman, such as any of
the Respondents, whether acting as "county treasurer" or otherwise, can lawfully tax any man or
woman, such as Claimants, any more than Claimants may any of the Respondents, as living
people. The right to the ownership of property and to contractwith respect to its use is
Constitutionally protected.

(10) Properfy taxes are ad valorem, direct taxes and must therefore be apportioned. Article I.
Section 2 Clause 3 and Article I Sec. 9 Clause 4 of the United States Constitution require that
state agents first apportion any taxes they seek to impose on privately orvned land. Respondents
have never computed any such apportionment.

(i 1) Respondents have to date failed to claim the existence of any corporate statutg code or
ordinance that grants any of them or their principals taxing authority, although there are
corporate policy enactments describing how to compute the unauthoizedtax. Neither
Respondents' OHIO REVISED CODE nor their STATE OF OHIO "Constitution" contains
claimed taxing authority, only descriptions of how to collect it based on groundless presumption.

(12) Claimants are not in contract with the corporate "COUNTY OF CUYAHOGA" and are not
bound by nor have they consented to Respondents' unilateral categonzations of their private
property land and fixhres using such arbitrary ciassifications as "residential, industrial or
agricultural".

(13)Those Respondents presuming to act as if they were agents of "govemment" are
Constitutionally prohibited from taxing private property unless it is classified pursuant to
constitutional limitations (residenJial, industrial, agriculturai). Respondents have nevertheless



made such classification without Claimants' consent in an obvious effort to justiS taxing it.
Such tactics constitute fraud upon Claimants.

(14) Property has been defined as the right and interest which a man has in iands and chattels to
the exclusion of others." Ralston Car Co. v. Ralston 147 N.E. 513 (Ohio 1925) If the corporate
state were able to lawfully take Claimants'properfy any time they do not pay Respondents'
billings, if any, then Claimants would be dispossessed of their land and have become slaves.

(15) Respondent Jain claims no authority for himself or the imaginary entity he operates in
making claims of ownership during the CVG n1Afil corporate proceedings. Respondent Jain
paid for whatever it was that the other Respondents were selling him despite actual or
constructive knowledge that what he was ostensibly purchasing was subject to adverse claims in
general and that Claimants in particular were in fact the true owners. Claimants are not
responsible for any frauds committed against Respondent Jain by the other Respondents'
unauthorized acts and representations, if any, of their non-existent authority to sell.

(16) Claimants' land is not needed or claimed to be needed for any public purpose.

(17) Respondents do not have and do not claim any source of any lawfirl, legal, or even corporate
authority from which they are entitled to bill Claimant for "taxes" on the aforementioned land
masses. The taxing power may not be exercised except by a sovereign. Not one of the
Respondents has claimed that, when aeting on behalf of the corporate state tha't he or she has

sovereign authority over Claimant or any of their rights. Claimants are not i4'h Amendment legal
fiction U.S. citizens and are not subject to directives from any affiliate, subsidiary, or franchisee
of any corporation, whether or not its agents refer to it as part of the "government". Claimants
are not corporate assets or agents who have any allegiance to or affiliation with any of
Respondents' employers above named, or their parent corporations.

(18) Respondents have at all times failed or refused to fully or fairly disclose to Claimants the
corporate nature of their principals or that corporations have no grcater rights than living men
and women to use the non-existent but claimed taxing power to deprive Claimants of their land
in the absence of their informed consent to be subject to such corporate claims of authority.
Claimant hereby rebuts any presumption of consent Respondents may entertain to the contrary.
Any deemed "consent" by Claimants or either of them, to such corporate jurisdiction could not
have ever occurred without such disclosures. Corporate entities, cannot contract with living men
and women without firll, fair and honest disclosure.

(19) The parties agree that Respondent corporate agents and contractors believe themselves
bound to follow the directives of their corporate superiors operating as 'Justices" of IINITED
STATES SUPREME COURT which has stated that the power to kx is an incident of and
exclusive feature of sovereignty. Merrion v. Jicarilla Apache Tribe,455 U.S. 130,144-148
(1982). Agents of corporations doing business as COIINTY OF CIfYAI{OGA as do all
Respondents and their principals, have no sovereignty and therefore lack the taxing power of a
sovereign. https://core.ac.uk/download/pdf/14869.3098.pdf In the absence of an allegation that
Respondents' efforts to appropriate Claimants' private property is for a public pulpose, no lawful
taxmay be laid. Respondents' predecessor superiors operating as'Justices" of IINITED STATES
SUPREME COURT conceded that the power of the supposedly sovereign state to tax "is the



highest atkibute of sovereignty' (McCulloch v. Maryland, 17 U.S. 316,338-339 (1819) but denied
the imposition of that power on one with greater sovereignty.

IV. NOTICE OF POTENTIAI LIABILITY

A. Any further acts by any Respondents in continuing to exercise non-existent claims of
authority against Claimants may result in fiilI liability for common law trespass. Such trespasses

include, without limitation, cornmon law extortion, common law assault, common law
conversion, intentional infliction of mental distress, treason, and/or statutory domestic terrorism
or other harm. The infliction of harm is not a permissible action for those Respondents claiming
to be part of the "government", regardless of whether or not such harm may be deemed justified
by corporate byiaws known as statutes. The right to property is an unalienable right. Taxing
property (of the people) is an alienation of that right. Property tax is solely for entities that do not
have unalienable rights, such as corporations, LLCs, business and commercial entities. The
corporate STATE's taxation codes do not use the words man, men, woman, women or people
because corporations cannot and do not have authority over living people.

