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I

QUESTION

1) whether agency proceedually followed notice requirement to service trustee, on Trust, or beneficiaries or
whether Court over reach authority to tax trust or conflict with this court or other courts decision, whe ther the 
st&te has aw/Avi’wg, far vifrkta saa*. ask a refem. '

2) whether local court of florida Circuit had jurisdiction to hear and determine the case between the parts? was 
appellant deprive due process of law, whether act of 1855 10 Stat. At large 701 enforcible or apply violated1.

3) whether court had juridiction in the judgment it has given erroneous or not, or was the prior 1992 title viod, 
atfer the house, if properly transferred into the 2009 family trust, whether the due Process clause prohibits 
States from taxing trusts based only on the in-state of trustee no income connection to state beneficiaries 
whether the agency forclosed, tax on family trust violate the 5th 14th amend, decease trustor had no connection.
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LIST OF PARTIES

The Caption in this case contain all the names in this proceedings to the Supreme Court of the United States 
(BREVARD County TAX COLLECTOR No:05-2015-CA-38428 OCEAN TAX DEED INVESTMENT LLC., MURRAY 
ANDRIAN ANDREA, Defendant and Respondent.
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PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS

Crystal Maye Petition pray for grant mamdamus relief vacate reverse default judgment 9/21/15 review 
state deny due process violation 5th 14th Arndt Sec.6335, 6065 no service,tax Trust &Trustee ben ificairy.

OPENION BELOW ORDER WRIT OF POSSESION no.05-2015-CA-38428

The local court Judge Harris lack status jurisdiction in default summerary judgment order granted 
possesion to appellee's. Petitioner relief brief aid the court to vacate fraudulant order 9/21/15 App A.

JURISDICTION

The original Jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of the United States confered on Article 3 Section Rule 

20.1 R.17, 28 USC 1251,1651a. R.39, Const 11 Arndt conflict Rule 10 other courts, 28 U5C1738 
violation 5th 14th Arndt, no service R.6335, tax on family Trust, Trustee no connection to state.

CONSTITUTION AND STATUTORY PRVISION INVOLVED

The constitution issues of this involved violation of petitioner 5th and 14th Arndt due process of right 
protected gauranteed by law, violate R.6335 an fraud. A Declaration also on 10 Stat. 701. requirted.

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

A nature of the case

Quasi in rem refers to a legal action reference, have 4 attach witness testimony, by affidavit.

► I. FACTS

Background, now for Quiet Title under statue of fraud violate R.6335 Rule.4 service. Rule.60 This 

action Quasi in rem refers to a lawfull action involves a dispute over illegal tax deed, no service on 
forrrty VrrttnraMry, touted wi Yobl Vtoys WM toVm toy ftofSto \fon#y troSt

connection to state is about the limits of a State’s power to tax Trust. Florida imposes a tax on any 
trust income that “is for the benefit of FT’as North Carolina resident. N. C. Gen. Stat. Ann. §105-160.2 
(2017)., in violation of FI. Stat. 196.181. Exempt law. Gray v. Winthrop. Status 10 Stat. At L 701

■no

t tFamttmntte North Carolina Dept of Revenue v. Kimberley Rice Kaestner... and .Gm UlMttf HJnmiiffiUBHBH) imi fflffffitnmi gMwrwir'gawHFaii tng Trmff^nann? 
GBF CMJfRfflRflM ffU^TT MnPBUUOTE HEnHClT EIWISlDrai IRDUlffit fRBBSIT flffffEUlME SUSinHinr [0^16901101 RUHR Mflfimr mm TOiWTf; SuflsedOtJHIm.
960479) and LINDA CASWELL, as Trustee etc., Plaintiff and Appellant, A074955 The trust was not notified or served. The Illinois Appellate Court in 
Mendelelson held when a trust instrument list a house as part of the trust the house belong to the trust, even if the deed was not fomally transfered 
there. Appellant also send a copy of this brief to solicitor gerneral U. S. For R.24 intervene by 5.1 to clairefy this 
congressional at 1855 10 Stat. At large 701 issue sign by the President relevant to fa cat Ton for this private family Trust in 
caption ownership rights violated under this republican form of our government, in need for this court assistance.
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Am Crystal Maye Sui Juris status 3rd party as Trustee behalf, Blanch Bale Trust. Trustor Perelena Douce 
who formed a family trust for the benefit of her grand daughter and grand son children in New York 
for her home State Florida, while in 11/10/09 new york appointed a fellow New Yorker Crystal Maye, 
as the trustee. The trust agreement granted the trustee "absolute discretion" to distribute the.-Yiv/sV's 

assets to the beneficiaries. In 2009, shortly after on November 27 2009 trustor died in her florida 
home trustee in live New York. The trustee has control over title trust,. Blanch Bale initial Trusst. The 

trust that challenges Florida's tax had its first incarnation nearly 10 years ago, when New Yorker 
Perelena Douce formed a trust for the benefit of her grand Children. The bravad County sought to tax 

the trust 2010. Family Blanch Bale private irrevocably Trust (Trust)—formed for the benefit o»f Olivia 

