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Sec. 3124.  Exemption from taxation





-STATUTE-


(a)	Stocks and obligations of the United States Government are exempt from taxation by a State or political subdivision of a State.  The exemption applies to each form of taxation that would require the obligation, the interest on the obligation, or both, to be considered in computing a tax, except -


(1)	a nondiscriminatory franchise tax or another nonproperty tax instead of a franchise tax, imposed on a corporation; and


(2)	an estate or inheritance tax.


(b)	The tax status of interest on obligations and dividends, earnings, or other income from evidences of ownership issued by the Government or an agency and the tax treatment of gain and loss from the disposition of those obligations and evidences of ownership is decided under the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 (26 U.S.C. 1 et seq.). An obligation that the Federal Housing Administration had agreed, under a contract made before March 1, 1941, to issue at a future date, has the tax exemption privileges provided by the authorizing law at the time of the contract.  This subsection does


 


not apply to obligations and evidences of ownership issued by the District of Columbia, a territory or possession of the United States, or a department, agency, instrumentality, or political subdivision of the District, territory, or possession.


-SOURCE-


(Pub.  L. 97-258, Sept. 13, 1982, 96 Stat. 945; Pub.  L. 99-514, Sec. 2, Oct. 22, 1986, 100 Stat. 2095.) -misc-
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In subsection (a), before clause (1), the words "Except as otherwise provided by law, all . . . bonds, Treasury notes, and other" are omitted as surplus.  The words "political subdivision of a State" are substituted for "municipal or local authority" for clarity and consistency.  The word "applies" is substituted for "extends" for clarity.  The words "directly or indirectly" are omitted as surplus.  In clause (1), the word "instead" is substituted for "in lieu" for clarity.


In subsection (b), the words "shares, certificates, stock, or other" and "sale or other" are omitted as surplus.  The words "The tax status of . . . and the tax treatment of . . . is decided under the Internal Revenue Code of 1954 (26 U.S.C. 1 et seq.)" are substituted for "shall not have any exemption, as such . . . shall not have any special treatment, as such, except as provided under the Internal Revenue Code of 1954" for clarity.  The words "on or after March 28, 1942" and 31:742a(a) (1st sentence words after semicolon related to the United States Maritime Commission) are omitted as executed.  The last sentence is substituted for 31:742a(a)(last sentence) for clarity.  The words "any political subdivision thereof" are omitted as included in "agency or instrumentality".  The text of 31:742a(b) and (c) is omitted as unnecessary.


AMENDMENTS


1986 - Subsec. (b).  Pub.  L. 99-514 substituted "Internal Revenue Code of 198611 for "Internal Revenue Code of 1954".


-SECREF-


SECTION REFERRED TO IN OTHER SECTIONS This section is referred to in title 12 sections 1441, 1441b, 2023, 2079, 2098; title 20 section 1087-2.
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NOW LOOK UP TITLE 31 SECTION 742…… IN CURRENT U.S. CODE BOOKS IT WILL BE TOTALLY GONE, TAKEN OUT, YOU WILL NOT FIND TITLE 31 SECTION 742 BECAUSE OF A CASE IN 1984 CALLED PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF MICHIGAN vs. FREDERICK  L. SHEPHARD IN LANSING MICHIGAN. AFTER THAT CASE THEY ( WHO KNOWS WHO THEY ARE, BUT GOVERNMENT PEOPLE)  WENT IN ALL THE LAW BOOKS AND REMOVED TITLE 31 SECTION 742 BECAUSE THIS CITE TOOK AWAY ALL TAXING POWERS OF EVERY STATE IN THE UNION IN FACT!!





TITLE 31 SECTION 742 READ AS FOLLOWS:


	Except as otherwise provided by LAW ALL stocks, bonds, treasury notes, or ANY OTHER OBLIGATIONS OF THE UNITED STATES  GOVERNMENT are exempt from STATE, OR LOCAL MUNICIPALITIES . THAT THIS EXEMPTION EXTENDS TO EVERY FORM OF TAXATION, which either directly or indirectly is used in the figuring or computation of that TAX. Etc. etc.





