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COMMON-LAW ORGANIZATIONAL CONSTRUCTIVE EXPRESS SPENDTHRIFT TRUST AGREEMENT
(C.L.O.C.E.S.T.)
PROPERTY INTEREST ASSIGNMENT AND TRUST AGREEMENT
Bond No.: QW-XF546EJK;L’O;IG787LF$%#^$zKYJGTF&UHDCG%DH*©
Type of Instrument: COMMON-LAW, IRREVOCABLE – ORGANIZATIONAL/CONSTRUCTIVE/ EXPRESS/SPENDTHRIFT TRUST AGREEMENT
Term: 125 years with reference to the resolution around the sun of the planet Earth
Principal Value: $800,000 plus 3% Compound Annual Interest
TO: THE GOVERNMENT OF THE UNITED STATES, Dun & Bradstreet registered Corporation, UNITED STATES FEDERAL GOVERNMENT, THE UNITED STATES, THE USA, THE US, THE U.S., THE U.S.A., THE GOVERNMENT, THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT, THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, with associated with the North American continent and all agents, assigns, heirs, descendants, quasi-corporations, commercial business engaging agencies, and all other appellations, derivatives, and variations in spelling thereof; as authorized per the Act of March 9, 1933, ch. 1, 48 Stat. 1, and Presidential Proclamation 2039, March 6, 1933, commonly known as "PUBLIC SERVANTS/FIDUCIARIES."
FROM: Eeon, of THE EEON FOUNDATION, hereinafter known as the "Grantor," acting in said capacity granting authority for the trustee to act on behalf of the Trust and its Beneficiary(ies).
I. PREAMBLE: FOUNDATIONAL FACTS AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
1. FACT: The Supreme Court of the United States, in Board of Regents v. Roth, 408 U.S. 564 (1972), expressly stated: "The liberty guaranteed by the Fourteenth Amendment... includes the right of the individual to contract, to engage in any of the common occupations of life, to acquire useful knowledge, to marry, establish a home and bring up children, to worship God according to the dictates of his own conscience, and generally to enjoy those privileges long recognized... as essential to the orderly pursuit of happiness by free men."

2. FACT: The same Court in the same opinion held that such constitutional protections are analyzed as property interests when determining procedural and substantive due process protections.

3. CONCLUSION OF LAW: Constitutional rights, when analyzed under the Fourteenth Amendment's Due Process Clause, constitute legally cognizable property interests requiring procedural protection. This is compelled legal characterization by Supreme Court doctrine.

4. FACT: This document incorporates by reference in their entirety the trust structure, definitions, arbitration mechanism, confidentiality provisions, and enforcement terms from the instrument titled "COMMON-LAW ORGANIZATIONAL CONSTRUCTIVE EXPRESS SPENDTHRIFT TRUST AGREEMENT (C.L.O.C.E.S.T.)©™®Ⓟ" 
(Bond No. QW-XF546EJK;L’O;IG787LF$%#^$zKYJGTF&UHDCG%DH* ©™®Ⓟ), hereinafter "the Master Framework."

5. CONCLUSION OF LAW: The Master Framework provides a valid constructive-express trust mechanism under common law for holding, administering, and protecting property interests.
DECLARATION OF TRUST
ARTICLE I: PARTIES
Grantor: Eeon, a natural person, also referred to as the “Creator.”
Beneficiary: [BENEFICIARY NAME], the beneficial owner of specified Trust property.
Trustee: EEON, acting as Trustee with full authority to speak on behalf of the Trust, manage the Trust Res, and bind the Trust in all matters.
Fiduciary: THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT a private Corporation, THE UNITED STATES, the USA, the US, the U.S., The U.S.A., THE GOVERNMENT, THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT, THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, and any other DBA and or FKA, ET AL residing at 1600 Pennsylvania Avenue NW, Washington, D.C. 20500, and all agents, agencies, departments, and instrumentalities thereof.
ARTICLE II: RECITALS AND LEGAL FOUNDATION
Fact: The Grantor possesses rights secured by the Constitution of the United States, which rights are natural, inherent, and pre-existing to any statutory framework.
Conclusion of Law: As held in Board of Regents v. Roth, 408 U.S. 564 (1972), the liberty guaranteed by the Constitution includes the right of the individual to contract, to engage in any of the common occupations of life, to acquire useful knowledge, to marry, establish a home and bring up children, to worship according to the dictates of conscience, and generally to enjoy those privileges long recognized as essential to the orderly pursuit of happiness by free men. These constitutional protections create property interests for purposes of due process analysis.
Fact: State action affecting such property interests must comply with due process requirements.
Conclusion of Law: Constitutional rights, when analyzed under the Fourteenth Amendment's Due Process Clause, constitute legally cognizable property interests requiring procedural protection. This is a compelled legal characterization because the Court required state action affecting such interests to comply with due process.

In 1933

National coup between all three branches of government conspiring against the people of the United States and posterity, attempted unlawfully, unconstitutionally and unsuccessfully to suspend the Constitution for the United States of America and thereby usurping the rights of the people:

1. STATUS OF THE QUOTED MATERIAL (FACT)
The passage just quoted is not commentary and not opinion.
It is taken from the Final Report of the Senate Special Committee on National Emergencies and Delegated Emergency Powers (1973–1976).
FACT:
That report is an official congressional finding adopted after a multi-year investigation into emergency powers originating in March 9, 1933.

2. WHAT CONGRESS EXPRESSLY FOUND (FACT)
Congress expressly found that:
1. 470 federal statutes were activated by presidential emergency proclamations.

2. Those statutes:

· Delegated powers ordinarily exercised by Congress.

· Affected the lives of Americans in “all-encompassing manners.”

3. Taken together, those statutes:

· “Confer enough authority to rule the country without reference to normal constitutional processes.”

4. Powers enumerated by Congress included:

· Seizure of property
· Control of production
· Assignment of military forces abroad
· Institution of martial law
· Control of transportation and communications
· Restriction of travel
· Regulation of private enterprise

5. Congress further found:

· The United States had been under continuous emergency rule for approximately 40 years
· Constitutional freedoms had been abridged under emergency statutes
· The condition constituted a “permanent state of national emergency.”
FACT:
Congress explicitly described the emergency framework as one enabling rule without normal constitutional processes.

3. LEGAL CHARACTER OF “NATIONAL EMERGENCY” (FACT)
There is no constitutional category called “national emergency.”
The Constitution recognizes:
· War
· Insurrection
· Invasion
· Rebellion
Every historical invocation of emergency power prior to 1933 (Civil War, World Wars) arose from armed conflict or threat thereof.
FACT:
All emergency powers recognized in American constitutional history arise from military necessity, not economic policy.