Douce and her Brother and to take care of her mentaly ill aunty,
—crrrcter a law

authorizing the State to tax any trust income that "is for the benefit of" a state resident, an ad volorim 

tax a trust with no connection to state. Exemption house hold goods persona! effects inviolation of FI. 
Stat. 196.181 of all tax. N. C. Gen. Stat. Ann. §105-160.2. The State assessed a tax of moire than 

$1,400 for tax years 2010 through 2015 During that period, beneficaries Olivia Douce an Trevone had 

no right to, and did not receive, any distributions. Nor did the Trust have a physical presence, make 

any direct investments, or hold any real property in the State. The trustee paid the tax 2010, under 
prctefi. toes to*to/g voftVrfyrifrf to* tesA, toi toa Ytorre toi Yvato vetos-ft to
produce law App, courts, arguing that the tax as applied to the Trust violates 5th 14th Amemd's Due 

Process Clause. The state courts ignored, when it lack personal jurisdiction, over Appellant relied on,

NORTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE v. KIMBERLEY RICE KAESTNER 1992 FAMILY TRUST
CtRT'.ORMV. TO TWE SUVRtMt COURT Of NORTH CkROUNk Ho. TR-ABT. krguato fcprV, \f>, 7010—
Decided June.21, 2019

1. In its simplest form, a trust is created when one person (a "settlor" or "grantor") transfers property 

to a third party (a "trustee") to administer for the benefit of another (a "beneficiary"). A. Hess, G. . 
Bogert, 81 G. Bogert, Law of Trusts and Trustees §1, pp. 8-10 (3d ed. 2007). As trariftto/rtcM? 

understood, the arrangement that results is not a "distinct legal entity, but a 'fiduciary relationship' 
between multiple people." Americold Realty Trust v. ConAgra Foods. Iric,, 577 U. 5. _ .. /2016.)
(slip op., at 5). The trust comprises the separate interests of the beneficiary, who has an "equitable 

interest" in the trust property, and the trustee, who has a "legal interest" in that.property. Gre enough 
v. Tax Assessors of Newport, 331 U. S. 486, 494 (1947). In some contexts, however, trusts can be 

treated as if the trust itself has "a separate existence" from its constituent parts. Id., at 493.1 Tlhe trust 
fitef challenges appellee's taxation

holding that the Kaestners'in-state residence was too tenuous a link between the State and tlhe Trust 
to support the tax. "As this present case." Held: The presence of in-state beneficiaries alone doe? not 

State to tax trust income that has not been distributed to the beneficiaries where theempower a
(terra?ciatves have rrangfrt to demand that income and are uncertain to nxxwe it. fp. 5- 7 6\ (af The
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2. Due Process Clause limits States to imposing only taxes that "bea[r] fiscal relation to protection, 
opportunities arid benefits given by the state" Wisconsin v. J! C. Penney Co.’; 311 U. S. 43 5, 444. 
Compliance with the Clause's demands "requires some'definite link, with no tax assessement: signed 
©ato ©t svgTi'&vtofc Wrv&'tbX'Gftitry 9\.Q&oS. Ml TV. StaA. 191. Rwwnre
Code, § 6203. Method Of Assessment order under oath.The assessment shall be made by recordling the 
liability of the taxpayer in the office of the Secretary in accordance with rules or regulations prescribed 
by the Secretary rules apply Article 1 Sec. 8 Cl. 14.

This was never done because there is no tax law“ What looks like transpired here [is] they’ve 
engineered to deprive the people from discovery and deprive .of 6th 5th 7th amend trial by jur y trust, 
been deprive to object for appellee's unconstitutional action violate 5th amendment due process of law 
protected garuanteed by the constitution for the united States 1 789, Article A Section A republic a-nd,

* The Due Process Clause provides that “[n]o State shall... deprive any person of life, liberty, or 
property, without due process of law.” Arndt. 14, § 1. The Clause “centrally concerns the fundamental 
fairness of governmental activ-ity ” QuiJJ Carp, v. North Dakota, 304 IX S. 298,3J2 (1992jt overruled 
on other grounds, South Dakota v. Wayfair, Inc., 585 U.S.
See more on law.cornell.edu

(2018) (slip o....

NsKffo €»ltoai Bept of Rcvsme v. Kinntafey Rice KaesSirasr 
HCaestiraer,, Jostiice Sonia Sotomaytor* wriiting for a unanimous; court; upheSd.-the judgment 

of the ttoirfh Carfiea Supranme Court that fit iis uinc©ps!dityh«itnial,, as a viiolatfotns of the 14th 
ut's Doe Pirsxess Oause,, for North CairalHina to nais tans# waoransc when the trust hasAmamdir

almost rm© connection wiith the state.
nllOi

3. Although the trust beneficiaries Breed m Mow Totrlk during the tax years in question, 
there wire no other siuffiideimt fads to establish a "rnSnirnaanni conhectfiori” between the 
trust and Florida. Specifically,

JiiitsSfe SOTDMAY0R afeBtoocd for optom of foe Chart. IMs case is about foe fciits of a Stated 

power to tec a toast. Nourtfra Churofca bbb^kkscs a tax <ra aumy tonst tocawite feat "% for for benefit of1 a 

NodHs Ctooifoai jesideinitL TNL CL Geihl Stall. Aram. § II ffl§—16QJ2 (2017).

