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Trust Fever IV

My “Evil Twin”

by Alfred Adask

We've heard so many stories of
clearly abusivebehavior by our courts,
that there is little doubt that our gov-
ernment isoperating ina capacity quite
different from that mandated by our
Congtitution. Whatever this non-con-
stitutional capacityis, it allows govern-
ment to “legally” ignore the unalien-
ablerightsour Constitution guaranteed
to protect. However, the nature of this
non-constitutional capacity is unclear.
Some researchers believe the govern-
ment is operating under martial law,
others say admiralty, others say bank-
ruptcy, still others argue the Constitu-
tion has been effectively suspended un-
der the Emergency War Powers Act of
1917 and then 1933.

“Trust Fever” identifiesan excit-
ing new theory to explain how govern-
ment may be bypassing the Constitu-
tion to treat \We The People as subjects
rather than Sovereigns. Inshort, | sus-
pect that the government uses trusts to
secretly cause you and | to be trustees
or beneficiaries who are legally obli-
gated to obey the rules of these govern-
ment trusts, even though these trusts
may impose obligations contrary to the
constitutional principles.

Atfirst, the” Trust Fever” theory
seems so complex and foreign to our
expectations of law, that it is hard to
grasp and easily dismissed as lunacy
(which it may be). Nevertheless, since
| published my first speculation on
“Trust Fever” in Volume 7 No. 1 and
againinVolume 7 No. 4, my confidence
in this theory has continued to grow. |
may be mistaken, but for the first time
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infourteen yearsof trying to make sense
of the judicial system, | believe we are
within months or having an accurate
understanding of “ how they're doin’ it
tous’.

Once you understand the funda-
mentals of trusts, the logic of “ Trust
Fever” isso easy to understandit’s al-
most irresistible. These fundamentals
include:

* Titletotrust property isalways
divided between trusteesand beneficia-
ries.

* Trusteesretain]egal title (con-
trol) over trust property; beneficiaries
retain equitable title (use). For ex-
ampl e, therelationship of a father, son,
and new car can figuratively illustrate
thetrust structure. The car is property
of the trust; title to the car is divided
between the father/trusteewho “ owns”
title to the car and controlsit and the
son/beneficiary owns nothing but equi-
tabletitle—theright to usethe car. Al-
though the son/beneficiary gets to use
the car, the father/trustee has the real
power since he alone can sell the car
and determine when the son/beneficiary
can useit.

* Beneficiariesand trustees must
be exclusive categories; beneficiaries
can never betrusteesin the sametrust,
and vice versa.

* Because beneficiaries have no
legal title, they also have nolegal rights.
If they have an issue concerning trust
property they want heard in court, the
court will administer their case in Eg-
uity, not Law. (See” InLawor Equity”,
thisissue.)
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* People can be designated as
“beneficiaries’ in a particular trust
without their knowledge. Asbeneficia-
ries, they may be subject to certaintrust
requirement and obligations which are
contrary to constitutional principles.
Because ignorance is no excuse in the
eyes of the law, we are presumed to be
abletotell if we are beneficiaries from
thestructures of our legal relationships.
Thismeansthat any of us might be ben-
eficiaries without our knowledge and
therefore obligated to obey trust rules
that we have never heard of or imag-
ined.

In sum, these fundamentals cre-
ate an opportunity for government
trusts to impose non-constitutional ob-
ligations on beneficiaries and unex-
pected legal requirements on trustees.

Unfortunately, it'snot possibleto
adequately introduce and illustrate
trust fundamentals in each “ Trust Fe-
ver” article. Each onehopefully builds
on the last, so if you haven't read the
previous “ Trust Fever” articles, this
article (which is somewhat difficult to
understand anyway) may seem almost
incomprehensible.

Nevertheless, try to read and un-
derstand this article since “ Trust Fe-
ver” may be the most important inves-
tigatory pathwe' vetravelled inthelast
seven years. | may be mistaken, but |
am extremely confident and optimistic
that by the end of 1998, “ Trust Fever”
will finally expose how our government
really works. | think we're about to
break the s.0.b.s.
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The“evil twin” isafictiona plot
device that's centuries old. The good
guy (inthiscase, me, Alfred) islivinga
fairly normal, fairly happy life when
strange things start to happen. People
start reporting that they’ve seen me
somewhere — even though | know |
wasn't in that location ever (or at least
not when they say they saw me). Then
my property startsto disappear. Some-
one—who reportedly looksjust likeme
— starts withdrawing money from my
bank account. Suddenly I'm facing
fines, taxes, and even jail sentences not
only for “crimes’ | didn’t commit, and
worse, for “crimes’ that aren’t even
mentioned in the Constitution. Surely,
there must be some mistake!

Although I've yet to actually see
the person who's responsible for my
bizarre problems—no matter how crazy
it sounds — | grow increasingly un-
nerved, suspicious, and finally con-
vinced that somebody who looks just
like me is trying to take my place! |
share my suspicionswith my family, my
neighbors. . .with the police who want
to arrest me for “his’ crimes. . . even
with IRS agents who demand | pay
“his’ taxes! | try explaining that the
perpetrator issomebody who lookslike
me and even uses my name — but it's
not me!

Of course, nobody believes me.
You al think I'm nuts and, eventually,
even | start to doubt my sanity.

