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Eddie Haskel, pro se
Bebe Haskel, pro se 

555 East Merry Lane
Phoenix, Arizona 85777

(623) 555-7777
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT                 
IN AND FOR THE DISTRICT OF ARIZONA

	Eddie Haskel, pro se and

Bebe Haskel, pro se
                                                        

                                             Plaintiff,

                            Vs.
BRIAN T. MOYNIHAN, and/or his successor, individually, and in his official capacity as PRES/CEO OF BAC HOME LOANS SERVICNG, LP, an ens legis being  used to conceal fraud,
JAMES F. TAYLOR and/or his successor, individually, and in his official capacity as PRES. OF FIN.& ADMIN. OF RECONTRUST COMPANY, N.A., an ens legis being used to conceal fraud,
BRIAN T. MOYNIHAN, and/or his successor, individually, and in his official capacity as PRES/CEO OF BANK OF AMERICA, an ens legis used to conceal fraud,
ANGELO MAZILO, and/or his successor, individually, and in his official capacity as PRES/CEO OF COUNTRYWIDE HOME LOANS, INC., an ens legis being used to conceal fraud,
R.K. ARNOLD and/or his successor, individually, and in his official capacity as PRES/CEO OF MORTGAGE ELECTRONIC REGISTRATION SYSTEMS, INC., an ens legis being used to conceal fraud, 

JOHN VELLA and/or his successor, individually, and in his official capacity as PRES/CEO EMC MORTGAGE CORPORATION, an ens legis being used to conceal fraud, 

BEAR STERNS and/or its successor, an ens legis being used to conceal fraud, 

AND JOHN DOES (Investors) 1-10,000,
              Et al,                        Defendant.
	)

)

)

)

)

)

)
	Case no: CV-10-01000 GMS                           

           JUDICIAL NOTICE 

    PURSUANT TO 18 U.S.C. § 4

    NOTICE No. 5      
     (Assigned to Hon. G. More Snow)



COMES NOW, Eddie Haskel, pro se Bebe Haskel, pro se, (Hereafter “Plaintiff”), hereby submits the following JUDICIAL NOTICE.
FIFTH JUDICIAL NOTICE:
DUE PROCESS OF LAW IS PURSUANT TO MAXIMS OF LAW.

Defendant invokes Due Process of Law in this case. Accordingly, this Court must adhere to the Maxims of Law as required by the definition of Due Process of Law. All maxims of law, whether listed or not are hereby invoked in this case.


See: Black’s Law Sixth Edition, page 500.                                                             
Due process of law. Law in its regular course of administration through courts of 
justice. Due process of law in each particular case means such an exercise of the 
powers of the government as the settled maxims of law permit and sanction, 
and under such safeguards for the protection of individual rights as those 
maxims prescribe for the class of cases to which the one in question belongs.   
If any question of fact or liability be conclusively presumed against him, this 
is not due process of law. ….                                                                                   
Aside from all else, "due process" means fundamental fairness and substantial 
justice. Vaughn v. State, 3 Tenn.Crim.App. 54, 456 S.W.2d 879, 883.

DATED: This 39th day of June, in the year, of our Lord, 2010.
           BY: ____________________________, agent     

                         




 Eddie Haskel, pro per  






   Signed reserving all my rights at UCC 1-308


    BY: ____________________________, agent     

                         




 Bebe Haskel, pro se






    Signed reserving all my rights at UCC 1-308





(Remainder of page blank)
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