Tine Ncxrfo GaroSiiniai courts itejarjprdt fois law to ma foatt a toast ®ws ianDome tax to North Cairo!! imia 

wfeeiacwar for trarift 'faemdlk&sries foe to life State, ewon W—m is the case heme—those beaefiefiaBriffijs; 
T©ceiwd iimji toomane i&sm fine toast to ife mdlevrMif tax yean; toll mp ogbt to doramdl firaobonr fromn the 

toast to ttet yean; aimd! ceroid d©S ©MJirnfl ewr trendhtoog iraome fom foe ttosi. The North Carolina
coOTfis hefid foe tax to fee iiiDiBGCTBSttiBxiiliBosssBl wheim assessed to samda a case feeoissse foe State lacks foe 
minimum connection with the object of its tax that,
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the Constitution requires. We agree and affirm; As applied in these circumstances, the 

State’s tax violates the Due Process Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment.

In the context of state taxation, the Due Process Clause limits States to imposing only taxes 

that "bea[r] fiscal relation to protection, opportunities and benefits given by the ' 
state." Wisconsin v. J. C. Penney Co. , 311 U.S. 435, 444, 61 S.Ct. 246, 85 L.Ed.
267 (1940). The power to tax is, of course, "essential to the very existence of 

government," McCulloch v. Maryland , 4 Wheat. 316, 428, 4 L.Ed. 579 (1819), but the 

legitimacy of that power requires drawing a line between taxation and mere unjustified 

"confiscation." Miller Brothers Co. v. Maryland , 347 U.S. 340, 342, 74 S.Ct. 535, 98 L.Ed. 
744 (1954). That boundary turns on "[t]he simple but controlling question ... whether the

state has given anything for which it can ask return." Wisconsin ,311 U.S. at 444, 61 S.Ct. 
246. The forming of the 2009 family Branch Trust cancel all contract prior to it

state has not given anything for which it can ask return." Wisconsin ,311 U.S. at 444, 61 

S.Ct. 246. Murdock v Penn. 319 US 105:(1943)

"A state may not impose a charge for the enjoyment of a right
No 'state may convert anygranted by the federal constitution and 

secured liberty into a privilege and issue a license and a fee for 
it."? To own is a right. Form of 2009 trust cansel remove state deed

1 Article 9 Section Cl 8

No Bill of Attainder or ex post facto Law shall be passed. • Protection from ex post facto laws No 
Capitation, or other direct, Tax shall be laid, unless in Proportion to the Census or enumerationi herein 

before directed to be taken.

4. statue violated by illegal PROPERTY taxation base on [ad volorem tax are Section 20.03 is charge 

on income doing business}, not for, household goods home where ones build there home on t he land 

w "are •evarripV fawn Tth wWith ‘^rotate fV. StaT. w ■jwYwte: ■fevrto'f
see decis Gray v Winthrop appellent brought out a case entitled Redfield v. Fisher, wherein the court 
ruled that the individual, unlike the corporation, cannot be taxed for the mere privilege of existing, the 
tax collector are non profit corporation have chartered from the state, an must abide an follow t he laws 
constitution federal an state, it can not create liability which is not authorize by the law of state legislators 
intent, for Household goods, are exempt, Fraud on court, See Sec 301 2am jur 2d section 129,1962 the law 
dose not permit without sanction by legislation. There is no law to.tax private family Trust with no 
Situs. Connection to state, house tranfer to 2009 family trust terminate state deed void.

16th Amendment Congress shall have the power to lay and collect taxes on incomes,
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4th Amenment Private property cannot be taken for public use unless the owner is fairly compensated 
for it. Appellant was deprive this right and dam age,no service, or day in court,or evidencary heraing

9th. Amendment No one shall be denied their basic constitutional protect rights.

10th. Amendment Powers that are not specifically granted to the national government are to be retained 

by the states and people.

Statues Violated by Appellee’s. This Mandamus relief to vacate and reverse wrong

5. PURPOSE OF THE FEDERAL, GOVERNMENT is defined in the preamble: PREAMBLE: “A 
clause at the beginning of a constitution or statute explanatory of the reasons for its enactment ;and the 
objects sought to be accomplished.” Townsend v. State, 147 Ind. 624, 47 N.E. 19, 37 I^.R.A. 294, 62 
Am.St.Rep. 477; v. Luzerne County, 167 Pa. 632, 31 A. 862. Wo the People, by Declaration,
established government by consent; and, it is in the Constitution that we gave and limited that consent 
to our servants. By establishing and ordaining the Constitution for the united States of America,

We the People formed a “more perfect union”; any servant chat varies from our laws and: seizes 
authority that We the People did not authorize, wars against the Constitution and, therefore, the People; 
they are in bad behavior; and, it is the duty of W? the People to remove them from offiee and toy them 

for treason as provided for in the Constitution.