B. The above Notices are legal and lawful notices. Respondents may deny the facts set forth in
said Notice ONLY by serving the natural woman, Erin Rawlins above named, by certified,
restricted delivery U.S. Mail, with retum receipt, to the address indicated hereinabove for said
Erin Rawlins within Ten (10) days after the delivery of this Notice. Thereafter, the liabilities
listed above may not be denied or avoided by the respondents named and their agents and
principals, as set forth in this notice.

C. As private men and women, Claimants have unlimited, inviolable and Constitutionally
protected powers and rights to contract or to decline to contract. All Respondents facilitated or
participated in the violation of Claimants' Constitutionally protected, common law and natural
God-given rights, in the following particulars: a. by threatening them with violent abduction
from their home without cause; b. by depriving them of their right to a court of record, c. by
depriving them of any semblance of due process or due course of law.

D. Respondents' corporate hibunal principals profit from various contracts with other federal
and state governmental and non-governmental corporations, which also generate profits through
trade on the stock exchange. As agents of said corporation(s), Respondents are obligated to work
solely for the financial interests of their corporate employer(s) regardless of the Constitutional,
common law, and/or natural law rights of the Claimants. Respondents' allegiance to their
corporate employers presents a conflict both with cornmon law and with God's law, which
Congress acknowledged in 1982 viaP.L.97-280 to be supreme. Part of God's law and the
cornmon law which serves it, states: '1.{o man can serve two masters: for either he will hate the
one, and love the other; or else he will hold to the one, and despise the other. Ye cannot serve
God and mammon". Holy Bible, KJV, Matthew 6:24.

V. FEE SC}IEDULE

A. CONTINI-IING FIARM: A fee schedule is included herein for the purpose of compensating
Claimants for past and continuing harm. The liabilities set forth in the within schedule, as to all
Respondents above named, are based on their acts of trespass, extortion, assault, conversion,



intentional infliction of mental distress, domestic terrorism, and treason (as to oath taking
Respondents), all as set forth hereinabove.

B.IIARM CAUSED BY ACTS OF TREASON: Upon a finding, admission, or judgment that
Respondents or any of them are oath takers and committed acts of common law trespass,

extortion, assault, conversion, intentionai infliction of mental distress, domestic terrorism, and

treason against Claimants, the parties agree that Claimants are entitled to judgment in the further
sum of $100,000.00 United States Dollars against each said Respondent. One United States

Dollar is defined herein and by the Acts of 1792 and 1900 as being 24.8 grains of gold or 371.25
grains of silver Coinage.

C. PERSONAL LIABILITY: Claimants herein are entitled to additional compensation from all
Respondents, their agents and principals, for their acts of trespass, extortion, assault, conversion,
intentional infliction of mental distress, and domestic terrorism. It is understood that the within
Fee Schedule applies to a]l Respondents as living men and women, not as corporate actors.

D. HARM RESPONDENTS CAUSED AND CONTINI.IE TO CAUSE TO CLAIMANTS: A
fee schedule of One Thousand Dollars ($1,000.00) per day commencing April 12,2023 for their
acts of trespass, cofilmon law extortion, common law assault, cofirmon law conversion,
intentional infliction of mental distress, and statutory domestic terrorism, shall be due and
payable from Respondents to the Claimants upon any finding or judgment of liability. Each
aforementioned Respondent shall be jointly and severally liable for said dailysum of $1,000.00
United States Dollars, said sum to be due and owing by each said Respondent, their agents and
principals, jointly and severally, upon any finding or judgment of liability.

E. FAILURE TO PAY: In the case of failure to pay any fees or Judgment within thirty (30) days
of presentrnent of any such Bill or Judgment, you Respondents each agree that your property
wherever situated is subject to lien, including judgment liens, levy, distraint, distress, certificate
of exigency, impound, execution and all other lawful, equitable, and/or commercial remedies.

F. RECOUPMENT OF LOSSES: Respondents are hereby prohibited from directly or indirectly
seeking recoupment of losses incurred due to any terms of this Contract, from their customers or
constituents. Respondents will be absolved of all liability, including all outstanding amounts billed, upon
payment of all sums required herein and as defined herein and upon the actual termination of further acts

oftrespass, common law extortion, assault, conversion, intentional infliction of mental distress,
domestic terrorism, and treason.

NOTICE TO PRINCIPAL IS NOTICE TO AGENT
NOTICE TO AGENT IS NOTICE TO PRINCIPAL

ALL RIGHTS RESERYED AND RETAINED

AT'I'IDAYIT OF CLAIMANTS

The undersigned Michael Reese and Alison Reese, having flrst been duly sworn upon their oaths
and under penalty of perjury, state as follows:

Status and Standing



l.Claimants Alison Reese and Michael Reese, husband and wife, are two of the people or their
posterity referred to in the Preamble to the U.S. Constitution. Claimants have been living on the

land mass known as Ohio for many yeffs. They hereby reserve the right to "define the moral,
political, and legal character of their lives", as Respondents' superiors have conceded to be their
right. Executive Order 13t32 Sec.2(d) (81t0199).

2. Since the 1935 enactment of the corporate bylaw known as the Social Security Act, and the

implementation of State issued Birth Certificates, agents of State corporate entities have created

the legal fiction presumption known as parens patriae to assume unconstitutional authority over
children through parents' signatures on Birth Certificate documents, executed without corporate
agents having first fully disclosed such secret presumptions to the parents.