4. THE TRADING WITH THE ENEMY ACT AS THE LEGAL VEHICLE (FACT)
· TWEA was enacted solely as a war statute.

· It is codified under War and National Defense.

· It authorizes:

· Seizure
· Licensing
· Criminal penalties
· Executive control over persons and property
FACT:
No act of Congress repealed or re-enacted TWEA under a civilian constitutional power.
FACT:
The 1933 amendment only removed the temporal limitation (“time of war”), not the statute’s character.

5. WHAT MARCH 9, 1933 ACTUALLY DID (FACT)
The Emergency Banking Act:
1. Amended a military statute.
2. Triggered it by presidential proclamation alone.
3. Applied it to the entire civilian population “affecting the lives of Americans in a host of all-encompassing manners”.
4. Retroactively approved executive actions already taken.
5. Created a standing emergency condition.
FACT:
Congress did not create a new civilian emergency statute.
It activated a war statute in peacetime, applied it to the American people the sovereignty of the nation.

6. CONGRESSIONAL CONFIRMATION IN 1976 (FACT)
Congress did not dispute the military nature of the framework.
Instead, in the National Emergencies Act of 1976, Congress:
· Formally acknowledged the emergency regime
· Terminated some proclamations
· Preserved the amended Trading with the Enemy Act powers
· Admitted That It Was Complacent in a COUP against the sovereignty of the United States, the American people, a treasonous act as defined by the Constitution!
· The executive branch is documented to have actively participated!
· Andy judicial branch engagement is a matter of historical record!
FACT:
Congress confirmed the existence and continuation of emergency rule after acknowledging its constitutional abnormality.

7. CONCLUSIONS OF LAW (NON-INTERPRETIVE)
1. National emergencies in U.S. law are inseparable from war powers.
· There is no independent “economic emergency” power in the Constitution.

2. The Trading with the Enemy Act is a military statute.
· Its application defines the legal character of the emergency.

3. The March 9, 1933 actions placed the United States under military-derived emergency governance.
· This is not inference; it is Congress’s finding.

4. Congress itself stated that these actions enabled rule without normal constitutional processes.
· That statement is dispositive as a factual finding.

5. Calling the statute “economic” does not alter its constitutional origin or legal effect.
· Labels do not change constitutional character.

FINAL DETERMINATION
The Grantor is not stating a belief.
The Grantor has accurately cited Congress’s own findings.
Congress:
· Identified March 9, 1933 as the origin of permanent emergency governance
· Acknowledged that emergency statutes confer powers sufficient to rule outside constitutional process
· Confirmed that those powers derive from emergency declarations historically associated with war
That record stands.
ARTICLE III: ASSIGNMENT OF PROPERTY INTERESTS TO THE TRUST RES
Fact: The GRANTOR Under Limited Power Of Attorney from the Beneficiary granting the authority to hereby assigns, transfers, and conveys to the Trust all property interests in the Beneficiaries Identity, Constitutional Rights, and Power of Attorney authorization.
Conclusion of Law: This assignment transfers the legally cognizable property interest as defined by the Due Process Clause and recognized in Board of Regents v. Roth into the Trust. The Trust Res consists of these assigned property interests.
Fact: The Fiduciary holds all assets listed in attached Schedule 1 registered in the Fiduciary's name but held in trust for the Beneficiary.
Conclusion of Law: These assets include, but are not limited to, the property interest in the Beneficiaries Identity, Constitutional Rights, Limited Power of Attorney authorization, and any "minor account," "infant estate," or "securities" held by a custodian (the government) since the Beneficiary's birth. The Social Security Act, ch. 531, 49 Stat. 620 (1935), the "New Deal" (Presidential Proclamation 2039, March 6, 1933, and Act of March 9, 1933, ch. 1, 48 Stat. 1), and the government's custodial role created a pre-existing "special relationship trust" as documented in Senate Document No. 43, 73rd Congress, 1st Session (1933).

Any reference to the grantor assigning authority over his property is with reference to the limited power of attorney acting in the capacity of trustee for the beneficiary and their superior interests in the Trust Res and operates in no other capacity! Constitutional Framework:
The Seventh Amendment guarantee of Trial By Jury "In Suits at common law" refers to this colonial common law framework existing in 1791, representing the legal systems the people and states retained under the Ninth and Tenth Amendments.
Application to Constructive Trusts:
No federal statute prohibits parties from creating express and/or constructive trust arrangements designated as constructive trusts. The claimed restriction derives solely from judicial interpretations in equity cases, which carry no constitutional or statutory authority to override:
1. Parties' contractual freedom to create express trusts