My life becomes increasingly
confusing until | find some cluesin my
birth certificate and my Social Security
account that make me wonder if my
mother had secretly given bhirth to a
nearly identical twin brother when | was
born. But, if so, shemust’vegiven him
away because, even asaninfant, hewas
obviously unnatural, perhaps evil. But
now, years later, he's baaack! And
worsg, it'sincreasingly obviousthat this
will be afight to finish — him or me!

OK —in truth, the confrontation
with my “evil twin” is not that obvious
or dramatic. But this confrontation
seems not only real, but far more com-
plex than the usual “evil twin” stories
because maybe I’ m not be the only one
who has an “evil twin” —maybe every
citizen of the United Statesalso hashis
own “evil twin”!
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As usua, | haven't found much
proof to support my suspicions, but |
have seen some indirect evidence of
“evil twins’ in case law and IRS regu-
lations.

Representative capacity

For example, in 1975, the Texas
Court of Civil Appealsdecided the Grif-
fin v. Ellinger case (530 S.W. 2d 329)
and illustrated an underlying principle
that may offer an important clue to my
“evil twin’s” modus operandi:

Mr. Percy Griffin was president
of Greenway Building Co. Inc. (acor-
poration) and had every right to sign
Greenway corporate checks. About
1974, he signed three checksin hisrep-
resentative capacity of “president” on
Greenway's corporate bank account to
one of hissuppliers, adrywall contrac-
tor named O.B. Ellinger. All three
checks bounced.

Rather than sue the Greenway
corporation (on whose bank account the
checks were drawn), Mr. Ellinger (the
drywall contractor) sued Greenway’s
president, Mr. Griffin, personally.

Mr. Griffin argued that since the
checks were lawfully written on his
corporation’s bank account, the corpo-

ration was the principal and therefore
responsible for the debt, while he, the
corporation president, was not. Mr.
Ellinger responded that according to
Texas Business and Commerce Code §
3.403, anyone who signs an “instru-
ment” (virtually any legal document,
not just checks) asrepresentativefor an-
other entity or principal — but fails to
identify his representative capacity
when he signstheinstrument—becomes
personally liable for whatever obliga
tion was established on that instrument.

AsGreenway president, Mr. Grif-
fin was a representative of the
Greenway corporation (a separate le-
gal entity). According to Texas law, to
avoid personal responsibility when he
represented Greenway, Mr. Griffin had
to include the word “ president” imme-
diately before or after his signature
whenever he signed corporation checks
or “instruments’.

Since Mr. Griffin had signed all
three of the rubber checkswithout iden-
tifying hisrepresentative capacity asthe
“president” of Greenway corporation,
the court ruled that Mr. Griffin was per-
sonally liable and ordered him to per-
sonally pay the debts created on those
three checks to Mr. Ellinger.
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Presumably, Mr. Griffin had
signed hundreds of other Greenway
corporation checkswithout identifying
his representative capacity as “presi-
dent” and never had any problem be-
ing held personally liable for the debt
onthecheck. Solongasthe Greenway
checks cleared the bank, there was no
reason for any Greenway supplier to
carewhether the checkswere signed by
“president” Griffin or Donald Duck.

TheGriffin decisionimpliesthat,
by identifying our “representative ca-
pacity” on anyinstrumentswesign, we
notify the world that we do not volun-
tarily accept personal liability for the
debt or obligation agreed to on that in-
strument. Conversely, if wesigninstru-
ments on behalf of another legal entity
(perhaps a corporation, trust, or even
minor child) without identifying our
“representative capacity”, weimplicitly
accept personal liability for the
instrument’s obligations.

Implications & applications

Hmph. Pretty strange. Infact, at
first, | assumed the principle underly-
ing the Griffin v Ellinger case (failure
to identify one's representative capac-
ity creates personal liability) was so
strange that it must be unique to weird
ol’ Texas jurisprudence. (Where else

arecorporation presidentsliablefor cor-
poration debts?)

But then | talked to people in
other parts of the country who told me
thissame principlealso appliedintheir
states. Therefore, | now suspect that
the principle enunciated in Griffin (fail-
ure to identify one's representative ca-
pacity creates personal liability) may be
universal throughout the U.S.

Moreimportantly, sincethe Grif-
fin case repeatedly refers to “hills’,
“notes’, “drafts’” and “instruments’, it
appearsthat the Griffin principle might
apply to any number of documents.
Drivers licenses, for example. Traffic
tickets. Maybe even IRS 1040 forms.

UPPER-CASE names

I’ve seen one or two exceptions
but, generally, all legal documents, li-
censes, and court casesidentify the prin-
cipa party(ies) with an al UPPER-
CASE name. Look at your driver'sli-
cense, your social security card, the
subpoena’s you received from traffic
court, and label onthe 1040formthelRS
sendsyou every year. Government seems
adamant that you will beidentifiedin an
al UPPER-CASE name. Inmy case, that
all upper-case name is “ALFRED N.
ADASK".

Government’s determination to
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use upper-case namesiis peculiar since
it violates a fundamental principle of
typography (the study of how different
fonts and text sizes can enhance or di-
minish adocument’s ability to commu-
nicate). One of typography’s hard-and-
fast rulesisthat “readability” isdimin-
ished whenever text is printed in all
upper-case letters (“ALFRED N.
ADASK") and increased when text is
printed in amix of upper and lower case
letters - asin the “capitalized”, proper
name “Alfred Norman Adask”. So, if
upper-case text is hard to read (and
therefore increases the likelihood of
misunderstanding or inaccurate data
entry) why does government insist on
using upper-case hames?