3. Claimants hereby disavow any presumption that any corporate State ever had any authority to
use the bith documents of either to create alegal frction "person" by using the name of either,
whether by usingparens patriae or other corporation fiction.

4. Clumants disavow any presumption that either is a surety for any debt of Respondents or their
legal fiction principals.

5. Once agents or contractors of the hospitals where each was born transferred or sold the birth
certificate documents to the corporate STATE OF OHIO, they then fraudulently and with no
notice to or consent from either Claimant's father or mother, created for each at least one new
corporate entity known as a legal fiction "person", which it then falsely attributed to Claimant
Alison Reese, the woman, and Michael Reese, the man, so as to use the legal fictions it created
thereby to earn profits for agents of the corporate STATE tlrough investments. Agents of the
corporate STATE OF OHIO, its subsidiaries, affrliates, branches, and parent corporations then
perverted the spelling of Claimants' infant names by capitalizing all the letters and then
monetizing the resulting legal fictions for financial gain, all without the prior knowledge or
consent of either Claimant or of his or her parents.

6. Parents are not lawfirlly enabled without their knowledge or consent to indebt, pledge,
conscript, or otherwise enter their sons and daughters into any form of bondage, debt, peonage,
or enslavement. The parents of neither Claimant would have or did in fact voluntarily and with
flrll prior disclosure of all material facts, relinquish any of their parental rights to either Alison or
Michael following firll disclosure. Any deemed "consenf'to terms and conditions of a contract
thatare undisclosed is meaningless and evidence of fraud, thereby rendering any resulting
contract null and void ab initio.

7. Claimants were never lawfully entrusted to the State despite arry corporate presumption to the
contary supposedly created by their parents' signatures on birth certificate documents. The
parents of neither of Claimants ever had any intention of delivering their child to the custody of
the corporate State.

8. Claimants are not legal fiction 'ocitizens", o'persons", "residents" or employees of the entity
variously known as UNITED STATES, united States of Americ4 United States of America,
LINITED STATES CORPORATION COMPANY, its subsidiaries, successor corporations,
affiiiates, franchisees or contractors, whether or not known by other names and legal fictions.



9. Claimants may not be considered to be chattel property, a transmitting utility, a British or
Vatican subject, employee of the STATE OF OHIO corporation or any of the ITNITED STATES
subsidiary or afEliate corporations. Nor is either an employee of either corporate tribunal above
named, or of any other corporate govemment. Neither Claimant is a cestui que vie tmst, a vessel,
lost or misplaced cargo, a corporate fiction "person", a corporation, a ship, a dezd body, a
patient, a client or a slave.

10. Each Claimant reserves his or her right to choose when to allow the legal fiction associated
with his or her name, to be in contract with a corporation, as has been admitted by agents of
other corporate entities doing business as "courts" in writing decisions which Respondents
recognize as controlling authority . Merrion v. Jicarilla Apache Tribe,455 U.S. I30, 144-148
(1e82).

11. Each Claimant hereby denies having ever consented to be in contract with any of the above
named Respondents or their corporate employers or principals, whether or not any of said
Respondents acted under arry actttal or apparent authority of said corporations. As living people
and not legal fictions, Claimants would have at all times lacked any power or right to engage in
contractual relations with any legai fiction, such as any of the corporations employing any of the
above named Respondents.

12. Claimants hereby deny that either ever conssnted to any subject matter jurisdiction or
personal jurisdiction or other authority being exercised over either by virn-re of the prior
ownership of the private property described atparugraph II(A) hereinabove by metes and
bounds description, because not one of the above named Respondents, whether as agents,
employees, officers, or contractors for his or her principal, is lawfully authorized to act oii behalf
of the legitimate non-corporate de jure Ohio republic.

Claimants not bound by Corporate Presumptians

13. Claimants hereby affix his or her own autograph upon all the affirmations in this document with
explicit reservation of all his or her unalienable rights and his or her specific common law right not to be

bound by any confiact or obligation which he or she has not entered into knowingly, willingly,
voluntarily, and without misrepresentation, duress, or coercion.

14.Each Claimant has already rebutted by separate document, any presumptions which may have been

deemed to have been created by the birth certificate and certificate of live birth documents created after
his or her respective births.

15. Claimants rarely use any identification number from any government corporation and only do so for
informational purposes and under duress because of the extreme inconvenience of operating without such

number in today's marketplace. The use by either Claimant of any such number is not out of a desire to
participate in the corporate system.

16. Each Claimant uses Federal Reserve Notes to discharge debt only because neither has access to any

widely recognized crurency. His or her use thereof does not make either a surety for any corporation.

17. Any use Claimants make of any bank accoun! and any signatures he or she has been coerced to
provide to obtain one is due to the absence of reasonable alternatives. Claimants hereby rebut any



presumptions that others may create as a result of any hidden contract created by ary signafure either

Claimant may have provided in connection with securing any such account. Claimants refuse to be

obligated to fulfill any hidden or unrevealed contracts whatsoever, due to the absence of full disclosure

and voluntary consent.

18. Any tax returns either Claimant may have filed in the past, were filed due to the atmosphere of fear

and intimidation created by the tax collector and by other agents of the corporate state; not because there

is any law requiring either Claimant to do so.

19. Any use that either Claimant has ever made of a "driver's license" has been under duress.
There is no legal requirernent for either Claimant to have such a license to travel for purposes of
trade, for her own pleasure or that of their family and friends. However, because of the lack of
education and well known violence of code enforcement agents known as "police officers", any
use that either Claimant has ever rnade of a license was exclusively for the purpose of avoiding
being subjected to harassment or injury.