NOW TITLE 12 SECTION 411 CLEARLY SAYS THAT FEDERAL RESERVE NOTES ARE IN FACT OBLIGATIONS  OF THE UNITED STATES SO THOSE FEDERAL RESERVE NOTES WOULD IN FACT BE EXCLUDABLE  AS EXEMPTED IN EITHER A DIRECT TAX OR INDIRECT FIGURING OF ANY TAX BY ANY STATE OR LOCAL MUNICIPALITY.


THIS INCLUDES STATE OR LOCAL PROPERTY TAXES.





STATE AND LOCAL PROPERTY TAXES ARE FIGURED BY TAKING THE APPROXIMATE VALUE OF ANY PROPERTY AS COMPARED TO THREE COMPARABLE PROPERTIES FIGURING A VALUE BASED UPON FEDERAL RESERVE NOTES WHICH ARE MISTAKENLY REFERED TO AS “ DOLLARS OR $$$ PAPER DOLLARS” THERE IS NO SUCH THING AS $$$ PAPER DOLLARS FOR “ A DOLLAR $$$ “ IS A UNIT OF MEASUREMENT OF SILVER OR GOLD AT A CERTAIN PURIFICATION AND GRAIN PURE AND FINE. THE PAPER IS NOTHING BUT A FRAUD PLAIN AND SIMPLE.


	ANYWAY THE STATE OR LOCAL GOVERNMENT FIGURES A CERTAIN AMOUNT OF THESE “ PAPER FEDERAL RESERVE NOTES “ REPRESENT THE VALUE OF YOUR PROPERTY AND THEN THE STATE OR LOCAL GOVERNMENT DOES AN ADVOLARIUM FIGURING, TO GIVE YOU THE ILLUSION THAT THEY ARE TRYING TO BE FAIR AND THIS IS A REAL HONEST CONFIGURATION VALUE FOR YOUR PROPERTY, THE STATE OR LOCAL MUNICIPALITY NOW DOES THE OLD TWO STEP SHUFFLE, BECAUSE THAT CONFUSES THE AVERAGE CITIZEN WHO NEVER DID GOOD IN MATH CLASS ANYWAY AND THE STATE OR LOCAL MUNICIPALITY NOW TAKE HALF THE FULL VALUE GUESTIMATED AND DiVIDES IT IN HALF AND THEN MULTIPLIES THAT FIGURE BY SO MANY INTEREST POINTS, WHICH OF COURSE WERE ALL VOTED UPON AT THE LAST ELECTION BY A VOTE OF THE PEOPLE LAUGH, LAUGH, AND NOW YOUR PROPERTY TAX IS THIS AMOUNT FOR THE RIGHT5 TO LIVE AND USE YOUR OWN PROPERTY AND IF YOU DECLINE TO PAY THIS AMOUNT AFTER SAY TWO OR THREE YEARS ALLOWS THE STATE OR LOCAL MUNICIPALITY TO FILE LIENS AND SEIZE YOUR ACTUAL PROPERTY IN A TAX SALE.  THIS IS ALL FRAUD AND GRAND THEFT IN FACT AND LAW!!!!


THIS IS AN EXAMPLE OF THE ABOVE.





THE STATE OR LOCAL MUNICIPALITY SENDS OUT THIS TAX ASSOR WHO HAS LETTERS COMING OUT YOU KNOW WHERE STUDING PROPERTY AND THE VALUE THEREOF!!! HE/SHE LOOKS AT YOUR PROPERTY AND SAY IT IS VALUED AT SAY $100,000.00 DOLLARS $$$$, REMEMBER THERE ARE NO DOLLARS NOW BECAUSE THERE IS NO GOLD OR SILVER MONEY IN CIRCULATION ONLY FEDERAL RESERVE NOTES , WHICH ARE FRAUDULENTLY REPRESENTED BY THE TERM DOLLARS!!! THIS IS VERY IMPORTANT!!! THIS IS WHERE THE FRAUD REALLY GETS THICK!!! LOOK UP TITLE 31 U.S. CODE SECTION 742 AND GO TO AN OLD SET OF BOOKS IN SOME COUNTRY LIBRARY.  