Enter my “evil twin”

Perhaps the all-upper case name
(“ALFRED N.ADASK”) identifies an
artificial entity (corporation or trust)
with a legal existence that is separate
and independent from that of its flesh
and blood namesake — me — “Alfred
Norman Adask”. Infact, | suspect that
ALFRED (theartificid entity) isthe“evil
twin” for Alfred (thereal, flesh and blood
person). Similarly, if your real, Chris-
tian name was “John Paul Doe”, your
“evil twin’s’ name might be JOHN P.
DOE.

| can't yet confirm whether the
artificial entity “ALFRED N.ADASK”
isacorporation, trust, or something else
I've yet to discover. However, my gut
tells me my “evil twin” ALFRED isa
trust, and |, Alfred, am that trust’s
trustee. In any case, | am convinced
that I, Alfred Norman Adask, the flesh-
and-blood man and spiritual being who
writesthisarticle,amnot ALFRED N.
ADASK (my “evil twin” trust). Al-
though “Alfred” and “ALFRED” may
be intimately related, | believe we are
two separate legal entitieswith two en-
tirely different setsof rightsand duties.

Creator-creation relationships

So why did government “create’
my evil, artificial twin “ALFRED”
whenthey already had me (Alfred)?Am
| somehow inadequate? Or am | some-
how superior? Theanswer can befound
intheancient rulesfor the“ creator-cre-
ation” relationships which lie at the
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heart of every faith and political sys-
tem because they provide the ultimate
foundation for al personal rights and
ownership of property.

For example, if | were to chal-
lenge your ownership of apieceof land,
how can you prove you own it? You'd
look at the deed and it would show
wherethepreviousowner sold it toyou.
OK, but what if | argue the previous
owner didn’t havelegal titleto the prop-
erty and thereforecouldn't sdll it toyou,
and therefore you couldn’t have legal
title? Well, you'd conduct a deeper
“title search” and show that the previ-
ous owner bought legal title from an
earlier owner. If | continued to chal-
lenge the next previous owner’s title,
and the one before him, and the one
before him, sooner or later we get past
all the private ownersand reach thetitle
claimed by your state, thenthetitlefirst
claimed by the federal government,
then thetitlefirst claimed by somefor-
eign government (like Great Britain,
Spain, or France). But sincetheseorigi-
nal governmentswere monarchies (usu-
ally) legitimized by the Catholic
Church, at bottom, thelegal titleto vir-
tually al land in the Western World is
based on a grant from God (the land's
Creator) as certified (usualy) by the
Catholic Church.

A similar chain of reasoning will
probably be found in virtually all tribes

and societies. They may claim adiffer-
ent god, but ultimately, they own legal
and exclusivetitleto“their” land because
their god-creator gave it to them (or at
least to the guy they bought it from).

Inthe Western world, the Creator
is God, and therefore we and al the
world, belong to Him as property. God
created Adam and Eve, and let ‘em do
pretty much as they pleased — except
eat from that apple tree. When Adam
and Eve (the creations) broke the
Creator’s laws, they were condemned
toleavethe Garden of Eden and become
mortal (suffer death). That seems like
apretty stiff penalty for eating just one
itty-bitty apple (it's not like there
weren't plenty more). Besides, if God
really didn’'t want ‘ emto eat the apples,
why'd he plant that tree in the Garden?

In fact, Adam and Eve could
voice hundredsof argumentsandratio-
nalizations against God's penalty for
eating his apples, but they'd be wast-
ing their time. Creations have abso-
lutely norightsreativeto their Creator,
unless the Creator has specifically
granted them. And even then, the Cre-
ator can take thoserights back.

Like God, lots of us are “cre-
ators’. Artists and writers create pic-
tures or books and therefore own their
creations absolutely. | am the creator
of this article. | therefore own it and
can publish it, tear it up, or sell it to
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someone else, as | alone see fit. His
torically, parents were viewed as the
earthly creators of their children and
therefore owned their kidsand could do
with them as they pleased.

In essence, the creator-creation
rulesboil downtothis: The creator ab-
solutely owns (haslegal titleto) hiscre-
ationsand can do with them ashealone
seesfit.

The reason creator-creation
principles are especially important to
Americans is found in our Declara-
tion of Independence (1776): “We
hold these truths to be self-evident,
that all men are created equadl, that they
areendowed by their Creator with cer-
tain unalienable Rights, that among
these are Life, Liberty, and the pur-
suit of Happiness.” Our entire politi-
cal and legal system is based on the
principles that: 1) each of usis cre-
ated by God; 2) each of usis created
equal; and 3) each of us is endowed
by our Creator with certain unalien-
able Rights.

Although we recognize our sta-
tus as creations of God, we tend to
ignore our primary duty to obey His
laws. However, we can surely remem-
ber God when it comesto claiming our
Rights (Hisgift tous). First, sinceall
men are created equal, with an equal
allotment of Rights, no other man can
have a superior claim to any of my
God-given Rights and therefore, no
man can deprive me of those Rights.
Second, since We The Peopl e created
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the Constitution and the subsequent
federal and state governmentsthat are
based on the Constitution, those gov-
ernmentsareour “creations’ and sub-
ject to our laws and requirements and
shall serve usaswe should serve God.
We, however, as creators of the Con-
stitution and resultant government (our
creations) are not subject to
government’s laws — unless, as “cre-
ators’ we volunteer to be so.

