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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

The Organic Act of 1871 was repealed in 1874.
And, strangely enough, the end result of creating a
second Municipal Corporation operating within the
District of Columbia, achieved in 1877, was totally
legal. That said, the more important thing is that as
of July 27th, 2023, Americans are back under Inter-
national Land Law. The American General Public is
being recognized by the courts again, and our remedies
due under the respective Constitutions are being
honored again.

This has been a long time coming. Six generations
of Americans have suffered and been unable to assert
their Constitutional Guarantees in courts that they
paid for. The courts are obligated to hear and provide
remedy under the Constitution(s)—if you are a mem-
ber of the General Public. Are you? A member of the
American General Public?

THE QUESTION PRESENTED IS:

Why did persons from Select Portfolio Document-
ation Department go to great lengths to create a
forged document that was sent on 2 separate dates
only and never again, where copies of the note were
repeatedly sent from 2017 to 2020, but the forgeries
only on 2 occasions: August 30, 2018 and September
10, 2018.
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LIST OF PROCEEDINGS

U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit
No. 22-35490

Teri Sahm, Plaintiff Appellant, v.
Select Portfolio Servicing, Inc., Defendant-Appellee.

Date of Final Opinion: August 30, 2023

U.S. District Court, Western District of Washington
No. 2:22-cv-00165-JHC

Teri Kealoha Sahm, Plaintiff, v.
" Select Portfolio Servicing, Inc., Defendant.

Date of Final Order: June 2, 2022
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PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI

The persons from Select Portfolio Services, Inc.
responsible for the forgery, had no idea that they
were actually using a signature that had been forged
by the closing Escrow company. How ironic is it that
persons conducting a forgery would use a forged
signature to create a forgery? This is an undeniable
fact since the signature of the Agent named Nicole
M. Johnson is deliberately unique and well-practiced.
The answer to the question is that they were working
hard to convince the recipient that the Note was
valid, when in fact, the note has never been valid.
This is fraud at its finest example.

As of July 27th, 2023, Americans, are back under
International Land Law. The courts, including this
court, are obligated to hear and provide remedy under
the Constitution(s): 1787, 1789, 1790.

&

OPINIONS BELOW

Petitioner seeks review of the Opinion of the
Ninth Circuit, dated August 30, 2023 (App.la) and
the underling orders of the United States District
Court for the Western District of Washington, granting
a motion to dismiss, and denying motions for a
permanent injunction. (App.3a, 8a, 11a)

The case was originally filed in the Western
District Court of Washington on 2-12-2022 under
case number 22-cv-00165JCH. The case was originally
assigned to Judge Robert S. Lasnik. On 4-11-2022



the case was reassigned to Judge John H. Chun. On
4-14-2022 the defendant’s attorney filed a Motion to
Dismiss. On 4-20-22 and 6-2-2022 the appellant was
illegally and unlawfully evicted from her land patent
protected homestead land. The second eviction was a
brutal show of force that had Fall City and Snoqualmie
schools on lock down, 2 helicopters, an armored swat
team, 16 Sheriffs/Police armed to the teeth, and 5
Fire Department trucks which resulted in the
homestead being breached, property damaged, and
resulted in the death of appellants beloved 10-year-
old pug, Lulu. Appellant was viciously attacked in
both evictions under a false narrative using the lan-
guage of “sovereign citizen”, which is gobbledygook
language in the Sheriff Reports.

Judge John H. Chun, dismissed case 2:22-cv-
00165 without prejudice, based on the fact that the
plaintiff had not responded to the motion filed on 6-
2-2022, the exact date of the second eviction. What
are the statistical probabilities of the dismissal and
the eviction being on the same date?

Appellant filed the appeal in the Docket of
Western District of Washington, Case number 2:22-
¢v-00165 on 6-22-2022. (App.3a) The Ninth Appeal Case
number 22-35490 was assigned by the Clerk on 6-24-
2022 and dismissed on 8-30-2023 affirming the dis-
missal from the District Court. (App.1a).
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JURISDICTION

It is recognized that this court has limited juris-
diction under Court’s jurisdiction 28 U.S.C. § 1254(1),
having timely filed this petition for a writ of certiorari
within ninety (90) days of Ninth Circuit Judgment.
By letter dated January 24, 2024, the Clerk of Court
provided an additional sixty (60) days to file formatted,
bound document under Sup. Ct. Rule 33.1.
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CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISIONS INVOLVED
U.S. Const. Article IV, § 1

Full Faith and Credit shall be given in each
State to the public Acts, Records, and judicial
Proceedings of every other State. And the Congress
may by general Laws prescribe the Manner in
which such Acts, Records and Proceedings shall
be proved, and the Effect thereof.

U.S. Const. Article IV, § 4

The United States shall guarantee to every
State in this Union a Republican Form of Gov-
ernment, and shall protect each of them against
Invasion; and on Application of the Legislature,
or of the Executive (when the Legislature cannot
be convened) against domestic Violence.

U.S. Const. Article VI, § 1

All debts contracted and engagements entered
into, before the adoption of this Constitution,




shall be as valid against the United States under
this Constitution, as under the Confederation.

This Constitution, and the laws of the United
States which shall be made in pursuance thereof;
and all treaties made, or which shall be made,
under the authority of the United States, shall
be the supreme law of the land; and the judges
in every state shall be bound thereby, anything
in the Constitution or laws of any State to the
contrary notwithstanding. '

The Senators and Representatives before men-
tioned, and the members of the several state
legislatures, and all executive and judicial officers,
both of the United States and of the several
states, shall be bound by oath or affirmation, to
support this Constitution; but no religious test
shall ever be required as a qualification to any
office or public trust under the United States.