2. The reserved powers of the people under the Ninth Amendment

3. The reserved powers of the states under the Tenth Amendment
Judicial pronouncements claiming exclusive authority to impose constructive trusts rest on presumptions about equity jurisdiction, not on enacted federal law or constitutional text. These presumptions conflict with the reservation of common law rights existing at the founding.
ARTICLE IV: TRUST STRUCTURE AND CLASSIFICATION
Fact: This instrument creates a Common-Law Organizational Constructive Express Spendthrift Trust (C.L.O.C.E.S.T.) combining elements of an intentionally created express trust with a constructive trust.
Conclusion of Law: This structure is valid under common law and historical Torah principles. The structure addresses and rectifies possible outcomes of misconduct, ensuring equitable distribution of trust assets according to original intent. The Fiduciary holds the Assets solely for the benefit of the Beneficiary.
Fact: This Trust incorporates the following recognized trust classifications:
Express Trust: Established through a legally binding contract where the grantor explicitly outlines terms for managing and distributing assets.
Constructive Trust: Created to address perceived irregularities or breaches, ensuring fair distribution of assets via arbitral oversight for equitable purposes.
Asset Protection Trust: Assets transferred into the trust are shielded from creditors. Creditors must apply for arbitral review to access assets.
Spendthrift Trust: In order to protect the interests of the Beneficiary and to prevent any creditor from attaching, garnishing, or otherwise seizing the Beneficiary's interest in the Trust, the Trustee shall have sole discretion over the distribution of income and principal from the Trust Estate. No interest in the principal or income of the Trust Estate shall be subject to anticipation, assignment, or transfer by the Beneficiary, nor shall such interest be liable for any debt, obligation, or liability of the Beneficiary, the trust, or the trust res, or be subject to attachment, garnishment, or legal process for or against the Beneficiary.
Self-Settled Spendthrift Trust: As a result of the Fiduciary holding the trust res, it is permissible for the grantor to be a beneficiary while protecting assets from creditors.
Irrevocable Trust: Assets are irrevocably transferred and cannot be reclaimed by the Grantor.
Grantor Trust: Grantor retains certain powers with attendant tax treatment, ensuring assets are protected from creditors and government interference.
Organizational Trust: This Trust is organized to systematically manage and protect the property interests assigned herein through structured administration and governance.
Conclusion of Law: The classification of this Trust under these recognized categories provides legal foundation and protection under applicable trust law principles.
ARTICLE V: TRUSTEE POWERS AND AUTHORITY
Fact: The Trustee is vested with full legal and equitable title to the Trust Res and has the exclusive authority to speak on behalf of the Trust, enter into contracts binding the Trust, manage all Trust property, and take any action necessary or appropriate to protect, preserve, and administer the Trust Res.
Conclusion of Law: The Trustee's authority to speak on behalf of the Trust and bind the Trust in all matters is established by the express terms of this Trust instrument. The maxim "Voluntas donatoris in charta doni sui manifeste expressa observetur" (The intention of the donor clearly expressed in the deed of gift should be observed) requires that the Trustee's powers as stated herein be given full effect. This principle is codified in 39 Stat. 1052 (1917) and 46 Stat. 469 (1930).
Fact: The Trustee has the duty and obligation to protect the Trust Res from any adverse claim, attachment, levy, garnishment, or other process.
Conclusion of Law: This fiduciary obligation arises from the Trustee's acceptance of the position and the express terms of this Trust. The Trustee's security interest in protecting the Trust Res is paramount and supersedes any conflicting statutory or regulatory scheme.
ARTICLE VI: GOVERNING LAW AND SUPREMACY
Fact: This Common-Law Organizational Constructive Express Spendthrift Trust is governed by common law principles with historical foundations in Torah law, supplemented by but not superseded by South Dakota trust principles.
Conclusion of Law: The Grantor's intent, as specified in this agreement, is the binding and enforceable law for the trust's duration, superseding any conflicting statutes, codes, regulations, ordinances, or rules. This principle is supported by the maxim "Voluntas donatoris in charta doni sui manifeste expressa observetur" and citations to 39 Stat. 1052 (1917) and 46 Stat. 469 (1930).
Fact: No statute, code, regulation, ordinance, or rule inconsistent with the express terms of this Trust shall have any effect upon this Trust or the rights and obligations created hereby.
Conclusion of Law: The contract rights created by this Trust are protected by the Contracts Clause of the United States Constitution, Article I, Section 10, Clause 1, which provides that "No State shall... pass any Law impairing the Obligation of Contracts." The Full Faith and Credit Clause, Article IV, Section 1, requires that this Trust be given full faith and credit.

THE TRUSTEES EXCLUSIVE A MANDATORY DUTY

Trustee has the right to accept any and all requests TO PROTECT THE TRUST RES;
The Trust Res shall consist of quality interests of the beneficiary interest incorporated into the trust, that includes any agency and/or entity and/or person and/or corporation and/or party utilizing trust property for commercial benefit and/or trading and/or transferring and/or selling trust property without the exclusive, deliberate and intentional will and consent of the beneficiary.

PRESUMPTION TO BE REBUTTED
“Administrative and statutory enforcement actions (e.g., traffic stops, citations, summonses, regulatory seizures) satisfy the Fourth Amendment’s warrant and probable-cause requirements.”

CONSTITUTIONAL TEXT (AS WRITTEN)
Fourth Amendment 
“The right of the people to be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and effects, against unreasonable searches and seizures, shall not be violated, and no Warrants shall issue, but upon probable cause, supported by Oath or affirmation, and particularly describing the place to be searched, and the persons or things to be seized.”

FACTS (TEXTUAL, NOT INTERPRETIVE)
FACT 1 — The Fourth Amendment Defines the Conditions for a Warrant
The Fourth Amendment prescribes (not suggests) that:
· A warrant shall not issue except upon:

· Probable cause

· Supported by oath or affirmation

· Particular description

· Probable cause is not undefined; it is procedurally anchored by:

· Oath or affirmation

· Before a magistrate or judge (implicit in issuance)

FACT 2 — Probable Cause Requires Sworn Testimony
· “Oath or affirmation” is a sworn statement.

· A sworn statement requires:

· A witness

· Personal knowledge

· Accountability for perjury

· Unsigned assertions, officer opinions, statistical probabilities, or administrative presumptions are not oaths.

FACT 3 — The Amendment Speaks in Absolute Prohibitory Language
· “No warrants shall issue, but upon…”

· This is a negative command, not a flexible standard.

· There are no exceptions written into the Fourth Amendment.

FACT 4 — Administrative Enforcement Commonly Proceeds Without Warrants
In traffic and administrative contexts:
· Stops occur without warrants

· Seizures occur without sworn testimony

· Citations issue without prior judicial determination

· “Probable cause” is asserted by the enforcement officer, not established by oath before a magistrate
These facts are undisputed.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW (DERIVED STRICTLY FROM THE TEXT)
CONCLUSION 1 — Probable Cause Is a Judicial Determination, Not an Executive Assertion
· The Fourth Amendment requires probable cause to be:

· Supported by oath or affirmation
· Precedent to issuance

· An executive officer’s unilateral assertion is not a judicial determination.

· Therefore, executive declarations of “probable cause” do not satisfy the Fourth Amendment.

CONCLUSION 2 — Administrative Seizures Without Warrants Are Constitutionally Defective
Because:
· Issuance of a warrant is seizure, not because a warrant issued seizes rights

· No oath or affirmation is presented

· No magistrate evaluates probable cause prior to seizure

· No warrant issues describing the person or thing seized
Administrative and traffic enforcement actions do not meet the constitutional prerequisites.

CONCLUSION 3 — Statutory Substitutes for Warrants Are Constitutionally Void
· Statutes cannot override constitutional commands.

· The First Clause of the Fourth Amendment prohibits unreasonable searches and seizures.

· The Warrant Clause prescribes the only lawful mechanism for reasonableness when a warrant is used.
Any statute purporting to authorize seizure without compliance with the Warrant Clause is repugnant to the Constitution.

CONCLUSION 4 — “Reasonableness” Cannot Supplant the Warrant Requirement
· The Fourth Amendment does not say:

· “Searches may occur if reasonable”

· It says:

· The right shall not be violated
· No warrants shall issue, but upon…

· Reasonableness is not a substitute for sworn probable cause.

REBUTTAL OF THE CONTRARY PRESUMPTION
Presumption: Administrative or traffic enforcement satisfies the Fourth Amendment

Rebuttal: The Fourth Amendment requires sworn probable cause before a magistrate for warrants, which administrative enforcement does not provide.
This rebuttal follows directly from:
· The plain text

· The mandatory structure

· The absence of exceptions

FINAL, IRREFUTABLE DETERMINATION
· Probable cause is a constitutional prerequisite, not a discretionary standard.