It's important to note that while
God (our Creator) can reclaim the
Rightshe gave us (Hiscreations) at any
time, no other man (our equal) or gov-
ernment (our creation) can deprive us
of our God-given Rights. However, we
canvoluntarily and individually surren-
der some or al of those Rights. You
can’'t take my Rights, but | (as owner)
canvoluntarily give ‘em away. Infact,
| can even accidently, unknowingly give
‘em away — a reality government ex-
ploits heavily.

Have we ever given away any of
our God-given Rights? Sure. The Con-
stitution isacollective agreement by We
The Peopleto surrender alimited num-
ber of our Rights to government. But
We The Peopleretained al of our other
unenumerated rightsin the 9th Amend-
ment (as well all of our undelegated
powers in the 10th Amendment).

Have any of us ever surrendered
any more of our Rights? Sure. | sold
anarticlethat I'd written/crested. Based
on that sale, | transferred title to my
work to another party. By buying my
articlethey becamethe article’'sdefacto
“creator” and could publish it, destroy
it, or resell it, as they saw fit. But if
they published the article and someone

challenged their “ownership”, they'd
haveto tracetheir “ownership” back to
me, the article's creator, to “prove’
ownership.

In a similar sense, virtualy all
property is ultimately traceable
(through atitle search) back to its cre-
ator. Look at theVIN number on your
car — if your car is stolen and recov-
ered, they can retrace the entire chain
of ownersfromthe car’ smanufacturer/cre-
ator, to the dealer, to thefirst buyer, to dl
subsequent purchasers of the* used” car.

The creator-creation principleis
far morethan acharming Biblical myth;
it providesthe bedrock on which virtu-
ally dl civilizations, societies, and le-
ga systemsare built.

A revolution of Biblical proportions

OK, that's a series of semi-inter-
esting historical factoids, but what've
they got to do with my “evil twin” hy-
pothesis?

Simply this: If I, Alfred Norman
Adask, am acreation of God and acre-
ator of government, then my govern-
ment-creation has no power over me
unless | consent to give it that power.
But what if government were able to
create an artificial entity called “AL-
FRED N. ADASK”? Asgovernment’s
creation, (“ALFRED”) would betotally
subject to the rules, regulations and
taxes imposed by its creator, the gov-
ernment.

Then, if government could fool
or lureme (Alfred) into believing that |
was ALFRED, government could re-
verse the creator-creation relationship
and become Sovereign over We The
People rather than their servant.
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By tricking Alfred into “becom-
ing” ALFRED, my government-cre-
ation would become master over me,
its own creator. The servant would
becomethe master. The creationwould
own the creator. The“evil twin” would
dominate the good. If thisreversal has,
in fact, taken place, it ranks right up
there with the Philosopher’s Stone
(which allegedly turned lead into gol d)
as one of the most extraordinary acts
of political and spiritual legerdemain
the world has ever imagined.
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How could it happen?

If you have a compuiter, read the
licensesattached to virtual ly al the soft-
wareyou purchase. For example, if you
read aMicrosoft license, you'll seethat:

1) Thelicenseisan agreement (a
contract) between you and Microsoft;

2) The software “is licensed, not
sold.” You never own the software,
Microsoft does—you merely get to use
it;

3) You express your willingness
to accept and be bound by the license/
agreement/ contract (without your sig-
nature) by installing (using) the soft-
ware on your computer.

4) Your status under this license
isthat of an“End-User”. Assuch, you
can usethe software, but you can't rent,
lease, lend or resell it. You can, how-
ever, “transfer” the software to anyone
who agrees to accept the terms of the
license.

5) Microsoft can terminatetheli-
cense/ agreement anytimethey find out
you (the End-User) have failed to per-
form according to the license require-
ments.

Sinceyou get to use the software
(you haveequitabletitle) but Microsoft
alwaysownsit (haslegal title), it'sclear
that title to the software property is di-
vided, and therefore the softwarelicense
is a trust in which Microsoft is the
trustee, and you are the “end-user”
(beneficiary).
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If software“licenses” aretrusts,
it follows that other “licenses’ (like
drivers licenses, fishing licenses or li-
censes to practice law) are also trusts.
If so, in these state-issued licenses
(trusts), | suspect the state (or one of its
agencies) holds legd title to the privi-
lege or property “licensed” while the
person named on the license (the “lic-
ensee”) has equitable title (possession
and use) of the licensed property.

Wheels within wheels

All trustsmust dividetitleto trust
property into two forms: Legal and Eg-
uitable. Legal title (control and legal
rights) to the property goesto the trust-
ees; Equitabletitle (possession and use)
of thetrust property goesto the benefi-
ciaries. It's crucia to understand that
even though beneficiariesmay have un-
limited use of trust property, their “ own-
ership” isillusory since they lack legal
title to “their” property. Asaresult, it
appears that disputes involving trust
property are heard in courts of equity
(not law) where beneficiaries have no
legal title and therefore no legal stand-
ing or legal rights. As a“beneficiary”
you have no unalienable rights, no con-
stitutional rights, nothing. Since benefi-
ciaries cannot own property (no legal
title) and also have no legal rights, they
are the modern equivalent of “niggers’.

If al licensesarelike softwareli-
censes and therefore trusts, it follows
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that the state owns (has legd title to)
whatever property or privilege is “li-
censed,” but the licensee (the person
named on the License) only gets to
“use” that property or privilege asaben-
eficiary. If so, asabeneficiary, alic-
ensee would have no legal title and no
legal rights relative to the trust prop-
erty but would be legally subject to all
the requirements and regul ations of the
trust that issued thelicense. Inthecase
of driver'slicences, thoserequirements
might include insurance, lap straps,
speed limits and all traffic “laws’.