20. Any document that either Claimant may have ever signed, in which either answered "yes" to
the questiorr, "Are you a U.S. citizen?" cannot be used to compromise either Claimant's status,
nor obligate either to perform in any manner. Without full written disclosure of the definition and
consequences of such supposed "citizenship," provided to Claimants via document bearing each
Claimant's autograph given freely without misrepresentation or coercion, thelg can be no legally
binding contract as to either Clamant to act as such "U.S. citizer-,'.

21. Clanmartts were never previously informed about, nor do they consent to any utilization of
their all capital names through the Court Registry Investrnent System which agents of both
corporate tribunals use for financial gain. By creating such securitization of Claimants' names
and documents filed into Respondents'tribunals without Claimants' informed consent,
Respondents are harming Claimants, the living people, committing cofirmon law trespass upon
their rights to the free use of their private property, as well as by committing the common law
crime and tort of conversion.

22. Since no hidden, umevealed, and undisclosed information, if it exists, can be lawfully held to be

binding, all certificates and registrations, such as marriage or birth certificates, along with any

presumptions which may be deemed created thereby, are null, void, and of no effect.

23.The attendance of any of either Claimant's children in corporate government-supported "public"
schools or goveflrment-controlled "private" schools does not create any legal tax obligation for either
Claimant, or any other legal obligation, because neither Claimant ever signed a contract agreeing to such

obligation for the coerced so-called "benefrt" of public school affendance. Either Claimant's use of such

alleged "benefits", if any, has been under duress only, and with full reservation of all of his or her
common law rights. Claimants have waived none of his or her intrinsic rights and freedoms by his or her

use thereof.

24. If any of either Claimant's children have attended government supported "public" or controlled

"private" schools, such was done under duress and not out of free will. Claimants regard "compulsory
state education" as a violation of the natural and universal common law of freedom of choice.



2j.Claimants agfee to the Fes Schedule set forth hereinabove to compensate them for the injury, harm or

lcss of their family home with which Respondents threaten them.

26. Authorization for sharing of personal and private information may only be given by the originator and

sutrject r:f that information. That authorization is hereby denied and refused with regard to the Claimants

described herein.

27 . Claimants hereby affix their autographs to all affirmations in this Notice with explicit reservation and

retention of all their unalienable rights and their specific common law right not to be bound by any

contract or obligation r.vhich either has not entered into knowingly, willingly, voluntarily, and without

misrepresentation, duress, or coercion. Any use of a notary public in the past or future is for
identification, and such use does not grant anyjurisdiction to anyone.

28. Authoriz:atiar. for sharing of personal and private information may only be given by the
originator and subject of that information. That authorization is hereby denied and refused with
regard to the claimants described herein.

NOTICE TO AGENT IS NOTICE TO PRINCIPAL AND
NOTICE TO PRINCIPAL IS NOTICE TO AGENT

NOTARY ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF CLAIMANTS' AUTOGRAPHS

We, Michael Reese and Alison Reese, Claimants herein, as the living man and woman, also
being husband and wife, having been first duly sworn upon our oaths, do herewith affirm and
declare according to ollr unlimited commercial liability and as we shall answer rmto God,
affirming with our autographs and right thumb print seals that we are competent and of lawf.rl
age to state the matters set forth herein, that the above statements are fiue, correct, complete, not
intended to be misleading, that they constitute admissible evidence, and are in accordance with
our best firsthand knowledge, understanding and belief.

N-fl
'u.\.i -'* r -. :1\. 'tr,.-, '

Dated this I day ofJri-nt'- in the Year Two Thousand Twenty-Three.

AU Rights Reserved and Retained

n

YHWH, a

Woman, Steward of Elohim, With All Rights Given By El
Shaddai, in and through Yahushua ha Mashiach;
Without STATE OF OHIO



mass known as Cuy

Notary Public

By: Michael Reese, A True Living son of YHWH, a

Man, Steward of Elohim, With All Rights Given By El
Shaddai, in and through Yahushua ha Mashiach;
Without STATE OF OHIO
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June 12,2023

NOTICE OF.'FAULT & OPPORTUNITY TO CURE

FROM: Alison Reese- nee Adkins, previously knoun as \\'orkman and Stryczny, sztiiuris, a

living $'oman having been found ro be of full 1ega1 age- and

Michael Reese, sui iuris, a living man having been found to be of full legal age;

Ciaimants.

TO: Joan Synentrerg,stephen Bucha. Christopher Britton. Michael Chambers,

Harold Pretel, Iv{atthew Grabenstein, Lisa Roceo. Nailah B-vrd, David Dvorin,

Mohan Jain. James costello, saundra Ben]'. and clementine cook;
Respondents-

Corporate ldentifiers: cY21956154, CVG 230S530, and 683-23-058

NOTICtr TO FRII\CIPAL IS NOTICE TO AGENT AND NOTICE
TO AGEI\TT IS I{OTICE TO PRINCIPAL

RESPONDENTS WILL BE DEEMED TO CONSENT TO AND ACCE?T ALL TERI}IS

oF THIS NOTICE AND OFrER TO CONTRACT BY (A) SILENCE; oR BY (B)

COI{TINUED ACTS OR T}TRXATS IN PURSUIT OF CLAIMS AGAINST CLAIMANTS

oR THEIR LAND; OR BY {C} .A.NY ENTRY OR OTHER TRESPASS UPON

CLATMANTS'LAND OR OTHER PRIYATE PROPERTY.