	ALSO REMEMBER THE UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT JUST BEFORE THE BIG SWITCH-A-ROO IN 1984 CAME DOWN WITH A RULING CALLED “  MEMPHIS BANK AND TRUST vs. THE STATE OF TENNESSEE Et al Garner who was the secretary of state for THE STATE OF TENNESSEE. THIS IS A DIVERSITY CASE INVOLVING FEDERAL BONDS VS. THE STATE OF TENNESSEE MUNICIPAL BONDS, WHICH THE STATE OF TENNESSEE WAS GIVING PREFERENTIAL TAX CONSIDERATIONS AND EXTRA BENEFITS TO GET PEOPLE TO INVEST IN STATE OF TENNESSEE BONDS OVER FEDERAL U.S. BONDS AND THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT GOT INTO THE SUIT BECAUSE OF THE LAWS FORBIDDING THE PREFERENTIAL TREATMENT OR SUPERIOR TAX SHELTERING OF STATE OF TENNESSEE BONDS OVER FEDERAL U.S. BONDS WHICH WAS INCLUDABLE IN DISCRIMINATORY FRANCHISE. ANYWAY TO MAKE A LONG STORY SHORT THE UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT UPHELD TITLE 31 U.S. CODE SECTION 742 AS THE SUPREME LAW OF THE LAND SO IT WAS TOTALLY UNCOLLATERALLY ATTACKABLE BY ANYBODY TRYING TO SAY TITLE 31 SECTION 742 WAS NOT THE SUPREME LAW OF THE LAND, BECAUSE THE U.S. SUPREMEM  COURT HAD RULED AND STARAE DECISIS SAYS THAT IS THE LAST WORD ON THE SUBJECT. SO UNDERSTAND THIS WAS ABSOLUTE LAW THIS TITLE 31 SECTION 742.


	WELL AFTER THE FREDERICK L. SHEPHARD CASE IN 1984 THE STATES AND LOCAL MUNICIPALITIES KNEW THEY WERE IN DEEP STUFF AND NOT ONE OF THEM COULD TAX JACK IF THIS SUPREME LAW OF THE LAND WAS GOING TO BE HELD AS THE SUPREME LAW OF THE LAND. SO IN THE MIDDLE OF THE NIGHT WHEN NOBODY WAS LOOKING… A FIGURE OF SPEECH, BECAUSE WHO LOOKS AT LAW BOOKS ANYWAY???? RIGHT!!! WELL IN THE MIDDLE OF THE NIGHT THESE THEVEN BASTARDS WENT INTO TITLE 31 U.S. CODE AND THEY MOVED SECTION 742 THE WHOLE SECTION TO THE BACK OF THE TITLE 31 BOOK,  HOPING NOBODY WOULD EVER FIND THIS SECTION 742 EVER AGAIN. PLEASE NOTE; THAT NO NOTE TELLING THE PUBLIC THAT THIS SECTION 742 HAD BEEN REPEALED OR REVISED OR OTHERWISE MOVED TO SECTION 3124 OF TITLE 31 TO THE BACK OF THE BOOK WAS EVER PLACED AT LOCATION TITLE 31, SECTION 742. NOW WHY DO YOU SUPPOSE THEY DID THAT????? YOU GOT IT, THEY DID NOT WISH IT TO BE FOUND BY YOU OR ANYBODY ELSE.    IT WAS A FRAUD BY SILENCE. THEY COULD NOT OVERTURN TITLE 31 SECTION 742,  THE U.S. SUPREME COURT HAD DECLARED IT TO BE THE SUPREME LAW OF THE LAND,  AND THEY COULD NOT REPEAL IT WITHOUT THE COMPLETE OVERSIGHT REVIEW OF THE ENTIRE UNITED STATES CONGRESS AND SENATE AND HOUSE APPROVAL,  AND THEY KNEW THEY WOULD NEVER GET THAT!!  