So let's suppose ALFRED N.
ADASK isatrust created by the state
(probably with the birth certificate and/
or the fully-funded Social Security ac-
count) and I, Alfred — whether | know
it or not —am trustee for the ALFRED
N. ADASK trust.

And let’s suppose my driver'sli-
cense was not really issued to me (Al-
fred Norman Adask) but was instead
issued (just like it reads) to my “evil”,
artificial twin ALFRED N. ADASK.
As a“creature (creation) of the state,”
ALFRED would be legally and consti-
tutionally subject to every tax, regula-
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tion, and license requirement its gov-
ernment-creator cared to impose.

The creator-state would have ev-
ery righttolicenseand regulateit’scre-
ation ALFRED’sbehavior onthe high-
ways. Although Alfred (the trustee)
might still have his God-given rightsto
liberty and free travel on public prop-
erty without license, insurance or seat-
belt, ALFRED (creature of the state)
could be subject to every state regula
tion, including license, insurance, seat-
belt, and tickets/taxesimposed without
due process. (Lifeain't easy for a boy
named “ALFRED” . .. or “JAMES’ or
“WILLIAM” either, for that matter.)

And let’s suppose the principles
illustrated in Griffin v. Ellinger also ap-
pliedto “instruments’ like applications
(for benefits), driverslicenses and traf-
fictickets. If so, whenever | signed my
name — but failed to identify my repre-
sentative capacity as“trustee” —I might
beinadvertently accepting personal re-
sponsibility for al the obligations to
purchase insurance, obey speed limits,
and fasten seatbeltsthat could belegally
imposed on the state's creation, AL-
FRED, but not on the state' s creator, Al-
fred.

For example, imagine how it
might work on traffic tickets:

| (Alfred) am accidently speed-
ing down the highway at 70mph in a
55mph zone. A cop pullsme over, asks
to see my license, and | show him the
license issued to ALFRED. The cop
might even ask, “Are you ALFRED N.
ADASK?' In either case, by showing
ALFRED’slicense or answering to the
name “ALFRED,” I've just claimed to

The VILLAGE Idiots

be ALFRED the artificial entity, crea-
ture (creation) of the state who is law-
fully subject to government regulation.

Obviously, Alfred is not AL-
FRED. So how can thetraffic cop rea-
sonably proceed? First, he's probably
not trained to understand the difference.
Second, even if the officer understood
the difference between ALFRED and
Alfred, he might not be able to legally
recognize that distinction or advise me
of the same without making a “legal
determination” that would constitute
“unauthorized practiceof law”. There-
fore, if | say or imply that I'm “AL-
FRED”, the cop must go along. If
there’s a problem, it's up to a judge to
make the proper “legal determination”
at alater date.

Therefore, believing the person
driving the car is subject to state regu-
lation, the officer proceeds. “May | see
your vehicle registration and proof of
insurance?’

Oooh . . . darn

Next thing you know, the officer
issues severad traffic ticketswith atotal
alleged obligation of $800 to the entity
(“ALFRED") identified on “my” driv-
erslicense. Thentheofficer assuresme
that my signature does not constitutean
admission of guilt, and asks meto sign
the tickets. | sign but neglect to iden-
tify my “representative capacity” as
“trustee”.

Under the principles of Griffin v.
Ellinger, havel (Alfred, thetrustee) just
assumed personal liability for the law-
ful $800 debt charged on the tickets/
instrumentsto my principal (ALFRED
the trust)?

Tell it to the judge!

Suppose | believethetraffic laws
violate my constitutional right to travel
and therefore decideto contest my $800
ticketsin traffic court. At the hearing,
the Judge asks, “Is ALFRED N.
ADASK present?’ —and | (Alfred) mis-
takenly raise my hand and say, “Here,
yer honor!” Would the court proceed
to try, convict, fine or imprison Alfred
the trustee for offences allegedly com-
mitted by ALFRED thetrust? They did
in Griffinv. Ellinger.

By failing to know and identify
my representative capacity as“ trustee’
for the ALFRED N. ADASK trust, am
| making the sameignorant mistake Mr.
Griffin madewhen he neglected to write
“president” after hisname on Greenway
corporation checks? And like Mr. Grif-
fin, by failing to identify my represen-
tative capacity, do | assume personal
liability for the debts and obligations
that the traffic laws lawfully imposed
on my “evil twin,” ALFRED?

Maybe so0.!

Drivers license signatures?

If neglecting to sign “trustee” af -
ter your name on atraffic ticket creates
personal liabilities, what about your
primary signature on thedriverslicense
itself? In other words, if the licenseis
issued to ALFRED, but | sign it “Al-
fred” without identifying my represen-
tative capacity asALFRED’s" Trustee,”
have | inadvertently assumed personal
liability for al those unconstitutional
traffic laws that can be legally applied
only to my principal, ALFRED?

| don’'t know. But if | were about
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to get anew driverslicense, I'd want to
absolutely know who or what ALFRED
N. ADASK is and what representative
capacity —if any —I (Alfred) might have
relative to that entity.