I.NOTICE O}- FAULT

A.yOU ARE HEREBY NOTICED that )ou are in fault of an oppo*unity to reply to the 5l3l/23
.NOTICE OF ABSENCE OF AUTHORITY TO TRESPASS ON CLAIMANTS' LAND, THE

ABSENCE OF SUBJECT MATTER JL}RISDICTION, THE ABSENCE

OF AUTHOR1TY TO IMPOSE TAX, NOTiCE OF LIABILITYFOR TRESPASS, COMMON

LAW EXTORTION. COMMON LAW ASSAULT, COMMON LAW CONVERSION,

INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF MENTAL DISTRESS, TREASON, AND STATUTORY

DOMESTIC TERRORISh4, CONTRACT OFFER, AND AFFIDAVIT" {hereinafter, the"5131l?3

Notice"), as set forth hereinbelow:

B.True and correct copies of the 5131123 Nctice were delivered to all of the Respondents above

named on the dates indicated in the attached Atndavit of Service dated June 2, zOn .

C.The 612123 Affrdavit of Service verifies that the most recent date of service upon the above

named Respondent men and wornen occurred on612123-

C. The 5l3ll23 Notice informed each Respondent the specific manner that he or she wouid be

required to respond, including.the ten (10) day deadline for doing so.



D. Not one of the Respondents provided any response in the manner specified in the Notice, or in

any manner at all, u* *uy be verified by Affrdavit of Non Reply executed by Erin Rawlins on

6112123 and available upon request.

E. Respondent men and tyomen above named were each given the opportunity to dispute each of

the staiements made in the 5!3lll3Notice establishing the absence of subject matter jurisdiction-

or any other authorit-r-. to eize possession of Claimants' land'

F.Each of the Respondents, by remaining silent, failed to dispute and therefore agreed to each of

the provisioils set fo*h in rhe 5i31123 Notice.

G.Each Respaadent therefore has rejected his or her due process opportunity to respond in the

manner required by said Notice and contract csntained therein.

H.Each Respondent has by tacit admission and agreement waived his or her right to respond in

rhe manaer iequired by th" 5l3ll23g Notice w-ith a specific" verified, and sworn reply.

[.).IOTICE OF *PPOR?LNITY TO CURE

A.As of the effective date{si set out in the 5l3ll23 Notice, Respcndent men and women above

named each failed to repl3: in either a timely rnaruler or as instructed, and arenow in fault and

dishonor of the contraci r.t out in said 5l3ll23 Notice. Each Respondent is therefore subject to

any and all of the terms therein"

B. As a result of the instanr contract set out in the 5l3ll23 Notice, which was hand delivered to

each Respondent as verified in thr 62123 Affidavit of Service, a DEFAULT JLiDGMENT is

being sought against said defaulting Respondents.

C. Respondents, having waived the right to answer, by tacit admission and failure to contest as

instrucied in the Notice, rejected the due process opportunity Claimants offered them.

D. In the evenr that any Respondent failed to accept the remedy offered in the 5131123 Notice by

claiming that his or her silence was an oversight, mistake, or otherwise unintentional, Claimants

grant anr' such Respondent two (2) days *om the date of service of the within Notice, to CURE

the fauit and efflect the remed-v.

E. In the event that any Respondent claims such oversight, mistake, or otherwise unintentional

ignoring of his or her obligation tc respond, Respcndent is required to explain by affidavit the

factual nature of anY such claim.

F. If any respondent fails to cure as specified herein, then, by operation of lar'v, such second

failure io reipond as required by the 5131123 Notice r,vill constitute the FINAL agreement and

admission of the liability of Respondents through tacit agreement as further explained in the

attached 5131123 Notice and contract.

G. Any further actions shall be taken in accordance with the procedures, jurisdictions, and

penalties thereof set tbrth in the 5l3ll23 Notice as defaulted'



H. REPLY to this Notice of Fault and Opportunity to Cure MUST BE RECEMD by 5 p.m. on

the effective dare, which is within TWO (2) DAYS from the date of Respondent's receipt of the

within Notice of Fault and Opportunity to Cure, all as previousll set forth in the 5 31123 Notice.

A11 responses must be specific, factual, verified and sworn tc b3-a man or woman rvith actual

knowledge, exactly as previously set out in the 5131123 Notice ald thus be by U.S. certified mail.

return receipt requested and by restricted delivery to:

Erin Rawlins

lclof 22659 Alden Avenue
Alliance, Ohio i4a601l
iunited states af America).

I{OTICE TO AGE\? IS NOTICE TO PRINCIPAL & }iATICE TO PRINCIPAL IS
NOTICE TG AGEI{T

SILENCE IS ACQUIESCENCE, AGREE}{E:i{T AND DISHONOR

THIS IS A SILT-EXECUTING CONTR{CT

N MTNESS WIIER.E*F. Claimants Alison and Nlichael Reese, as the living man and woman,

also being husband and *,ife. having been first du11' srvorn upcn our oaths, do herewith affirm

and declare according to our ualimited commercial 1iabi1iry and as we shall€nswer unto God,

atfirming with our autographs tllat we are competent and of lar,l*:l age to state the matters set

tbrth in the above Notice of Fauit and Opportunity to Cure, that the above statements are true,

correct, complete, not intended t* be misleading, that they ccnstitute admissible evidence, and

are in accordance with our best fi:srhand knowledge, understanding and belief, having each first

been duly sworn upon their oaths. autographed the above and foregoing document in our

presence at Cuyahoga County, Ghi* on this 12th day of June in the Year Twc Thousand Twenty-