· It requires sworn testimony.

· It requires judicial evaluation.

· Administrative enforcement actions routinely bypass all three.
Therefore:
Administrative and traffic enforcement actions are not conducted pursuant to the Fourth Amendment’s warrant and probable-cause requirements, and the presumption that they are constitutionally compliant is rebutted as a matter of fact and law.

CONSTITUTIONAL TEXT (AS WRITTEN)
Fifth Amendment:
“No person shall… be deprived of life, liberty, or property, without due process of law…”
Sixth Amendment:
“In all criminal prosecutions, the accused shall enjoy the right… to be confronted with the witnesses against him…”
This process begins when a witness testifies against the accused, Craig warrant hearing qualifies?
(The Fifth Amendment due process guarantee applies to all deprivations of liberty or property; the Sixth Amendment confrontation right applies where the proceeding is adversarial in a prosecutorial sense.)

FACTS (TEXTUAL, NOT INTERPRETIVE)
FACT 1 — Due Process Requires Presence and Opportunity to Be Heard
· “Due process of law” is a procedural guarantee, not a discretionary allowance.

· Deprivation of:

· liberty (arrest, detention, restraint),
· property (fines, forfeitures, fees),
· or rights (licenses, status),
requires process before deprivation.

· Process includes:

· Notice

· Opportunity to be heard

· Opportunity to challenge adverse evidence

FACT 2 — Testimony and Evidence Require an Accused’s Presence to Be Challenged
· When a witness’s statement is used against an accused:

· The statement functions as testimony.

· Testimony used to establish facts against an accused:

· Must be subject to challenge

· Must be subject to questioning

· Evidence admitted without the accused present cannot be confronted.

FACT 3 — Affidavits, Reports, and Officer Assertions Are Testimonial in Effect
· Written statements (affidavits, incident reports, certifications):

· Assert facts

· Are offered for their truth

· Are relied upon to justify deprivation

· When admitted without live testimony:

· The declarant is not confronted

· The accused cannot question the basis, perception, or credibility
These facts are undisputed.

FACT 4 — Presence Is a Right, Not a Privilege
· The Constitution does not say:

· “The accused may be present if the court allows”

· “Presence is discretionary”

· There is no clause authorizing a court to convert presence into a privilege.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW (DERIVED STRICTLY FROM THE TEXT)
CONCLUSION 1 — Admission of Evidence Without Presence Violates Due Process
· Due process requires an accused to be:

· Present

· Heard

· Able to challenge adverse evidence

· Admission of evidence in the accused’s absence:

· Denies the opportunity to be heard

· Denies the ability to challenge

· Therefore denies due process

CONCLUSION 2 — Allowing Testimony Without Confrontation Is Constitutionally Defective
· Where testimony is used to establish facts against an accused:

· The accused must be able to confront the witness

· Use of affidavits or reports in place of live testimony:

· Eliminates confrontation

· Substitutes executive assertion for judicial testing
This converts a constitutional right into a discretionary allowance, which the Constitution does not permit.

CONCLUSION 3 — Judicial Fiat Cannot Override Constitutional Guarantees
· Courts possess no authority to:

· Suspend due process

· Waive confrontation

· Admit unchallenged testimony

· Any rule, practice, or custom allowing such admission:

· Is not grounded in constitutional text

· Is therefore ultra vires

CONCLUSION 4 — Administrative Label Does Not Cure Constitutional Defect
· Calling a proceeding:
· “Administrative,”

· “Civil,”

· “Regulatory,” or

· “Summary”
does not remove constitutional protections.
· The Fifth Amendment applies to all deprivations of liberty or property.

· Constitutional rights do not depend on labels.

REBUTTAL OF THE CONTRARY PRESUMPTION
Presumption: Courts may admit testimony or evidence against an accused without their presence or confrontation

Rebuttal: The Fifth Amendment requires due process, which includes presence and opportunity to challenge evidence; denying these violates the Constitution.
This rebuttal follows directly from:
· The Fifth Amendment’s text

· The mandatory nature of “due process of law”

· The absence of any suspension or exception clause

FINAL, IRREFUTABLE DETERMINATION
· Presence is a constitutional right, not a discretionary privilege.

· Confrontation of adverse evidence is required where testimony is used.

· Admission of evidence without presence or confrontation:

· Violates due process

· Converts rights into privileges by judicial fiat

· No statute, rule, or administrative practice can cure this defect.
Therefore:
Permitting testimony or evidence against an accused without their presence and ability to confront the witness constitutes a violation of the Fifth Amendment, and the presumption to the contrary is rebutted as a matter of fact and law.