As confusing and unlikely as all
this sounds, it's worth investigating
since trustees are virtually never held
personally accountable for the debts or
obligations of their trusts. If ALFRED
N.ADASK isinfact the nameof atrust
and | am itstrustee, | have no problem
with getting adriverslicense. It would
not entail any surrender of my God-
given unaienablerights. If thelicense
isissuedtotheartificial entity/ trust AL-
FRED, solong as| continueto identify
my “ representative capacity” whenever
| sign aticket on behalf of ALFRED —
[, Alfred, the Trustee, may not beliable
for anything more than the paperwork.

Does this sound crazy? Sure.

Besides, this entire theory seems
impossibleif only becauseit’stoo easy.
| mean, could it be that simple? Just
determine your representative capacity
relative to the upper-case name that the
government alwaysattacksinitsindict-
ments, tickets, and tax bills? Make sure
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you always append your correct repre-
sentative capacity to all your signatures,
and Voila'! you are once again afree
man beyond the bureaucrats’ regulatory
reach?

Too hard to believe. Nah. . .it's
just not possible. Ohh, | suppose that
if we had a little evidence . . . well,
maybe then the conjecture might seem
alittlemoreplausible. But asit stands,
it'sjust another charming patriot bunny
trail.

Except maybethereisalittleevi-
dence. ...

April Fools

(I forget . . . doesApril Fool fall
on the 1st - or the 15th?)

Let’s suppose, again, that the all
upper-case name (to which the IRS
sendsits letters, levies and subpoenas)
identifies an artificia entity (presum-
ably a trust), and each of us, whether
we know it or not, are the trustees for
each of our “evil twin” trusts. Let'salso
speculate that each of our trustsarefur-
ther identified by our Socia Security
number, and are conveniently “located”
at the place of their creation (Washing-
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ton D.C.), where they are subject to the
absolute legidlative and administrative
control of Congress. Our artificial en-
tity, “evil-twin” trusts might qualify as
legal “persons’ (likeacorporation) and
even pass (under the 14th Amendment)
as"citizensof the United States” While
these trusts would “live” in Washing-
ton D.C., you and I, as trustees, would
be “free” to “reside” anywhere elsein
the geographic United States.

Inmy case, ALFRED N.ADASK
would be “my” evil-twin trust, and the
Federal government would have every
right to tax that artificial so-and-so as
much asthey liked. Asa creature/cre-
ation of the government, ALFRED N.
ADASK would have no God-given,
constitutionally-protected unalienable
rights, and virtually no government-
given “rights’ that were anything more
than transitory.

And let’s suppose (again) that I,
Alfred Norman Adask, unknowingly
applied to be the Trustee for the AL-
FRED N.ADASK trust when| filed my
application for a Social Security ac-
count number (SSAN). Whilethe gov-
ernment had every right to tax the poo
out of ALFRED the trust, they’d have
no right to impose the tax on me, Al-
fred the Trustee.

However, as part of the terms of
application alowing meto becomethe
trusteefor ALFRED, government could
impose an obligation on me, Alfred
(Trustee), tofill out and file certain pa-
perwork on behalf of the ALFRED N.
ADASK trust. In other words, Alfred
could not be legally taxed or required
to pay the income tax legally imposed
on ALFRED; but Alfred could be le-
gally required to perform the fiduciary
duty of filing a 1040 on behalf of his
evil-twin trust.

Smooooth!

This“evil twin” hypothesis may
sound fantastic, but look how dlick an
“evil-twin” trust system might work:

First, it would explain the IRS's
curious habit of indicting and some-
times imprisoning people, not for fail-
ure to pay their taxes, but for failure to
file their 1040 forms. (They'd rather
have the paperwork than the money?)
Butif thereisan evil-twin, trust-trustee
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relationship, the IRS tendency to pros-
ecutefor “willful failureto file’ would
make perfect sense.

Since the IRS has no constitu-
tional authority to makeAlfred Norman
Adask (thereal person) pay thetax ob-
ligations imposed on ALFRED N.
ADASK (thetrust), they couldn’'t very
well prosecute Alfred for not voluntar-
ily paying ALFRED's tax obligations.
However, as trustee for the ALFRED
trust, Alfred could be legally and con-
stitutionally required to perform the ad-
ministrative chore of filing his “evil
twin” trust’s 1040 form each year. And,
if Alfred (trustee) failed to filethe AL-
FRED trust’s 1040, Alfred (trustee)
could be legally and constitutionally
jailed. (Confused? Of course. But
doesn’t confusion serve government’s
interest?)

OK, recognizing the IRS goes
nutswhen you don't file, supposel (Al-
fred, trustee):

1) File a 1040 form on behalf of
ALFRED (trust) as required by “law”
(that “law” is probably the trust inden-
ture that created ALFRED); and,

2) Sign the 1040; and,

3) Send the 1040 to the IRSwith-
out any money. See, I’ m pretty smart; |
know the IRS can't jail Alfred (the
trustee) for refusing to pay trust
ALFRED’s debts.

So | calculated that ALFRED
owes $250,000 (HA!) on the 1040 and
filed it. Sure, the $250,000 figure is
absurd, but who cares, since they’ll
never collect a dime from that penni-
less trust, and they can't legally force
me, thetrustee, to pay thetrust’sdebts?
Besides, when | signed my nameonthe
1040, | wrote “TDC" after it (Threat,
Duress, and Coercion), “Without Preju-
dice UCC 1-207" above it, and “non-
assumpsit” acrossit. Plus, | modified
the jurat statement to indicate | was
signing “within the United States of
Americd’ rather than “within the United
States’. Moreover, | had a four-leaf
clover, arabbitsfoot, and my horoscope
said thisis my lucky day. So the IRS
can’t touch me, right?