Three.
ALL RIGHTS RESERVED AND RETAINED

t.'t 
i," , ,* -qrr,. ''i$Lj*i; ;*'. ' 

-

\ 
By: Alison Reese,,{True Living daughter of

YHWH, A

Woman. Steward of Elohim, With All Rights Givea By El
Shaddai, in and through Yahushua ha Mashiach;

By: Michael Reese. A True Living son of YHWH, a

Man, Steward of Elohim, With Ali Rights Given By E1

Shaddai, in and through Yahushua ha Mashiach;
,i' .s t i Without STATE OF OHIO,a"-' ,!t, wrthoutt'"r1#,.,

_ ,' I', 
'.-,r r" li ir"".-.--"-- = gA

Without STATE OF OHIO

WitnessWitness







AFFIDAVIT OF NON.RESPONSE TO NOTICE DATED 6112123

The undersigned Erin Rawlins, having first been duly sworn upon her oath and under
penalty of perjury, states as follows:

1. I am a living woman living on the land mass known as Stark County, Ohio.

2. I have no legal or lawfirl interest in the outcome of any proceedings involving Alison
Reese, Michael Reese, or the entities known as ALISON REESE and MICHAEL
REESE.

3. I am more than 18 years of age.

4. Atl terms I use in this Affidavit are as they are normally understood in American
English speech, as used in the 1828 Webster's dictionary, and as I understand their
meaning.

5. I regularly receive U.S. mail at22659 Alden Avenue, Alliance, Ohio, which is the
address designated in Alison and Michael Reese's 6112/23 "I{OTICE OF FAULT &
OPPORTUNITY TO CURE " for Respondents to send any responses.

6.I have as of the date indicated hereinbelow, not received any responses to the
aforementioned 6112123 NOTICE from any of the following: Joan Synenberg, Stephen
Bucha, Christopher Britton, Michael Chambers, Harold Pretel, Matthew Grabenstein,
Lisa Rocco, Nailah Byrd, David Dvorin, Mohan Jain, James Costello, Saundra Berry, and
Clementine Cook.

& ,,* 
,[].*^,.1,j. ..,

Erin Rawlins

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

Sutrscribed and sworn to before us, the undersigned witnesses, this l5th day of June,
2023 by Erin Rawlins, whose autograph ahove we witnessed on this date on the land
mass known as Stark County, Ohio. I
{ilaqlrl|7- / .!greQv. 

'f-,.y'
Witness ' Witness \



Iwre 16,2023

NOTICE OF DEFAULT" IMMINIENT LIABILITY. FINAL OTPORTUNITY
TO CURE NON-RESPONSES TO 5/3Um_& 6/12123 NOTTCES OF
LIABILITY Ai\ID NOTICE OF NEW ACTS OF YIOLENCE ANI)
THIEYERY ,

FROM: Alison Reese, nee Adkins, previously known as 
'W.orkman 

and Stryczty, sui juris, a

living woman having been foturd to be of fulI legal age, and
Michael Reese, sui juris, a living man having been found to be of full legal age;

Claimants.

TO: Joan Synenberg,Stephen Buch4 Clristopher Britton, Michael Chambers,
Harold Pretel, Matthew Grabenstein, Lisa Rocco, Nailah Byrd, David Dvorin,
Mohan Jain, James Costello, Saundra Berry, and Clementine Cook;

Respondents.

Corporate ldentifrers: CV21956154, CYG 2300530,683-23-058, CRB 2300 420

NOTICE TO PRINCIPAL IS NOTICE TO AGENT ANI} NOTrcE
TO AGENT IS NOTICE TO PRINCIPAL

RESPO1YDENTS WILL BE DEEMED TO CONSENT TO AIYD ACCEPT ALL TERMS
OF Tms NOTICE AI\D OFFER TO CONTRACT BY (A) SILENCE; oR BY (B)
CONTINUED ACTS OR THREATS IN PURSUIT OF CLAIMS AGAINST CLAIMANTS
OR TIIEIR LAIIID; OR BY (C) ANY ENTRY OR OTIIERTRESPASS UPON
CLAIMANTS' LA}[D OR OTIMR PRWATE PROPERTY.

THIS IS A SELF.EXECUTING CONTRACT

1.You, as the Respondents named in two prior notices, dated sl3lDAn and 611212023

respectively, are in DEFAULT of an opportunity to reply to the 5l3lnln "NOTICE OF
ABSENCE OF AUTHORITY TO TRESPASS ON CLAIMANTS' LAND, TIIE ABSENCE
OF SUBJECT MATTER JI"IRISDICTION, THE ABSENCE OF AUTHORITY TO IMPOSE
TAX, NOTICE OF LIABILITY FOR TRESPASS" COMMON LAW EXTORTION, COMMON
LAW ASSAULT, COMMON LAW CONVERSION,INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF
MENTAL DISTRESS, TREASON, AND STATUTORY DOMESTIC TERRORISM,
CONTRACT OFFER" AND AFFIDAVIT", hereinafter referred to as the *5l3lDA23 Notice" or
"first Notice" and also in default as to the 611212023 "NOTICE OF FAULT AND
OPPORTLTNITY TO Cf-fRE", hereinafter referred to as the *6112123 Notice" or "Second
Notice". The 611212023 Notice was delivered to each of you Respondents or or before 611312023

as indicated in the two Affidavits of Service publically posted at https://occr2021.com/pending-
cases/.