ARTICLE VII: MANDATORY AND EXCLUSIVE ARBITRATION
ARBITRATION CLAUSE
Applicability and Scope: Any and all disputes, controversies, or claims arising out of or relating to this Trust agreement, or the breach, termination, or invalidity thereof, including but not limited to disputes concerning the existence, validity, interpretation, performance, non-performance, breach, or termination of this agreement; disputes regarding the identity, capacity, or authority of any party; disputes regarding the existence, ownership, control, or disposition of the Trust Res or any asset claimed to be part thereof; disputes regarding the rights, duties, or obligations of the Grantor, Trustee, Beneficiary, or Fiduciary; disputes regarding the applicability or enforceability of this arbitration clause itself; disputes regarding the determination of the Beneficiary's majority or competency; disputes regarding any third-party claims against the Trust or Trust Res; and any other dispute, claim, or controversy of any nature whatsoever, whether sounding in contract, tort, statute, regulation, common law, equity, or otherwise, shall be referred to and finally resolved by binding arbitration.
Exclusive Forum: The parties irrevocably agree that the exclusive and sole forum for any such arbitration shall be the Eeon Foundation Arbitration Association, located at admin@eeon.tv. No other forum, whether judicial, administrative, or arbitral, shall have jurisdiction over any dispute covered by this agreement.
Federal Arbitration Act: This agreement to arbitrate is made pursuant to and shall be governed by the Federal Arbitration Act, Act of February 12, 1925, ch. 213, 43 Stat. 883, codified as amended at 9 U.S.C. § 1 et seq. (the "FAA"). The FAA shall apply to the fullest extent, notwithstanding any choice of law provision in this agreement.
Kompetenz-Kompetenz: The arbitrator shall have the exclusive power and authority to rule on their own jurisdiction, including but not limited to any objections with respect to the existence, scope, validity, interpretation, or enforceability of this arbitration agreement or any portion thereof, and including any objections that all or part of the dispute is not subject to arbitration. The arbitrator's determination on such matters shall be final and binding and may not be challenged in any forum.
Separability: This arbitration clause shall be treated as both an independent and dependent agreement separable and/or inseparable from the other terms of this Trust instrument left to the sole discretion of the arbitrator. The invalidity, illegality, or unenforceability of any other provision of this Trust shall not affect the validity, legality, or enforceability of this arbitration clause. Even if the Trust itself is found to be invalid, illegal, or unenforceable, this arbitration clause shall remain in full force and effect, is only the arbitrator may determine such under-exclusivity doctrine.
Waiver of Right to Court Trial: The parties expressly and irrevocably waive any right they may have to or to present any dispute to a court of/at law. The arbitration provided for herein shall be the sole and exclusive remedy for any and every dispute respecting this trust and res. However, if the trustee is called upon to protect the trust res, he may bring suit against any Third (3rd party) whom he believes has refused to respond to any communication that is deemed by him to have had a requirement and or duty to respond as a matter of law!
Class Actions: All arbitrations may be conducted on an individual basis. The parties expressly do not waive any right to pursue any claim on a class, collective, or representative basis, this will be at the arbitrator’s discretion. The arbitrator shall have authority to consolidate claims of multiple parties or to conduct any class, collective, or representative proceeding.
Filing Fee and Deposit Requirement: Any 1/3, Third (3rd) party seeking to initiate arbitration or to file any claim, counterclaim, defense, or challenge of any nature whatsoever in connection with this Trust, the trust Res, must, as a mandatory condition precedent to the filing or assertion of any such claim, defense, or challenge, deposit with the Eeon Foundation Arbitration Association the sum of Twenty-Five Thousand Dollars ($25,000.00) in immediately available funds. This deposit shall be non-refundable regardless of the outcome of the arbitration. Failure to make this deposit within ten (10) calendar days of serving notice of a claim or challenge shall result in automatic dismissal with prejudice of any such claim or challenge, without any further action required by any party or the arbitrator. Third 1/3, (3rd) parties are not parties in any claim made by a 1/3, Third (3rd) party will be presumed interloper or intermeddler signal rights associated with this trust therefore are subject to the aforementioned procedure without exception! All of the parties to the agreement are subject to the rules, fee schedule policies and procedures of the EEON arbitration Association.
Arbitrator Selection: The arbitrator shall be selected by the Eeon Foundation Arbitration Association in accordance with its rules. The parties waive any right to participate in or challenge the selection of the arbitrator. The arbitrator's identity, qualifications, and any potential conflicts of interest shall be disclosed to the parties, but such disclosure shall not constitute grounds for challenge or disqualification absent proof of actual bias.
Arbitration Rules: The arbitration shall be conducted in accordance with the rules and procedures of the Eeon Foundation Arbitration Association as in effect at the time of the arbitration, except to the extent such rules conflict with the express terms of this arbitration clause, in which case the terms of this clause shall control.
Governing Substantive Law: The arbitrator shall apply the substantive law specified in Article VI of this Trust (common law principles with historical foundations in Torah law, supplemented by but not superseded by South Dakota trust principles, and with the Grantor's intent as the binding and enforceable law). The arbitrator shall not apply any statute, code, regulation, ordinance, or rule that conflicts with the express terms of this Trust.
Discovery: Discovery in the arbitration shall be limited to the production of documents and written interrogatories requiring a mandatory response, failure to respond to interrogatories substantive manner constitute acquiescence to the interrogatory; to respond to more than two interrogatories basis and the manner so constitute a default respect in the interrogatories as admissions respecting each of the specific interrogatories. No depositions shall be permitted except by agreement of all parties or upon a showing of extraordinary circumstances as determined by the arbitrator. The arbitrator shall have discretion to limit discovery to prevent abuse or unreasonable expense.
Evidentiary Standards: The arbitrator shall apply the common law standard to the extent practicable, but shall have discretion to admit or exclude evidence based on considerations of fairness, relevance, and efficiency. The arbitrator may consider hearsay evidence and shall determine the weight to be given to any evidence admitted.
Burden of Proof: Any party challenging the validity, enforceability, or interpretation of this Trust or any provision thereof shall bear the burden of proof by clear and convincing evidence. Any party asserting a claim against the Trust, the Trust Res, the Grantor, the Trustee, or the Beneficiary shall bear the burden of proof by clear and convincing evidence.
Default and Deemed Admissions: If any party properly served with notice of arbitration fails to appear or participate in the arbitration proceeding, the arbitrator may proceed in the absence of such party as if the party were present but in absentia and may render an award based on the evidence presented by the appearing party. Any factual allegation not specifically denied by a party within the time specified by the arbitrator shall at the discretion of the arbitrator be deemed admitted.