U.S. Const. amend. 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 offence to be
twice put in jeopardy of life or limb; nor shall be
compelled in any criminal case to be a witness
against himself, nor be deprived of life, liberty,
or property, without due process of law; nor
shall private property be taken for public use,
without just compensation.

U.S. Const. amend. X



The powers not delegated to the United States
by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the
states, are reserved to the states respectively, or
to the people.

U.S. Const. amend. XI

The judicial power of the United States shall not
be construed to extend to any suit in law or
equity, commenced or prosecuted against one of
the United States by citizens of another state, or
by citizens or subjects of any foreign state.
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Claimant Teri Kealoha Sahm is a natural born
Hawaiian owed the guarantees provided by the Federal
Constitutions. She is also a publicly declared American
on the public record. She knew that when Wells
Fargo sent notice that they had “sold and transferred
the loan” to Select Portfolio Servicing, Inc., that she
had no contract with the named corporation and
began demanding proof that such a contract existed.
She repeatedly rebutted any fraudulent documents
that they presented and provided evidence on the
public record of all rebuttals. This became the impetus
for some unknown persons within Select Portfolio
Documentation Department to create what they
thought was irrefutable proof of the validity of the
Note. This document was presented on 2 occasions
only: Documents dated August 30, 2018 and September
10, 2018.

The persons responsible for the forgery, had no
idea that they were actually using a signature that



had been forged by the closing Escrow company. How
ironic is it that persons would use a forged signature
to create a forgery? This is an undeniable fact since
the signature of the Agent named Nicole M. Johnson
is deliberately unique and well-practiced. The answer
to the question is that the employees were working
hard to convince the recipient that the Note was
valid, when in fact, the note has never been valid.
This is fraud at its finest example.

The forgery and the overall fraudulent actions,
including the evictions, of Select Portfolio Servicing
Inc. are in violation of contract law: Keystone Driller Co.
v. General Excavator Co.; United States v. Throck-
morton; United States, et al. v. Bank of America Corp.,
et al.; First National Bank of Montgomery v. Jerome
Daly, and Affidavit of Walker F. Todd, Expert Witness
for Defendants in Bank One (plaintiff) v Harshavar-
dhan Dave and Pratima Dave, jointly and severally.

The illegal takings are violations of not only
land patent law Brandt v. U.S., as well as Tyler v.
Hennepin County Minnesota Et Al. May 2023

As of July 27th, 2023, Americans, are back under
International Land Law. The courts, including this
court, are obligated to hear and provide remedy under
the Constitution(s) as follows: Article IV for protec-
tion against inland piracy, Article VI for protection of
her homestead and land under the supreme law of
the land; the Fifth Amendment to protect against
illegal takings. Amendment X protects from foreign,
for-profit corporations making illegal and unlawful
claims; Amendment XI offers protection from foreign,
for-profit corporations, including admiralty/maritime
courts.



All of these actions are violations of 18 U.S.C.
§ 241, 242: conspiracy under color of law.

In 2019, the American woman, Teri Kealoha
Sahm, recorded her correctly sized land patent on the
King County public record under Recording Number
20191220001175. She owns and holds the original Land
Patents that were granted to the original purchaser
under the Homestead Land Grant and signed by
President Benjamin Harrison, and the assignee who
transferred and assigned them to Teri. Americans own
their land and soil as Freeholders having Allodium
Possession. The Land Patent is superior authority.
No other assignment or deed or any contrived docu-
ment via unlawful banking instruments will supersede
a land patent.

The land grants and patents are protected by
the Constitutional Guarantees under the treaties. It
was through the “experiences” of our Founding Fathers,
coming from a Feudal system, that they desired that
in the new country, the United States, that all men
would own their land, in its entirety, absolutely, with
full dominion, and subject to the claims of no man or
government. This was done through grant or purchase.

All Federal Land Patents flow from Treaties that
fall under the “Supremacy Clause Article VI Clause
2:

This Constitution, and the Laws of the
United States which shall be made in Pur-
suance thereof; and all Treaties made, or
which shall be made, under the Authority of
the United States, shall be the supreme
Law of the Land; and the Judges in every
State shall be bound thereby, any Thing in



the Constitution or Laws of any State to the
Contrary notwithstanding.

U.S. Const., Art. VI, cl. 2.

. .. no State, private banking corporation or
other federal agency can question the
superiority of title to land owners who have
perfected their land by Federal Land
Patent. '

Opinion of U.S. Attorney General - Sept. 1869.
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

1. To provide the lawful due process owed to
Teri Kealoha Sahm that was denied by 2 unlawful
evictions.

2. To fully restore the crimes that have been
committed against a peaceful, lawful, publicly declared
American and fully reconveyed land patented land.

3. To fully restore the spiritual trespass of the
death of the American woman’s doggie, Lulu, who
died from Trauma in the second eviction of which no
legal entity had any authority to undertake.

4. To lawfully restore illegal takings under con-
ditions of fraud. There is no statute of limitation on
fraud - fraud vitiates everything.
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CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, Teri Kealoha Sahm
respectfully requests that this court issue a writ of
certiorari to restore the land patented land and
homestead to the lawful landlord of record, and pro-
vide monetary damages for the harm and trespass
committed against her.

Respectfully submitted,

Teri Kealoha Sahm
Petitioner Pro Se

P.O. Box 387

Fall City, WA 98024

(425) 222-7221

terisahm@hotmail.com

March 11, 2024
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