{

(



2.YolRespondents continue to be in default as to the 513112023 Notice and are also now in
DEFAULT as to the 611212023 Notice, the latter having provided you with an additional
opportunity to reply to the original 5l3l2AX Notice, which is also posted at
htEls://occr2021.com/pending-cases, along with the two (2) Affidavits of Service of the Second
Notice.

3. You, as the original Respondents, having each failed to respond to the 611212023

Notice by the Effective Date of 6i 1512023, which was 2 days from the 611312023 date of last
receipt of said 611212023 Second Notice, are therefore in DEFAULT of an opporfunity to cure as

lawfirlly offered in said Notice.

4.To clarift the record, you and each of you Respondents have to date been given the
opportunity to:

a.State a claim as stated in the first and second notices above referenced;
b. Specifically accept the Offer of Immunity offered to you by Claimants at paragraph I(D) of the
original 5 13 | 12023 Notice;
c. Refute by specific affidavit, point by point, by means of verified facts swom to by a
man or woman affiant with actual knowledge, specifically disputing any or all facts
Claimants established showing that no Respondent and no principal of any such
Respondent had any authority or subject matter jurisdiction to take any of the actions he

or she took individually or on behalf of his or her corporate principal;
d. Cnre the failure to respond to the 5131nA23 Notice as specified at paragraphs II (E), (F) and
(H) of the 611212A23 Notice.

5. By remaining silent and by committing new acts of violence and thievery vfa agents or
contractors of Respondents, who entered Claimants' private property on611212023 where they
assaulted, bafiered and kidnapped each of them, original Respondents have agreed with all terms
of the said contoact, such terms being clearly set forth in the 5l3ll2Az3 Notice and again in
the 611212423 Notice,

6. Due to the failure of each original Respondent above named to answer with any
specific, verified, and swom reply to the original 5l3ll23 Notice and contract offer, required by
both the 5/31/2A23 Notice and by the 611212023 Notice, a binding contract may have been
created and a subsequent DEFAULT ruDGMENT may be issued against each said Respondent.

7. Each Respondent is further hereby Noticed that:
a. You have failed to contest the verified statements made in either the 513112023 Notice or the
611212023 Notice, to which you have to date been provided two opportunities to respond, and by
your continuing unlawful conduct, may have waived the right to answer or ohject, thereby
rejecting each said Respondent's due process opportunity.
b. Each of the Respondents has declined to claim his or her silence to date was'oan oversight,
mistake or otherwise unintentional," as each was given an opportunity to assert per the 6112123

Notice.
c. In the further absence of such verified reply from any Respondent, Claimants do hereby assert

their previously stated intention to enforce the within'T{OTICE OF DEFAULT, IMMINENT



LIABILITY AND FINAL OPPORTIINITY TO CI-TRE NON-RESPONSES TO 5/31123 &,

NOTICE OF NEW ACTS OF VIOLENCE AND THIEVERY", the 6/12123 Notice, or the
SBlDAn Notice, which set out the terms of the self-executing contract contained therein and

which appeax to have already been agreed to by said Respondents.
d. Any or allof the Respondents have agreed and understand that each may incur liability
whether or not their actions were justified by coqporate bylaws known as "statutes," and as each

was warned in the 1|SUZAX Notice.

8. Claimants have already twice informed Respondents of the fault of each in exercising non-
existent authority and jurisdiction over said Claimants, as demonstrated by the acts of
Respondent Costello and his agents, including without limitation, one Robert Furda" on6112123.

On that date, said Respondents exacerbated the crimes and torts each had already admitted to
having previously committed, by committing new acts of ffespass on Claimants' land, consisting
of assaults, batteries, and kidnappings of both Claimants. Rospondents then wrongfully
imprisoned Claimants purportedly for trespassing on their own land and stole furniture and boxes
of merchandise and other valuables from Claimants' home where they have lived since the
1990's. Respondents and thefu agents are now required to justiS their 6112123 criminal acts
committed in the admitted absence of any lawful authority to do so, in addition to responding to
the first two Notices and according to the previously Noticed instructions. Service of
Respondents' first Notice was effected as to each said Respondent ma:l or woman on or before
6|1DAX. Had Respondents heard Claimants atthattime, the matter could have been resolved:
"Moreover, if thy brother shall trespass against thee, go and tell him his fauli between thee and if
he shall hear thee, thou has gained thy brother." Holy Bible, KJV: Matthew 18:15.

9. But said original Respondents appear to have not heard Claimants and so, with their several

witnesses, Claimants repeated what they had previously told said Respondents, by means of their
611212023 Notice of Fault and Opportunity to Cure, which Claimants caused to be served on said
Respondents on6ll2l2023 and on 6|BDA23. *But if he will not hear thee, then take with thee
one or two more, that in the mouth of two or three wihresses every word may be established."
Holy Bible, KJV: Matthew 18:16.

10. Original Respondents, upon being served with the 611212023 Notice of Fault and Opportunity
to Cure, agaful neglected to hear Claimants or to respond, although each was allowed a
reasonable time frame in which to do so, by reason of which Claimants are now? viathe
withinNotice of Default and Imminent Liability, again informing Respondents, in the
prssence of the broader community. "And if he shall neglect to hear them, tell it unto the
church but if he neglected to hear the church, let him be unto thee as an heathen man
and atax collector." Holy Bible, KJV, Matthew 18:17.