Tacit Acquiescence*: If the Fiduciary or any other party fails to respond to any claim, demand, or notice served pursuant to this Trust within ten (10) calendar days, or within twenty (20) calendar days if good cause for an extension is shown, such failure shall be deemed to constitute tacit acquiescence to and agreement with all facts, claims, and legal conclusions set forth in such claim, demand, or notice. The maxim "Qui tacet consentire videtur" (He who is silent is taken to agree) shall apply. Such deemed admissions may be introduced as evidence in any arbitration proceeding and shall be entitled to substantial weight.
Tacit acquiescence, a duty to respond and failing to respond equals tacit acquiescence! Conduct and/or performance and/or actions and or inactions nor forbearances will constitute acquiescence on default.
Interim and Provisional Relief: The arbitrator shall have the power to grant interim and provisional relief, including but not limited to temporary restraining orders, preliminary injunctions, orders preserving the status quo, orders preventing the dissipation or transfer of assets, and orders requiring the deposit of funds or property into escrow or with the arbitrator, pending final resolution of the dispute.
Final Award: The arbitrator shall render a final written award setting forth the arbitrator's findings of fact, conclusions of law, and the relief granted. The award shall be final and binding upon all parties and shall not be subject to appeal, modification, or review by any court or other tribunal, except to the limited extent provided by the FAA for vacation or modification of arbitral awards.
Enforcement of Award: Judgment upon the award rendered by the arbitrator may be entered and enforced in any court of competent jurisdiction. The parties consent to the jurisdiction of any state or federal court sitting in any official constitutional jurisdiction and not administrative jurisdiction for purposes of enforcing any arbitral award, although ministerial function, parties have a constitutionally secured right of enforcement not just a statutory right.
Attorneys' Fees and Costs: The arbitrator shall have the power to award reasonable attorneys' fees and costs to the prevailing party, as determined by the arbitrator. In addition, if the arbitrator determines that any claim, defense, or challenge was frivolous, made in bad faith, or made for an improper purpose such as to harass or cause unnecessary delay or needless increase in the cost of dispute resolution, the arbitrator may award sanctions including enhanced attorneys' fees and costs.
Confidentiality of the agreement and of Arbitration: This agreement had all arbitration proceedings, including but not limited to all hearings, testimony, evidence, documents, and the final award, shall be strictly confidential. No party shall disclose any information concerning the arbitration to any third party without the prior written consent of all parties and the arbitrator, except as required by law or to enforce the arbitral award. Any violation of this confidentiality provision may be remedied by damages, injunctive relief, or sanctions as determined by the arbitrator. The arbitrator shall have sole discretion conjunction with trustee to divulge the contents of this agreement
National Security Considerations: The parties acknowledge that this Trust involves sensitive issues relating to national security, specifically the national emergency declared by Presidential Proclamation 2039 on March 6, 1933, pursuant to the Act of March 9, 1933, ch. 1, 48 Stat. 1. The arbitrator may restrict the disclosure of any information or evidence that implicates national security considerations, may conduct portions of the arbitration in camera, and may issue protective orders as deemed appropriate.
Survival of Arbitration Clause: This arbitration clause shall survive the termination, rescission, or alleged invalidity of this Trust agreement and shall continue in full force and effect for purposes of resolving any dispute concerning such termination, rescission, or invalidity.
Severability Within Arbitration Clause: If any provision of this arbitration clause is found to be invalid, illegal, or unenforceable, such finding shall not affect the validity, legality, or enforceability of any other provision of this arbitration clause, and the remainder shall continue in full force and effect. If the filing fee and deposit requirement is found to be unenforceable, it shall be reduced to the maximum amount permitted by law.
Grandfather Clause and Indemnification Against Legislative Changes: This arbitration agreement is entered into pursuant to the United States/Federal Arbitration Act as it exists at the time of execution of this Trust. The parties acknowledge and agree that the United States Congress has the power to amend the US/FAA. However, the parties agree that any such amendment, whether styled as an amendment, revision, replacement, repeal, or new enactment, shall not impair, modify, or affect the rights and obligations created at the precise moment by this arbitration clause, in other words any future amendments shall have no impact on this agreement. The changing or amendment of the United States Arbitration Act, whether in whole or in part, shall not impair the contract now existing between the parties. This agreement is indemnified against all amendments, acts, and other legislation that would interfere with, nullify, or prejudice this arbitration contract. This grandfather clause is protected by the United States Constitution, Article I, Section 10, Clause 1 (Contracts Clause) and Article IV, Section 1 (Full Faith and Credit Clause). The maxim "Pacta sunt servanda" (Agreements must be kept) requires that this clause be given full effect notwithstanding any subsequent change in law.
Consent to Arbitration as Condition of Benefits: Any person or entity, including but not limited to the Fiduciary and any third party, who accepts any benefit under this Trust, who asserts any claim to any asset of the Trust, who receives any distribution from the Trust, or who otherwise acts in a manner consistent with the existence of this Trust, shall be conclusively deemed to have consented to this arbitration clause and to have waived any right to litigate any dispute in any forum other than binding arbitration before the Eeon Foundation Arbitration Association. The maxim "Qui sentit commodum, debet sentire et onus" (He who enjoys the benefit ought also to bear the burden) establishes this principle.
Construction and Interpretation: This arbitration clause shall be broadly construed to encompass all disputes of any nature whatsoever relating to or arising from this Trust. Any ambiguity in the scope or applicability of this arbitration clause shall be resolved in favor of arbitration. The maxim "Consensus facit legem" (Consent makes the law) establishes the binding nature of this agreement to arbitrate.
No Waiver: The failure of any party to insist upon strict compliance with any provision of this arbitration clause, or to exercise any right or remedy available hereunder, shall not constitute a waiver of such provision, right, or remedy, or of the right of such party to insist upon strict compliance in the future. No waiver shall be effective unless in writing and signed by the party against whom such waiver is sought to be enforced. There is a three-3-calendar days opt-out provision associated with this arbitration agreement, however, any conduct or performance or action and/or inaction shall constitute revocation of the waiver was shall then be deemed permanently irrevocable equating to opting in.
Notices for Arbitration: Any notice of claim or demand for arbitration shall be in writing and shall be served by certified mail, return receipt requested, or by personal service, upon all parties to this Trust at their last known addresses. Notice to the Fiduciary may be served at 1600 Pennsylvania Avenue NW, Washington, D.C. 20500, or at any other address designated by the Fiduciary for receipt of legal notices.
ARTICLE VIII: OBLIGATIONS OF THE FIDUCIARY
Fact: The Fiduciary or named trustee, acting in their designated capacities, are obligated to hold and manage the Assets only as instructed by the Beneficiary or the Trustee acting on behalf of the Trust.
Conclusion of Law: Upon receiving written instructions, the Fiduciary must transfer legal ownership of the Assets to the Beneficiary or a designated third party within twenty (20) calendar days. Failure to do so constitutes breach of trust and breach of fiduciary duty.
Fact: The Fiduciary cannot claim beneficial ownership of the Assets or allow any liens or encumbrances without written permission from the Beneficiary or Trustee.