WE, tne people dr fne United “States, in order to form a more perfect union, establish justice, ensure 
domestic tranquillity, provide the common defence, promote the general welfare, and secure the bllessings

postefity, do ■ ordain and esta-blishof liberty to ourselves and 
this constitution for the United States of America. ARTICLE I—SECTION 1.

our

against that Constitution and engages in acts in violation of the supreme law of the land. Thejiudge is 

engaged in acts of treason." - Cooper v. Aaron, 358 U.S. 1, 78 S. Ct. 1401 (1958)

6. in a case Pollack v Farmer, and Economy Plumbing & Heating v. U.S. 1972 See 90 Stat.l 824.

William H. Taff page 34,35. the 27 president of the united states decision of the supreme court in the 

income tax case deprive the national government of the power which by reason of previous decision 

of the court it was general suppose government had 1909-3 I therefore recommend to congress that 

both boose by 2-3 vote shaft propose an amendment to the constitution to give congress the power to 
levy tax upon government tax for the national government without apportionment among the states 

unproportioned to population, private sector cannot be tax. Only D.C. Territory 26 USC 77Q1 al4. 
Federal income tax without the word unapportion is unconstitutional. Text read as follows.

wars

4TH AMENDMENT
The Fourth Amendment for the U.S. Constitution provides, “[t]he right of the people to be secure in their 
persons, h
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Warrants shall issue, but upon probable cause, supported by Oath or affirmation, and particularly descriibing 
the place to be searched, and the persons or things to be seized.”

Amendment V

No person shall be held to answer for a capital, or otherwise infamous crime, unless on a 
presentment or indictment of a grand jury, except in cases arising in the land or naval 
forces, or in the militia, when in actual service in time of war or public danger; nor shall 
any person be subject for the same offense to be twice put in jeopardy of life or hmib; nor 
shall be compelled in any criminal case to be a witness against himself, nor be deprives 
of life, liberty, or property, without due process of law; nor shall private property be 
taken for public use, without just compensation.

What is the status of Judge Harris is he an Article iii Judge?, Over trust land.

7. Justice Breyer defines administrative law in four parts. Namely, the legal rules and principles itliat: (1) 
define the authority and structure of administrative agencies; (2) specify the procedural .ormalities 
employed by agencies; (3) determine the validity of agency decisions; and (4) define the role of reviewing 
courts and other governmental entities in relation to administrative agencies.! Tj

federal agencies have the power to adjudicate, legislate, and enforce laws within their specific areasU.S.
of delegated power.
The Florida Territorial Court of Appeals was a court system during the time of the Florida Territory. Samuel

Douglas ...
Supreme Court rdrtngs 'rrmittng toe power dt Artcie t and Artidie ^ ri™
The concept of a legislative court was first defined by Chief Justice John Marshall in the caoe of Ar . - 
Ins Co. v. 356 Bales of Cotton, 1 Pet. 511 (1828). which is sometimes referred to as Canter, after a 
claimant A? the case. ,W this case, a court m rntet was thee the Territory of Ftoeria had marie a ruing oe the 
disposition of some bales of cotton that had been recovered from a sunken ship. This clearly fell into the 
realm of admiralty law, which is part of the federal judicial power according to Article III of the Constitution. 
Yet the iudnes. of the Florida Territorial. Court bad. tour-year terms, not. toe lifetime apporntmento rea.iuii.ed by 
Article II! of the Constitution. Marshall's solution was to declare that territorial courts were established under 
Article I of the constitution. As such, they could not exercise the federal judicial power, and therefore ihe

jurisdiction was .unconstitutional.

it.served onJ.

their

Tenure that is guaranteed by the Constitution is a badge of a judge of an Article III court. The argumieni that 
statutory tenure is sufficient for judges of Article III courts was authoritatively answered in E:x parte

that piaced admiralty incaseslaw

mere 
Bakelite Corp.:[1]
8. A two heirs been deprive Miss. Olivia Douce beneficiary, the other her brother. B. Travone Foster 

sole beneficaries, no service or notice on trust or.appellant,The defendant Brevard County Tax 
Collector illegally forclose sold to Ocean Tax Deed LLC is, who paid $66,000, for house that: worth 

$20/3.0/30, as fbfc suraasstfuA ■awWftT ab a, Ctyd/pfc# Tw. Shevitf sate,
Service (IRS) auction, of the household on July 23, 2015. The other defendant Murray Brevard County 
Tax collector. Claimant is. trustee Crystal Maye on behalf for decease trustor, heir A. Olivia Douce grand 

daughter grand son B.Travone Foster is DOB 12/9/93 benificary of the irrevocable Private living Trust 
(Blanch Bale Trust 2009 own the land and house ). built by the trustor no debt bwded. The 

a transfer of title by Perelena Douce Will grant house to fund in Blan ch Bale 
actually assets place into it (that transfer the title assets to the name of Blanch Bale trust.)