But, guess what happens? I'm
not jailed for failure to file — the IRS
simply seizes my house, car and bank
account as partial payment for the
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$250,000 debt | calculated on the evil-
twin trust’stax return. Why? Because,
despite all my lucky charmsand decla-
rations attached to my signature on the
1040 “instrument”, | forgot to identify
my representative capacity as
“Trustee”. Asaresult, just like Mr. Grif-
fininthe Griffin v. Ellinger case, I, Al-
fred (the trustee), became personally
liablefor paying thetax that waslegaly
imposed on my principal, theALFRED
N.ADASK trust. And athough sneaky,
it'sall legal and constitutional.

Do you see how smooth that hy-
pothetical process could work? They
don't require you (the real person) to
pay the income tax — oh Heavens, no!
— that would be unconstitutional. In-
stead, atax islegally imposed on your
government-created, artificial-entity,
“evil twin” trust. You, as trustee, are
merely (and quite legally) required to
perform certain administrative taskslike
filing the required paperwork (the 1040
or perhaps traffic tickets).

But, once you file on behalf of
your “evil twin” trust, if you neglect to
identify your representative capacity as
“trustee” when you sign the 1040, you
become personally liable for the evil-
twin's debt — which you, yourself, tes-
tified to when you signed the 1040 “ un-
der penalty of perjury”. The income

tax that you could not be constitution-
ally imposed on you, the individual,
would become suddenly mandatory sm-
ply because you didn’t write “ Trustee’
after your signature on the 1040.

Look how smooth this could
work. If you didn't file, you'd be in
breach of your fiduciary responsibili-
tiesasatrustee and therefore subject to
imprisonment. If youdidfilebut didn’t
identify your representative capacity,
you'd win — Ta-Dal — the coveted sta-
tus of “taxpayer” and become person-
ally liablefor paying the trust’s tax ob-
ligations.

If you tried to argueyour “rights’
in court, you'd be slam-dunked every
time because the court would have all
the information it needed to convict
right there on the 1040: you swore to
thesize of the debt owed, and you failed
to identify your representative capac-
ity as “trustee”. Since only trustees
havelegal rightsin courts of equity, and
you haven't identified yourself as one,
you have norights. That meansyou're
guilty, pay up, or pack your toothbrush.

26 USC 6212

Could it be that ssmple? Prob-
ably not. Again — nice theory — but
without some proof, who'd dare believe
that the difference between avoluntary
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and mandatory income tax hinged on
your simple decision to identify your
representative capacity when you
signed the 1040 form? Hey, | don’t be-
lieve it. But on the other hand, this
theory “fits’ so nicely that — no matter
how improbableit sounds—I can’t dis-
missit yet, either. Plus. There’'sevena
bit of evidence in the IRS Code that
might be interpreted as support for the
“evil-twin trust” hypothesis.

In October, 1997 the Michigan
Court of Appealsremanded an IRS case
( Ruff v. Isaac # 192615) for retrial.
Although the case turned on adifferent
issue, | was surprised to read how an
IRS agent, U.S. Attorney, and Michi-
gan District Court Judge all seemed to
overreact to prevent any evidence con-
cerning subsection (b)(1) of Section
6212 of the Internal Revenue Code (26
USC 6212) from being heard at trial.
The caseturned on adifferent issue, but
overreaction suggested that there might
be something important in 26 USC
6212, which only concerns proper pro-
cedurefor mailing notices of deficiency
to errant taxpayers:

“(b)(1) In the absence of notice
to the Secretary under section 6903 of
theexistence of afiduciary relationship,
notice of a deficiency in respect of a
tax imposed by subtitle A, chapter 12,
chapter 41, chapter 42, chapter 43, or
chapter 44, if mailed to the taxpayer at
his last known address, shall be suffi-
cient for purposes of subtitle A, chap-
ter 12, chapter 41, chapter 42, chapter
43, chapter 44, and this chapter even if
such taxpayer is deceased, or is under
alegd disability, or, inthe case of acor-
poration, hasterminated its existence.”

Oo00. Grist for my mill. Seeit?
Faint and flimsy, but nonethel ess sup-
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port for my notion that atrust relation-
ship might exist between ALFRED N.
ADASK (trust) and Alfred Norman
Adask (trustee).

Right at the beginning of Sect.
6212, it reads: “In the absence of no-
tice to the Secretary under section
6903 of the existence of a fiduciary
relationship, ... ."

What's a “fiduciary relation-
ship”? Broadly, the term signifies the
relationship that exists between a trust
anditstrustee. Sowho would send that
notice of a “fiduciary relationship” to
the Secretary of the Treasury? A trustee
on behalf of atrust.

Why would the trustee send ano-
tice of his fiduciary relationship to a
trust? Perhapsbecausethe IRSwas mis-
takenly attempting to compel thetrustee
to pay the trust’s tax obligations. Per-
haps because the trust owed back taxes
but the government was mistakenly try-
ing to seize the trustee’'s property.
Couldthis“mistake” takeplaceif there
were a startling similarity between the
name of the trust (“ALFRED N.
ADASK") and the name of its trustee,
“Alfred Norman Adask”? | think so.