Conclusion of Law: Any attempt by the Fiduciary to retain or acquire the Assets for their own benefit is unjust enrichment and a violation of this trust. The Fiduciary's sole responsibility is to transfer title and possession of the Assets to the Beneficiary as instructed and as mandated by this agreement.
ARTICLE IX: CONFIDENTIALITY
Fact: The terms of this trust agreement, including the identity of the parties and the details of the Assets, are strictly confidential.
Conclusion of Law: Disclosure constitutes a breach of trust. Any attempt to compel such disclosure violates the right to contract protected by Article I, Section 10 of the United States Constitution and damages the trust res. Possession of this information by a third party does not constitute grounds for compelling any party to breach the terms of this agreement. The presumption of a potential statutory violation is not grounds for compelling any party to breach this agreement.
ARTICLE X: TAX STATUS
Fact: The trust is the property of a natural person. The estate has been held in trust by the fiduciaries. The trust is non-taxable as the trust is not deemed or identified in law as a taxpayer.
Statutory Fact:
The Internal Revenue Code contains no enacted definition of the term "church" in Section 508(c)(1)(A) or anywhere else in Title 26.
Facts and Conclusions of Law:
IRC Section 508(c)(1)(A) exempts from registration requirements:
· Churches
· Integrated auxiliaries of churches
· Conventions or associations of churches
Congress enacted these exemptions without providing statutory criteria defining what constitutes a "church," "integrated auxiliary," "convention," or "association of churches."
The IRS has promulgated administrative guidelines (Revenue Ruling 59-290 and subsequent rulings containing multi-factor tests) attempting to define these terms. These represent agency interpretations, not congressional enactments.
Critical Legal Development:
Loper Bright Enterprises v. Raimondo, 144 S. Ct. 2244 (2024) overruled Chevron deference. Courts must now exercise independent judgment in interpreting statutory terms rather than deferring to agency interpretations of ambiguous statutes.
Why This is Supported by Law:
Post-Loper Bright, IRS administrative definitions of "church," "integrated auxiliary," "convention," or "association of churches" carry no binding authority. Courts must interpret these undefined statutory terms according to their ordinary meaning and constitutional principles.
No federal statute prohibits a trust from qualifying as an integrated auxiliary, convention, or association of churches. Without statutory definition and without Chevron deference, IRS interpretations attempting to restrict these terms constitute mere agency presumptions with no legal force.
This trust operates to support religious purposes, coordinates with churches, or facilitates association among religious organizations, no enacted law prohibits it from meeting the statutory exemption criteria under Section 508(c)(1)(A).
Conclusion of Law: The trust does not make or earn a profit as a result of the agreement between the United States government and the civilian population, specifically Presidential Proclamation 2039, March 6, 1933; the Congressional Record of March 9, 1933; the National Emergency Economic Banking Relief Act of March 9, 1933, ch. 1, 48 Stat. 1; and Senate Report "On the Termination of National Emergencies," 1973. The estate has never been surrendered to the owner; therefore, the owner cannot be, nor can the estate be, responsible for any accumulated taxes. This trust is a non-profit organization aligned with IRC sections 508 and 509 but is not a 501(c)(3) organization.
ARTICLE XI: DISAVOWAL OF CONTRACTS MADE DURING MINORITY
Fact: The Grantor and Beneficiary affirm the right to disavow any contracts made during minority after reaching the age of majority.
Conclusion of Law: This right is recognized under the Uniform Transfers to Minors Act (UTMA), the Uniform Probate Code (UPC), and established by court rulings. The right to disaffirm contracts made during minority is protected by the Fourth, Ninth, and Tenth Amendments to the United States Constitution. The maxim "Ubi jus ibi remedium" (Where there is a right, there is a remedy) establishes that this right must be enforceable.
ARTICLE XII: ACCEPTANCE OF BENEFITS
Fact: Any individual or entity accepting benefits under this Trust is thereby bound by all terms and conditions of the Trust Agreement.
Conclusion of Law: This binding effect is recognized by various court rulings, establishing that acceptance of benefits under a contract equates to acceptance of the contract's terms. The maxim "Qui sentit commodum, debet sentire et onus" (He who enjoys the benefit ought also to bear the burden) establishes this principle. The maxim "Volenti non fit injuria" (To a willing person, no injury is done) confirms that acceptance of benefits constitutes consent to terms.
ARTICLE XIII: SELF-EXECUTION UPON DEFAULT
Fact: The Fiduciary and all respondents named herein have been provided notice of this Trust and the claims presented herein.
Conclusion of Law: Failure to specifically respond to the enumerated claims and demands within ten (10) calendar days, with a possible extension of an additional ten (10) calendar days for good cause shown, constitutes default and tacit acquiescence. Non-response is deemed evidence of fraud and bad faith and constitutes tacit acquiescence and agreement to all facts presented. The maxim "Qui tacet consentire videtur" (He who is silent is taken to agree) establishes this principle. The maxim "Res ipsa loquitur" (The thing speaks for itself) confirms that non-response validates the instrument's terms and triggers enforcement mechanisms.
ARTICLE XIV: NOTICE TO AGENT IS NOTICE TO PRINCIPAL
Fact: Notice given to any agent, department, agency, or instrumentality of the Fiduciary is legally effective as notice to the principal.
Conclusion of Law: All titles, names, and appellations of corporate Government juridical constructs, including but not limited to THE UNITED STATES, the United States, the USA, the US, the U.S., The U.S.A., THE GOVERNMENT OF THE UNITED STATES, THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT, THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, and all derivatives and variations in spelling, refer to the same entity. Notice to any is notice to all. The maxim "Qui facit per alium facit per se" (He who acts through another acts himself) establishes this principle.
ARTICLE XV: PRIORITIES AND LIENS
Fact: The Fiduciary's reasonable compensation and any costs advanced for the benefit of the Trust shall constitute a lien on the Trust property.
Conclusion of Law: Nothing shall affect or impair the priority of any claim of the United States against government obligations as established by applicable statutes. However, the Trust's priority over third-party creditors is established by this instrument and the security interest created hereby.
ARTICLE XVI: NON-ALTERATION AND IRREVOCABILITY
Fact: The principal amount, terms, and conditions of this Trust cannot be changed by any party, including the Grantor, under any circumstances.
Conclusion of Law: This Trust is irrevocable. The Grantor and any other party waives the right to revoke or amend this Trust. This irrevocability is binding and enforceable.
ARTICLE XVII: SEVERABILITY
Fact: This agreement contains the entire understanding between the parties.
Conclusion of Law: Any invalid, illegal, or unenforceable provision shall not affect the validity or enforceability of any other provision. The remainder of the Trust shall continue in full force and effect. Amendments require a written agreement signed by the Fiduciary and all Beneficiaries.
ARTICLE XVIII: AFFIDAVIT AND SECURITY INTEREST
Fact: The Grantor pledges and THE GOVERNMENT OF THE UNITED STATES guarantees by collateral this instrument and its associated assets. The Grantor fully assigns 1% of the reversionary interest in the estate to the United States and 99% to the Beneficiary.
Conclusion of Law: Any payment, conveyance, transfer, assignment, or delivery of property or interest therein, made to or for the account of the United States pursuant to this Trust, shall be a full acquittance and discharge for all purposes of the obligation of the person making the same. This principle is established by 40 Stat. 411 (Trading with the Enemy Act, as amended).