	 SO IN THE MIDDLE OF THE NIGHT,  THEY REMOVED TITLE 31 SECTION 742,  AND PLACED IT IN THE BACK OF THE BOOK AT SECTION 3124,  WHERE THEY KNEW CLEARLY,  NOBODY WOULD EVER FIND THAT CITE TITLE 31 SECTION 742,  AND THEY NEVER EVEN PUT THE STANDARD NOTE AT THAT TITLE 31 SECTION 742, YOU KNOW THE NOTE THAT GOES LIKE THIS….. “THIS SECTION 742 HAS BEEN REPEALED OR OTHERWISE REVISED OR……REMOVED AND PLACED AT TITLE 31 SECTION 3124 FOR REFERENCE”,  JUST IN CASE YOU WISH TO STUDY THIS SECTION IT IS NOW LOCATED AT SECTION 3124. NOW WHY DO YOU SUPPOSE THAT NOTE WAS TOTALLY LEFT OFF????    BECAUSE THEY DID NOT WANT YOU TO FIND IT PERIOD, AND BY SILENCE AND FRAUD!!! GOT ME 100% FRAUD YOU BETCHA!! IN CASE YOU NEED A REFRESHER COURSE IN FRAUD SEE BELOW:





               NOW FRAUD IS DEFINED AS FOLLOWS IN CASE YOU NEED A LITTLE REFRESHER COURSE ON THE SUBJECT.





FRAUD is defined in BLACK'S LAW DICTIONARY 6th Edition on page 660





               	" An intentional perversion of truth for the purpose of inducing another in


		reliance upon it to part with some valuable thing belonging to him or to 


		surrender a legal right. A false representation of a matter of fact, whether


		by words or conduct, by false or misleading allegations, or by 


                            concealment……. 


		of that which should have been disclosed, which deceives and is intended


		to deceive another so that he shall act upon it to his legal injury. Anything


		calculated to deceive, whether by a single act or combination, or by the


		suppression of truth, or by suggestion of what is false, whether it be by 


		direct falsehood or innuendo, by speech of silence, word of mouth, or 


                            look, or gesture. Delanty v. First Pennsylvania Bank, N.A., 318 Pa. 


                            Supra. 


                            90, 464 A. 2nd 1243, 1251. A generic term, embracing all maltofarious 


                            means,…. 


		which human ingenuity can devise, and which are resorted to by one 


		Individual to get advantage over another by false suggestions or by 


		suppression of truth, and includes all surprise, trick, cunning, dissembling, 


		and UNFAIR way by which another is cheated. Johnson  v.  McDonald, 


		170 Okl. 117, 39 P.2nd 150 " BAD FAITH " and  " FRAUD " are 


		synonymous, and also synonyms of dishonesty, infidelity, faithlessness,


		unfairness, ect."





      I wish to point out that this explanation applies fully to my case to date. I further wish to express my serious and sincere CONSTRUCTIVE OBJECTIONS to the Arbitrary and Capricious manner in which my case has been handled to date by those who are sworn on SACRED OATH to protect me and my interests from such travesty of Justice. I am the beneficiary of " THE CONTRACT " between the Government and it's great PEOPLE