are

owner 
Trust's claim is based on 

Trust,
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for life, the trustor was of sound mind competency and understanding of that procedure, trustee hold 
title witness by Crystal Maye, App E 4 witnesses on November 10, 2009. Prior to her death, for grand 

daugther up on her death and grand son B. Travone Foster age now 26 that was, transfer family trust 
(specifically, on 10 Nov. 2009),

the IRS or Brevard County Tax collector tax the trustee and the private family trust house, as part of 
an effort to collect allege taxes the (IRS) Braverd tax collector claimed illegally allege, Perelena truster 
private secter, who had no interest, in the trust seperate entity household goods, but the trustee, 
paid by protest, owed no prior taxes form the 2009, and to 2015 tax years.

9. The irrevocable private living Blanch Bale Trust took title to house in 2009, Trustee Maye hold title 

for the heir benificary, was 12 years old, the grand daughter Olivia Douce, use to live at 291 East 143 

Street apt 3a Bronx in New York, was not aware of any purported lien, or served with no R.4 personal 
swwcfc vio fvcfttefe sw •svgr^d. \yndfcr -c/ato, w wires* fcff v/rdw v&fa
There is a conflict among the courts of appeals on the questions presented by petitioner In case See 

Mullane v. Central Hanover Bank & Trust Co., 339 U.S. 306 (1950) Out-of-state residents cannot be 

expected to be informed by statements in a local FLORIDA newspaper defendant deal with the 

property as if no trust existed; persons dealing with the trust property must strictly observe the trust's 

features. See Clerk refuse to accept filing UCC notice App B letter

B. History of Litigation

in 2015 by Ocean Tax Deed LLC filed a writ possesion action against the private individual Oiiver- 
Vaughn:Douce no interest then filed affidavit objection moot counter-claim challenge defendants 
^■Llvc-Ti agwrtf. Vive Tver*. fayf s'CATr& •ortVwwMVi TWftWi toff tterk vtctafte: USC y&}\, aftWratf* t&vfec.Vitvn 
was not docket, App C, against defendants and Ocean tax deed seeking to have title possesio n order 
in there name and advancing claims for unlawful detainer/ejectrnent, conversion and slander of title. 
When no trial or hearing was held, the court opined grant defendant order for possesion by Judge 

Harris lack jurisdiction, no service or notice on trust, and ignored the filed objection affidavit demand 
still de novo pending, defendant not agreed that the facts were essential with controversy dispute 

service. App-A writ order void. Bad faith that warrant vacate remand reversal with prejudice. 
Accordingly, the defendants fried no tndnidual statements of "agreed facts," along mth no supporting . 
affidavit, testimony admission documents. The court error decided the case based on default 
"possesion order with no facts" documents . The trial court found for IRS Brevard county tax collector

2 foot note NORTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE v. KIMBERLEY RICE KAESTNER 1592 FAMILY TRUST Held: The presence <of in-State 
beneficiaries alone does not empower a State to tax trust income that has not been distributed to the benefcledes •-•••hen:- tt-s 
beneficiaries have no right to demand that income and are uncertain to receive it. Pp. 5-16.
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ilegai tax deed sheriff aution, without-evidence notice, on trust no discovery or followed proper 
procedures in levying upon private trust no connection to state, that title was vested merge in Trust as 

in Pratt, and Linda caswell case, as appellants case. The court entered judgment to ocean tax Deed 
LLC as Pratt's compared case favor, awarding them "possession 21/9/15 " from August 8/21/115.
16, title 1992, through the date of 7/23/15 surrender by force off the trust title no notice oin trust. 
App D. 24 hour notice, violate 6335 R. § 6065. no Verification ot returns Except as otherwise provided 

by the Secretary, for any return, declaration, statement, or other document required to be made 
under any provision of the internal revenue laws or regulations shall contain or be verified by a 

written declaration that it is made under the penalties of purjury. In present case no dear title change 

hand, as in Ruff v. Isaac.

II. CONTENTIONS OF THE PARTIES. REASON FOR GRANTING THE WRIT

10. Rule 20 justify granting this writ aid of the court appellate jurisdiction that exceptional 
circumstances now warrant the exercise discretionary powers, and adequate relief cannot be obtained 

in any other form or from any court, in conflict . 339 U. S. 320, Ross v. Ross, 406 Hi. 598 (1950). 

beneficiary trust, was not notice or served as in Caswell and Tejada claim as

appellants that the trial court erred in finding that the IRS brevard, has hot followed proper 
procedures. They specifically assert that a valid lien was not established on the property because 

certain IRS short comings in the initial phases of the collection process'namely;(a) failing to send . 
Blanch Bale private living Trust notice or service, house held in trust, same as in Mandeison as case in 

Tejada a valid notice of deficiency form tax years 1992 and 2015, (b) failing to make a valid assessment 
R. 6065 of the taxes due for those years, holding In re Western Trading Co 340 F. Sup.1130 D-.Nev. 1972 
holding not deem to be owing. State v. Atlantic Oil production Co, v U.S. reversed, and (c) failing to 
mail a valid notice on trust and demand for payment within 60 days of each assessment- invalieiate