Although the meaning of 26 USC
6212 subsection (b)(1) is uncertain, it
seemsto imply that if atrustee wereto
notify the Secretary of the Treasury of
the existence of a “fiduciary relation-
ship”, the Secretary could not send his
notice of deficiency. That’s an impor-
tant implication since, according to the
Michigan Court of Appeals, “By law,
theIRS must mail anotice of deficiency
by certified or registered mail before it
can make an assessment for delinquent
taxes, whichinturnisaprerequisiteto
the seizing and selling of thetaxpayer’s
property. Wiley v United States, 20 F
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3d 222, 224 (CA 6, 1994)"

In other words, if the Secretary
of the Treasury were notified that a“fi-
duciary relationship” (a trust) existed
relative to an entity that was being
threatened with property seizure, the
whole collection process might be
terminated.

Hmm. How could that work?
Maybe something like this:

Let's suppose | (Alfred Norman
Adask) received aseries of IRS notices
addressed toALFRED N.ADASK that
claimed ALFRED owed $250,000 in
back taxes and if | didn’t pay up in 30
days, they’ll seize my house, car, boat
and bank account. Ooo-eee! Lookslike
I’m in deep poopy, hmm?

But wait! Suppose | sent a no-
tice to the Secretary of Treasury that
whilethey haveimposed a$250,000 on
the ALFRED N. ADASK trust — the
house, car, boat, and bank account
they're threatening to seize belongs to
me, Alfred N. Adask, the trustee (who
can'tbeheldlegdly liablefor thetrust’s
tax obligations). It'skindalike notify-
ing the IRS of a case of mistaken iden-
tity (although our names sound alike,
ALFRED and Alfred are two different
persons).

Would my noticeto the Secretary
that Alfred is not liable for evil-twin
ALFRED’stax obligations constitute a
notice of “fiduciary relationship”?
Would the tax collection process mis-
takenly directed against Alfred therefore
cease? | wouldn’t want to bet my car on
it (especialy if it were running), but this
IRS tactic at least sounds plausible and
also offersindirect support for the“evil-
twin” hypothesis.

Quack, quack!

Everyone knows that if it looks
like aduck, etc. it's gotta be a duck.

Well, to me, this evil-twin trust
hypothesislookslikeaduck, walkslike
a duck, quacks, eats and swims like a
duck, prefers the company of ducks —
and goes good with orange sauce. |f
thisain't aduck, it'savery slick duck
in drag, and we may have to get very
“intimate” with this “duck” before we
find out what it redly is.

For now, suffice to say | am in-
creasingly persuaded that: 1) Each of

47



usis associated with an “evil twin” ar-
tificial entity that isidentified by theall
UPPER-CA SE name; 2) Somehow, we
natural people have each been ap-
pointed to be our “evil twin's’ repre-
sentative; and 3) Failure to fully under-
stand the natures of the hypothetical ar-
tificial entity and our resultant represen-
tative capacity may be central to our in-
ability to successfully assert our God-
given, inalienablerightsin court.

Silver linings & caveats

Every hypothetical cloud has a
hypothetical silver lining, and my “evil
twin” trust hypothesis is no different.
If weare, infact, trusteesfor “ evil twin”
trusts created by government and iden-
tified with all UPPER-case names (and/
or Social Security Numbers), we may
be able to bypass much government
regulation simply by identifying our
correct representative capacity. If so,
then we might not need to get rid of
our Social Security Numbers (hey, I'll
takeadozen of ‘em) and we could keep
our Drivers Licenses (gimme a hand-
ful). All we'd need to do is be abso-
lutely certain that we understood our
correct representative capacity (if any)

every time we signed a document on
behalf of our principal (the“evil twin"),
and make sure ink never left our pens
unlessit specifically appended that rep-
resentative capacity to our signatures.

In other words, if an UPPER-case
name identifies a government-created
trust and you areitstrustee, fine. Prop-
erly understood, you might be able to
live pretty well with that statusand still
retain your unalienable rights.

However, if “evil twin” trusts do
exist — but we are government benefi-
ciaries rather than trustees — we are
wards of the state who can neither own
legal title to property nor exercise any
legal rights. As government “benefi-
ciaries’ we are the modern equivalent
of slaveson a Southern plantation prior
tothe Civil War. Regardlessof whether
you'reblack, white, or brown, male, fe-
male, child or adult — if you're a gov-
ernment beneficiary, you're a20th cen-
tury “nigger”. As a government ben-
eficiary/nigger, you'd be property of the
state, a“thing” that can’t own property
and had no indlienable rights. If you
got “uppity”, de massa can slap yo'
nappy head anytime he like.

Unless you like being a nigger,

you'd best start marchin’ to get free.

Gentlemen — start your research
engines. | believe we are entering the
final race to restore (or lose) constitu-
tional government, unalienable rights
and individua freedom.

11f ALFRED N. ADASK isatrust,
I'm guessing |, Alfred, am that trust's
trustee. But it's possible that I'm the
beneficiary, or remotely, even the grantor.
I might even be president of the ALFRED
N. ADASK corporation — those questions
are unresolved. Therefore, even if |
append the word “ Trustee” after my
signature on various instruments (like
checks or traffic tickets), it won't
necessarily do me any good if | guess
wrong about my “representative
capacity” (if any). For example, if | wrote
“Trustee” when | was, in fact, the
“beneficiary”, “ quasi-trustee” or “ presi-
dent”, it's conceivable that | might be
charged with fraud. My point is that
much research must be done to confirm,
refute or refine the conjecture presented in
this article — so don't start signing your
traffic tickets “trustee” just yet, unless
you're prepared to take some risks.
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