as I am one of " THE PEOPLE ". Please see BYARS vs. UNITED STATES 273 U.S. 28 and 16th American Juris Prudence 2nd Section 97, which held the Constitution shall be liberally interpreted to include every word, phrase, and syllable, in favor of the Clearly intended and expressly designated " BENEFICIARY THE CITIZEN " for the protection of RIGHTS AND PROPERTY. MY PROPERTY HAS NOT BEEN PROTECTED IT HAS BEEN STOLEN ON A TAKING BY AN UNCONSTITUTIONAL TAKING OF A GOVERNMENT BODY POLITIC,  WHO IS CLEARLY OUT OF CONTROL  ME AND MY LAWFULLY OWNED PROPERTY IN EVERY ASPECT. All WE ARE trying to do is get a fair and impartial hearing on the merits of my just complaints. WHAT DO THE PLAINTIFF(S) HAVE TO FEAR  GIVING US THAT FAIR HEARING?  Now WE honestly feel that the PLAINTIFF(S) and the Michigan Courts have perpetrated a FRAUD IN FACT AND LAW upon me and my lawfully  owned property to my great injury and then knowingly continue the FRAUD when WE seek redress in the MICHIGAN COURTS for this injury,  because WE dare to seek Justice and the protection of OUR Constitutional Rights against this FRAUDULENT OUT OF CONTROL  PLAINTIFF(S),  who have repetitively sought to injure or DEFRAUD these citizen members of the PEOPLE IN FACT AND LAW on so many, many occasions that it is Criminal NEGLECT of their sworn DUTY.... RES ipsa loquitur, WITH EXCLUSIVE CONTROL and clearly these PROTECTORS knew or are knowledgeable of exactly what they are doing or they clearly should know and these Plaintiff(s) deliberately do the deed or injury ANY.....WAY AND TO HELL WITH THE LAW OR OUR CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS!!!   THIS IS A STONE FACT!!! IT IS ABSOLUTE TREASON OR ATTEMPTED OVER THROW  OF OUR LAWFUL GOVERNMENT! HOW COULD IT BE CATEGORIZED ANY OTHER WAY?


        Now WE give OUR CONSTRUCTIVE NOTICE OF OBJECTIONS to this arbitrary and capricious deliberate administrative abuse of process and also give OUR FORMAL NOTICE OF LIS PENDENS.  WE INTEND TO SUE FOR OUR INJURIES and name every swinging joker for their unlawful or criminal deeds to injure US.    LET ALL PARTIES TAKE JUST NOTICE OF THIS FACT!!


       These so-called OFFICERS OF THE LAW, all long schooled in the art and practice of LAW, have willfully, maliciously, intentionally, and wantonly have clearly deliberately injured us and induced us to our injury or irreparable harm by a specie of misinformation, disinformation, or a SPECIE OF SILENCE, wherein they have used all manner of colorable officialdom to make false and FRAUDULENT CLAIMS AND ACTIONS against us, personally or against our Lawfully owned property, which is a totally violation of  LAW and these Plaintiff(s) damn well knew exactly what was done and by whom!!


Please see U.S. vs. Prudden 424 F2d 1021, and U.S. vs. TWEEL, 550 F2d 297 AT 299-300, WHICH CASE HELD "  silence can only be equated with FRAUD when there is a legal and moral duty to speak the TRUTH or when an inquiry left unanswered would be intentionally misleading to the injury of the parties."


       FURTHER,.....In Re:  Dunahay  vs. Struik, 393 P 2d 930, (1964) 96 Arizona 246, which case held,...." FRAUD may be committed by a failure to speak when the DUTY, ( RES ipsa loquitur, with exclusive control), emphasis added mine,  of speaking is imposed."


        FURTHER,.....In Re:  Batty  vs. Arizona State Dental Board, 112 { 2d 870, 57 Arizona 239 (1941 case), which held,... " FRAUD may be committed by a failure to speak when the DUTY of speaking is imposed as much as by speaking falsely."


        FURTHER,..... In Re:  State vs. Coddington, 662 P 2d 115, 113 Arizona 480, Arizona App. (1983 case) which case held,.... " WHEN one conveys a false impression by disclosure of some facts and the concealment of others, such concealment is in effect a false and FRAUDULENT REPRESENTATION that what is disclosed is the whole truth and nothing but the truth." and one can go on and on,...." Suppression of a material fact which a party is bound in good faith to disclose is equivalent to a false or FRAUDULENT REPRESENTATION, thereby inducing me to my great injury, please see Leigh vs. Loyd , 224 P 2d 356, Arizona 84 (1954 case)  and further see " WHEN one conveys a false impression by disclosure of some facts and the holding back of other facts FRAUD OR DECEIT may arise from silence where the DUTY TO SPEAK THE TRUTH, as well as prohibition from speaking an UNTRUTH  existed under the LAW, ALSO FURTHER SEE Morrison vs. Acton, 198 P 2d 590, 68 Arizona 27 , (1948 case), which also supports Leigh  v. Loyd SUPRA.