3. residence of ,the Kaestner Trust beneficiaries in North Carolina alone does not supply the minimum connection 
necessary to sustain the State's tax. First, the beneficiaries did not receive any income from the trust during the years in 
question. If they had, such income would have been taxable. See Maguire, 253 U. S.,at .17; Guaranty Trust Co., 3055 U. S., at 
23. Second, the beneficiaries had no right to demand trust income or otherwise control, possess,, or enjoy the trust assets 

iVt the ftf*' ytfcTiv <sr issuv?, freiTertbiary wWi'ratf "<? right Cu the irrcunre frcm (a} (rust for fife"}, aff'd. 322 V. S. 649 {2942}. 12 
Because the reasoning above resolves this case in the Trust's favor, on Hanson v. Denckia, 357 IJ. S/235 (1953)/w hich held 
that a Florida court lacked jurisdiction to adjudicate the validity of a trust agreement even though the trust settlor and 
most of the trust beneficiaries were domiciled in Florida. Id., at 254. The problem was that Florida law made t‘ve trustee 
"an indispensable party over'whom the court [had to] acquire jurisdiction" before resolving a'trust'svalidity, and the 
trustee was a nonresident. Ibid. In deciding that the Florida courts lacked jurisdiction over the proceeding,-- prior Court no 
service personal jurisdiction issues cannot be waived under statue of fraud, v

: r>.*'
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10. any IRS lien on the property and, thus, the sale to Ocean Tax Deed as in Pratt case. Appellant also 
claim that the brevard conty tax collector IRS's failure to give Blanch Bale private Trust notice now of 

age 23 yrs old Olivia Douce sole benefeciaries with Tavone Foster> as Caswell proper notice of the 

sfcviwre ssAfe, to toft fcftTfttfft&Ty •pvwpfttoy vwwMzftes toft sft'ft.

As in Pratt defendants takes issue with both arguments and further asserts that the Trus;t lacks 
standing to challenge the procedures employed by the Brevard county tax collector IRS which led to 

the creation of a illegal false lien against the property, in re Redfield v Sparks under the statue of 
"liTmtoVtOTi tariTicrt. protot! fitegaA ftcretoaVcjTA. tox :rs wto wrifAtl Potato ft. lift, 1ft Vl/Sft 17ftft iuVi 
faith and credit Cl The Illinois Appellate Court in Mendelelson, and NYS Fioson case on forge? deed, 
conflict with US Supreme Court Center. 339 US 30611950,) - Justia US Supreme Court. Violate 5th 14th 

Amendment due process of rights laws.

fteuacrse -we 5:mtS merit :m Ttfaite's ciTift toe TrcrsV s crtgOTrierit toiet C-aswttt -was net grveri proper notice 

of proposed sale of the seized property, we need not resolve whether the stipulated ev/idence 

introduced in the present case was sufficient to establish compliance with the requirements necessary 
to create a valid tax lien on the property. Therefore we do not address their assertions regarding IRS 

errors in attempting to collect from Tejada. Our conclusion in turn, moots defendants Brevard tax 

collector as Pratt's standing argument . void state circuit court Harris judgments' referance to Kalb. 
Feuerstein (1940) 308 US 433,60 S Ct 343, 84 ed 370). Federal judges issused void order. See 24 hours 

notice App D.

APPELLANT OBJECTION FOR LACK OF RATIFICATION FOR COMMENCEMENT OF ACTION APPELLEE 
NOT REAL PARTY IN INTEREST RULE 17 OF THE FEDERAL AND STATE RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE

also see Trinsey v Pagliaro 229,647 argument motion by attorney are insufficient not facts or 
testimony defendants case was presented on writ of possesion,from court default, see name on app-d 

Oliver-Vaughn:Douce, exparte without service notice on trust, house held in trust for beneficary grand 
daughter Olivia Douce 17 yrs old at the time 2015, and Travone Foster had no day in court, tore 

auth Rep: 01iver-Voughn:Douce Al Dey affidavit counterclaim filed objection moot App-C not he?ard or

4. foot note . On appeal to this Court, reversed, p. 339 U. S. 320.Notice is the legal concept describing a 
a pwty wwre. of, tegal, fwo/uess, toe.1; oJatog-w dwAtes. Ttefe we. sft'wa1.

types of notice: public notice (or legal notice), actual notice, constructive notice, and implied notice.res ident or 
nonresident, provided its procedure accords full opportunity to appear and be heard. Pp. 339 U. S. 311-313. if 
appellant have no right to petition clause, we have no rights to redress wrong no day in court or heading prior 
to confiscation of family trust no connection to state. Appellee action violates basic principles of common law, 
constitutional law and natural justice, as well as the Declaration, and other international treaties

J
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docket violate 2071 in violation FI State constitution Art 1 section 2 an United States Const due 
process Cl, and 5th amend, Art 3 section 2 for House land held in trust.