11. This lawfirl process, including the 5|3UZA23 Notice, tJ:re 611212023 Notice and tle
withinNOTICE OF DEFAULT,IMMINENT LIABILITY AND FINAL OPPORTLINITY TO
CURE NON-RESPONSES TO 6112123 & 5I3II23 NOTICES OF LIABILITY AND NOTICE
OF NEW ACTS OF YIOLENCE AND THIEVERY", with attached affidavits of service and
non-reply as to said 611212023 Notice, all jointly constitute the "meeting of the minds" aqto all
the terms of the original self-executing contract, to which Respondents have all clearly expressed
their assent. Respondents are all in default for having failed to reply and are continuing and even
escalating their unlawful conduct without ever attempting to refute the verifred evidence that



Respondents' admittedly unlawful acts continue to increase the harm, loss and injury to
Claimants. Further failure to respond and cure prior defaults shall constitute the FINAL
admission and agreement of the parties as stated in the three NOTICEs as defaulted.

12. BINDING JUDGMENT; Any Respondent failing to respond as defined herein agrees

that a Binding Judgment incorporating all of the terms of the Contract created by Respondents'

acceptarrce of the };/Lay 31,2023 Notice and contract offer and the 611212023 Notice may be

entered by any common law court and/or administrative tribunal, at Claimants' election.

13. Any such judgment would be entitled to full faith and uedit by any coflrmon law court or
corporate tribunal at Claimants' election. Claimants may also elect to enforce the Contract or any

Binding Judgment arising from it, through a statutory or colnmon law sherifl deputy, or other

cofirmon law or corporate code enforcer who has taken an oath to support the Constitution. Any
Respondent who further fails to respond as defined herein agrees to waive any and all claims he

or she may have against the members of any such common law court or against any of the
aforementioned common law sheriffs, deputies or other common law or corporate code enforcers
who have taken an oath to support the Constitution, which claims may hereafter arise in
connection with the enforcement of the Binding Judgment teferred to herein. Respondents agree

to hold any such enforcement agents harmless for any acts performed for the purpose ol or
inciderrt to, the enforcement of said Confoact or judgment arising therefrom.

14. FINAL OPPORTUNITY FOR DISCHARGE OF LIABILITY: Any Respondent will be

absolved of all liability as of the date of the receipt of the withinNotice of Default upon his or
her payment of all sutstandine amounts.biled on account ofI)inder fees if any. costs of delivery
of Notiq.es. plus all sums billed and then owine pursuant to the Fee Schedqle of Sec. V-set forth
in the 5/31/2023 Notice plus,the additional sum of Five Hundred Thousand IINITED STATES
dollars to compensate Claimants for the neyr trespasses commi@d on 6/1212023 and continuing
to date. A dollar is defined herein and by the Coinage Act of 1792 and 1900 as being 24.8 grains
of gold or 371.25 grains of silver.

15. All Respondents are further hereby notified that Respondents'third and final refusals
to deny the existence of their tlreats, frauds, and continuing acts of common law
trespass, assault, theft, interference with the right to contact, and breach of contract, may be

considered additional evidence of Respondents' usurpation of legitimate Constitutional authority
and unlawfirl intent to harm, in the event that such acts become the zubject of statutory or
coillmon 1aw $and jury inquiry. Respondents are therefore specifically Noticed that such third
failure to respond in the manner repeatedly indicated by this and prior Notices may hereafter be

considered as evidence of scienter ar mens rea. Claimants also intend to seek additional
monetary, injunctive and related relief from a commoo law court of record.

16. The above Notices are legal and laxfiil notice. Respondents may deny said Notice ONLY by
serving the natural woman, Erin Rawlins, by certified, restricted delivery U.S. Mail, wi& return
receipt, to the address indicated for her in previous Notices, to-wit: 

r

Erin Rawlins
[cl o7 22659 Alden Avenue

I



Alliance, Ohio [4a601]
(united states of America).

By 5 p.m. on or before the passage of Two (2) days after the delivery of this Notice. Thereafter,
the liabilities listed above may not be denied or avoided by the original Respondents named in
this and prior Notices or their agents, contractors. Qui non obstat quad obstare potest facere
videtur

NOTICE TO A.GENT IS NOTICE TO PRINCIPAL & NOTICE TO PRINCIPAL IS
NOTICE TO AGENT

SILENCE IS ACQUIESCENCE, AGREEMENT Ah[I} DISIIONOR

TIIIS IS A SELF.EXECUTING CONTRACT

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Claimarrts Alison and Michael Reese, as the living man ard woman,
also being husband and wife, having been frst duly sworn upon our oaths, do herewith affirm
and declare according to our unlimited commercial liabilif and as we shall answer unto God,
affrrming with our autographs that we are competent and of lawful age to state the matters set

forth in the above Notice of Default and Opportunity to Cure, that the above statements are true,
correct, complete, not intended to be misleading, that they constlfute admissible evidence, and

are in accordance with our best firsthand knowledge, understanding and belief, having each first
been duly sworn upon our oaths, autographed the above and foregoing document in o1]r presence

at Cuyahoga County, Ohio on this 16th day of June in the Year Two Thousand Twenty-Three.

ALL RIGHTS RESERYED AND RETAINED

S!''o=*.-f\ono
By: Alison Reese, A True Living daughter of

YHWH, A

Woman, Steward of Elohim, With All Rights Givea By El
Shaddai, in and through Yahushua ha Mashiach;

By: Michael Reese, A True Living son of YHWH, a

Man, Steward of Elohim, With All Rights Given By El
Shaddai, in and through Yahushua ha Mashiach;
Without STATE OF OHIO

Witness



 



 