         In short these cases go on,  and on, and on,  so ANY PARTY could be given sufficient NOTICE OR WARNING of activity which would or could be FRAUDULENT and books and books of considerable collections at LAW LIBRARIES speak volumes to this very SUBJECT!  Clearly the Plaintiff(s) knew or should have known what they were doing to injure me was wrong, FRAUDULENT, AND UNLAWFUL IN FACT. Now when such activities of misinformation or disinformation or a specie of silence, whose clear purpose it to mis-inform, or dis-inform a party in interest of real facts and Lawful Rights then FRAUD HAS CLEARLY BEEN DONE!   Especially if a party has relied in GOOD FAITH on such reliances to their very great injury,  then clear UNLAWFUL,  INSTITUTIONAL BAD FAITH HAS IN FACT OCCURRED AND THE GOVERNMENT ENTITY,  WHO PARTICIPATE IN SUCH ACTIVITY KNOWINGLY AND WILLFULLY IS IN BREACH OF THEIR ORIGINAL CIVIC PURPOSE TRUSTEESHIP  THEY WERE IN FACT CREATED TO PROTECT AGAINST!  THIS IS A BREACH OF FAITH SUBJECTING THE OFFENDING PARTY TO 


" QUO WARRANTO " OF THEIR INTENDED GOVERNMENTAL ENFRANCHISED POWER OR RIGHTS, which they were originally created under their Corporation CHARTER pursuant to Public Acts 231 of Public Acts, HOME RULE, OR CHARTER, for ALL GOVERNMENT ENTITIES and that is just a fact.


       WE CLAIM FRAUD AND WE TIMELY OBJECT TO ALL THE FRAUD IN THIS CASE AND FOR WARN THE PARTIES THAT LEGAL ACTION IS EMINENT AND WILL BE COMMENCED VERY SHORTLY IF THIS MATTER IS NOT TIMELY REPAIRED IN TOTAL TO MY COMPLETE SATISFACTION.


 FAIR WARNING IS FAIRLY GIVEN!





DOES EVERYBODY GOT THE PICTURE  HERE SO FAR?


IT IS ALL FRAUD AND FRAUD VOIDS THE MOST SACRED CONTRACT,  SEE UNITED STATES VS. TWELL, 550 U.S. 297, 298-300 FRAUD VOIDS THE MOST SACRED CONTRACT. I SAID IT TWICE SO EVERYBODY  WILL GET SURELY  THE IDEA AND IT ALSO CANCELS ANY OBLIGATION TO BE A PARTY TO FRAUD. YOU CAN NOT BE COMPELLED TO COMMIT A CRIMINAL ACT AND FRAUD IS A CRIMINAL ACT!! GOT ME???





NOW LET US GET BACK ON THE TRACK HERE FOR A MOMENT. NOW THAT YOU HAVE TITLE 31 SECTION 742 AND IT IS VERY CLEARLY RECORDED IN THAT MEMPHIS BANK AND TRUST Vs. STATE OF TENNESSEE, 459 U.S. 392, SUPRA, OR YOU TURNED TO TITLE 31 SECTION 3124 YOU CLEARLY KNOW THAT THE TAXING OF OBLIGATIONS OF THE UNITED STATES OR THE FIGURING OF ANY TAX, DIRECTLY OR INDIRECTLY  WITH OBLIGATIONS OR THE INTEREST THEREON  BEING USED,   IN ANY WAY, DIRECTLY OR INDIRECTLY,  IN THE COMPUTATION OF THE TAX IS 100% UNLAWFUL AND IN THIS CASE YOU CAN NOW PROVE THIS WAS DONE BY FRAUD MATTER OF FACTLY!!! ANY SUCH UNLAWFUL TAX OR FIGURING DIRECTLY OR INDIRECTLY OF SUCH TAX IS 100 % UNLAWFUL AND YOU CAN NOT BE COMPELLED TO BE A PARTY TO AN UNLAWFUL FRAUDULENT ACT AND THAT IS JUST A FACT JACK!!! NOW GO GET THE BUMS AND SMOKE THEIR FAN TAILS!!!