III. STANDARD OF REVIEW

Because the case was presented on( stipulated facts), we review the record de novo. (Anaconda Co v. 
Franchise Tax Board (1982) 130 Cal.App.3dl5,23.)

compared with this present case writ possession order 21/9/15 to vacate void appeal from

IV. ANALYSIS: THE IRS'S FAILURE TO GIVE PROPER NOTICE TO THE TRUST OF THE SEIZURE AMD SALE 

INVALIDATES THE SALE

11. Under 26 United States Code 6065, section 6335(a), once real property has been seized, the IRS 
must give written notice to"the owner trust" of the property. Under subdivision(b) of that section, 
notice of the proposed sale of the property must also be given to the owner in the manner provided in 

sd&dVdvstori \2t). ErfAh %do&tw&vrr* 'Wtwpff'eterii T'Wftfffvng ■pwswrtA wrvttCfc tyn tive pirc/pwV#
owner. (Goodwin v. United States (9th Cir. 1991) 935 P.2d 1061,1064-1065.) The IRS must strictly,

comply with the notice provisions of 26 United States Code section 6335; failure to do so invaliidates a 

seizure and sale of real property, (Ibid) Void,

Here, the required notices of seizure and sole were personally served on Tejada, but no notice’s were 

served on Caswell as Miss Olivia Douce or on living Blanch Bale trust. The question then becomes 

whether or not sendee on Tejada, as to Oliver- Vaughn:Douce was' sufficient for 26 United State-s Code 
section 6335 purposes. Pratt offers two theories in support of the proposition that such notice was 

adequate. App D 5 day notice an 24.

Pratt first argues that service on Tejada should be deemed service on the Trust because Tejada was 

the"agent" of theTrust. Pratt points out that, when the Trust was first crested, Tejada was a trustee 

and that Tejada was still a trustee when the first IRS notice of seizure was served in November 1991. 
Pratt also notes that Te[ada continued to reside on the property, actingas its "caretaker," after Caswell 
became the sole trustee in December 1991.

S. foot note In Mullane v. Central Hanover Bank & Trust Co., 339 U.S. 306 (1950) Annotation Primary Holding Re-asonable 
steps roust, he taken, to £j.ve potentially interested, parties entire of. an. action. and. an. opportunity to responds and. moti.ee by 
publication may be insufficient if the names and addresses of non-resident parties are available. The use of publication 
notice violates the Fourteenth Amendment Due Process of law Clause because it creates the possibility that parties will be 
oVpnveo1 oftfreir property witfroat tfte opportunity to de rteeru*. fly contrast, it afres* not rata? ote? process currcwms- wftd 
regard to unknown and future interest holders.
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Pratt's argument fails factually and legally. First, after Tejada resigned as trustee, the IRS served a 
corrected notice of tax lien, followed by an amended notice of seizure {which purported to correct the 

erroneous inclusion of Tejada's former wife in the original notice.) The sale was ultimately conducted 
pwsuwt to Tfcfitoe to Oft -vte\yglr.?l\,D^o.ce:, tvcA. Mra. Otate
Douce, the Trust owner sole benificary, an Travone Foster were out of state or trust -Crystal Maye 

Trustee, App E Olivia Douce birth and affidavits title,

12. Thus, Tejada was not a trustee when the operative notice of seizure was served on him. Second, 
Tejatei vm TitA. a toasted -wh^Ti Wre Titfitefc v?\ Wot.. TWito, Wre TioWces Sri piafcsWoT.
were not served on Tejada as agent for the Trust; As Blanch Bale living irrevocable private Tirust, as 

compared Oliver-VaughmDouce they were directed to him as an individual. And finally, Pratt provides 

authority for the proposition that Tejada's position as"caretaker" would constitute authority to 

receive notices on behalf of the Trust even if the notices had been addressed to that entity.
no

Pratt also argues that the Trust should be deemed the"alter ego” of Tejada and, thus, that service of . 
the notices of seizure and sale on Tejada should be deemed service on the Trust. In support of the first 
pertfcm at his argument, Pratt asserts that under the trust agreement Teiada "retains the right tco draw 

upon trust bank accounts and receive a salary from the trust...." Pratt also notes that Tejada lived on 

the property and had his "housing expenses" paid by the Trust. Pratt further notes that thie Trust 
has"no independent source of income" and that"most of the accounts" for the property continue 

under Tejada's name. (Italicsadded.)

There are two significant problems with Pratt's arguments. First,"alter ego" is a doctrine, pursuant to 

which an entity or legal form, such as a corporation or trust, is disregarded in order to impose liability 
OTi ’aft YTrtSviwJiU'&V, Vi. YS VTMC/KWi to 'Zfv'&Vu & SZff, 'iTit. •$. AppAVbi j.7Ej9,

1767-1769.) Pratt fails to establish that inequity would flow from our failure to invoke the doctriine in

the case at bench. We first note that Pratt does not contend and we find no'facts in the record which 

would support a contention that the Trust was not a valid legal entity. As far as fairness to the IRS . 
trt efvari Owtfty to* CcA'tettor, -arid we ttiTiremtti, Vne corfvtyaritt zft \iftte Worn Tojatte, tompattti 
Blanch Bale Trust, 2009 to funded the living Trust owner, as in 1992 viod tax deed was a matter of 
public record UCC1.

6 Foot note In an article written in the Illinois Bar Journal, November 201S, attorney Sherwin Abrams was referenced ;3S having 
compared the Mendelson case to the case of Ross v. Ross, 406 III. 598 (1950). Although a trust instrument stated the house w;as part of 
the trust,' there was no separate, formal documentation demonstrating a transfer of the home into the trust. When considering; whether - 
the home was properly transferred into the trust, the Mendelson court noted that it could "find no Illinois authority on point." In-re 
Mendelson, at 1) 30. The court held that the house was indeed part of the trust despite the absence of a recorded deed transferring the 
real estate to the trust. The case quickly sparked discussion among members of the ISBA's transactional email discussion grou p. Several , 
raised the concern that unsuspecting purchasers of real property will'learn to their dismay that the property they bought had previously 
been transferred to a trust without that transfer having been recorded.
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13. notice as Lis pendent App B. Indeed, the notice of encumbrances on the property which the IRS 

brevard county provided to care taker Oliver-VaughmDouce as in Pratt before the sale informed Pratt 
of the conveyance, not to the trust. Thus, both the IRS brevard county tax collector as Pratt had actual, 
as as raristtwfcwfc, TrfftKa tA TviasVs stotos as ‘stoWrw to V'rfyasa V&rrtJ VotaWcrr. VE37 Hays 

property. The IRS brevard county was thus under a duty to serve its,

notices on Caswell and Pratt should certainly have checked to be certairr that the IRS's brev’ard tax 

notices conformed to law. Thus, there is no equitable reason to invoke the"alter ego" doctrine to find 

\.lna\ sar\rita on 'TefcrtJra as QNw&t to owisVitotod sarvioa oti \Via TtosI .

We also note that even if we were to"disregard" the Trust for the purpose suggested by Pratt, the 

Trust is still a viable legal entity which"owns" the property. If an owner’s actual knowledge of a seizure 

and sale is inadequate to validate a sale absent strict compliance with 26 United States Code section 

TrfWioa TfcqwwYwtis faefe ,d;60oss:ityri :.n fo. andwAAs saf^soa Ta^a^a 

as "present case," in his capacity as the"alter ego" of the Trust would be deemed sufficient: under 

federal law. Saldamando, J.* We concur: Hanlon,PJ. Poche, J.

* Judge of the City and County of San Francisco Superior Court, assigned by the Chief Justice pursuant 

to atVirVe: W, ■saloon G Vrit CaAiforpite .

The judgment should reversed. The trial court bad faith should be hereby directed to enter judgment 
quieting title in this private living Blanch Bale Trust appellant to beneficiary, defendant Brevard county 

as, in Pratt to bear costs of appeal.

The Illinois Appellate Court in Mendelson held that when a trust instrument lists a house as pant of the 
trust, the house belongs to the trust even if the deed was not formally transferred there. Critics worry 
the ruiing couid pti't unsuspecting purchasers at risk. On September 9, 2015, the lUtnois Appellate 

Court issued its ruling in In re Estate of Mendelson, 2015 IL App (2d) 150084.

7. Foot note. Mullane v. Central Hanover Bank & Trust Co., 339 U.S. 306 (1950), was a case in which the Supreme Court of 
the United States set forth the constitutional requirements for notice of judicial proceedings to a potential party u nderthe 
5th and Fourteenth Amendment to the United States Constitution. The right to property.or right to.own properly/ is often 
classified as a human right for natural persons regarding their possessions. A general recognition of a right to private 
prc/p&rty y*, nYc/re Tariff cirri Vs ‘cyprusYfy twrsVraVrrei Vrcsc/rai Vb •p/rt/p/erty Vs t/«rrei by Verged perst/ris cmri
it is used for production rather than consumption. • •

jWivtiVti1 notice >9. 201 the oevy pTiWo'te' femiiy trust rmvrer bscsted tfi? patent iavtd 10 Stat. At targe 701 enfercebte ter et/er 
that have no connection to state, illegal tax deprive, taken without compasation no day in any court or evidentary hearing, 
tax trust, is a instument use to destroy steel land from the people private trust without challenge, court 2009 order invalid, 
without trust, notice that own asset, August 14,2009 invalid to sue Oliver-Vaoug'hri: Douce AlDey has no interess a* owner, 
the two beneficaries was deprived of there interess with no hearing violate due process procedural rights.
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IV. CONCLUSION

WHEREFORE request this court should reverse with prejudice considered grant Petitioner For 
an Writ For this Mandamus Prohibition and set the matter on court docket for briefing on the issues 

relief null void the order stay herein. R.17 R. 20. Under penalty of purjury.

respectfully presented28 USC 1746
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