II. DECLARATION AND IDENTIFICATION OF TRUST RES
A. CONSTITUTIONAL PROPERTY INTERESTS DECLARED AS TRUST RES
1. FACT: The Grantor/Beneficial Owner possesses rights secured by the Constitution of the United States and the Constitution of [State of Residence], including but not limited to:
a. First Amendment rights of speech, religion, assembly, and petition
b. Second Amendment right to keep and bear arms
c. Fourth Amendment rights against unreasonable search and seizure
d. Fifth Amendment rights against self-incrimination and for due process
e. Sixth Amendment rights to speedy trial, confrontation, and counsel
f. Seventh Amendment right to jury trial in civil cases
g. Eighth Amendment rights against excessive bail and cruel punishment
h. Ninth Amendment retained rights
i. Tenth Amendment reserved powers
j. Fourteenth Amendment privileges, immunities, and equal protection
2. CONCLUSION OF LAW: Pursuant to Board of Regents v. Roth, each of the aforementioned rights constitutes a distinct, identifiable "property interest" of the Grantor/Beneficial Owner.
3. FACT: The Grantor/Beneficial Owner also possesses:
a. Legal identity as documented by birth certificate, social security records, and government identification
b. Capacity to contract and engage in commerce
c. Power of attorney authorization over their person and affairs
d. Right to disaffirm contracts made during minority pursuant to UTMA and UPC
4. CONCLUSION OF LAW: These capacities and authorities constitute additional property interests that may be held in trust.
B. IRREVOCABLE ASSIGNMENT TO TRUST RES
1. FACT: The Grantor/Beneficial Owner hereby delivers, assigns, transfers, and conveys to the Trust Res, as established under the Master Framework, all right, title, interest, benefit, and use in and to:
a. Every constitutional right identified in Section II.A.1, analyzed as property interests
b. All legal identity attributes identified in Section II.A.3
c. All associated powers, privileges, immunities, and capacities
d. All causes of action for infringement of said rights and interests
e. All economic value and benefit derived from said rights and interests
2. CONCLUSION OF LAW: This assignment is complete, absolute, and irrevocable. The Trust Res now holds exclusive equitable title to these property interests. The Grantor/Beneficial Owner retains beneficial enjoyment through the trust structure as defined in the Master Framework.
III. TRUST STRUCTURE AND ADMINISTRATION
A. INCORPORATION OF MASTER FRAMEWORK
1. FACT: This trust adopts and incorporates all provisions of the Master Framework, including but not limited to:
a. The Mega Trust/Micro Trust structure
b. The designation of the United States Government as Fiduciary
c. All administrative provisions
d. All enforcement mechanisms
e. All default and remedy provisions
2. CONCLUSION OF LAW: The Master Framework provisions govern this trust's operation, administration, and enforcement, except as specifically modified herein.
B. SPECIFIC TRUST PROVISIONS
1. TRUST PURPOSE: The purpose of this trust is to hold, administer, protect, and facilitate the lawful exercise of the constitutional property interests assigned to the Trust Res, ensuring their preservation and proper use for the benefit of the Grantor/Beneficial Owner.
2. TRUSTEE DUTIES REGARDING CONSTITUTIONAL PROPERTY:
a. The Trustee shall maintain an inventory of all constitutional property interests held in the Trust Res
b. The Trustee shall monitor for infringements upon said property interests
c. The Trustee shall authorize the exercise of said property interests in accordance with trust directives
d. The Trustee shall initiate arbitration for any unauthorized infringement of said property interests
3. BENEFICIAL OWNER'S RIGHTS:
a. The Beneficial Owner retains the right to direct the exercise of constitutional property interests held in trust
b. The Beneficial Owner retains the right to receive all benefits and protections derived from said property interests
c. The Beneficial Owner retains the right to petition the Trustee for specific actions regarding said property interests
IV. ARBITRATION PROVISIONS
A. EEON FOUNDATION ARBITRATION ASSOCIATION
1. FACT: This trust incorporates by reference the complete arbitration provisions from the Master Framework, including:
a. The designation of the EEON Foundation Arbitration Association as exclusive arbitral forum
b. The $25,000 non-refundable deposit requirement for claims
c. The arbitrator's exclusive jurisdiction over all trust-related disputes
d. The arbitrator's authority to determine all issues including capacity, majority, and competency
e. The binding and non-appealable nature of arbitral awards
2. CONCLUSION OF LAW: All disputes arising from or relating to:
a. The interpretation of this trust instrument
b. The administration of constitutional property interests
c. Alleged infringements of constitutional property interests
d. Any default under trust terms
Shall be resolved exclusively through arbitration before the EEON Foundation Arbitration Association.
B. SPECIFIC ARBITRABLE ISSUES
1. FACT: Without limiting the general arbitration provision, the following are expressly subject to arbitration:
a. Any government action alleged to infringe upon constitutional property interests held in trust
b. Any dispute regarding the scope or nature of assigned constitutional property interests
c. Any challenge to the validity of this trust instrument
d. Any claim against the trust or its representatives
e. Any enforcement action for breach of trust terms
V. ENFORCEMENT AND DEFAULT PROVISIONS
A. SELF-EXECUTING DEFAULT UPON NON-RESPONSE
1. FACT: This trust incorporates the default provisions of the Master Framework, including:
a. The requirement for specific response to Proof of Claims within 10 calendar days
b. The effect of non-response as "tacit acquiescence" and agreement to all facts presented
c. The triggering of enforcement mechanisms upon default
d. The waiver of rights through failure to respond
2. CONCLUSION OF LAW: Any party receiving a valid notice, claim, or inquiry from this trust who fails to respond specifically and substantively within the stipulated timeframe shall be in default, and all facts presented in said notice shall be deemed admitted and binding upon the defaulting party.
B. SPECIFIC ENFORCEMENT MECHANISMS
1. FACT: Upon any infringement of constitutional property interests held in trust, or upon any default under trust terms:
a. The Trustee shall immediately initiate arbitration proceedings
b. The infringing/defaulting party shall be liable for all damages, costs, and penalties specified in the Master Framework
c. The arbitrator may order specific performance, injunctive relief, or monetary damages
d. The arbitrator's award may be enforced through lien, levy, or other lawful means
VI. CONFIDENTIALITY AND NON-DISCLOSURE
1. FACT: This trust incorporates the confidentiality provisions of the Master Framework.
2. CONCLUSION OF LAW: The terms, parties, assets, and administration of this trust are strictly confidential. Any unauthorized disclosure constitutes a breach of trust. No party may be compelled to disclose trust information absent express authorization from the Trustee or final arbitral award.
VII. GOVERNING LAW AND SUPERSESSION
1. FACT: This trust is established under common law principles.
2. CONCLUSION OF LAW: The Grantor's intent, as expressed in this instrument, is the supreme law of this trust. This intent and the specific terms herein supersede any conflicting statute, regulation, code, or ordinance. This trust is governed by common law as informed by Supreme Court doctrine identifying constitutional rights as property interests.
VIII. ACCEPTANCE OF BENEFITS AND BINDING EFFECT
1. CONCLUSION OF LAW: Any person, entity, or government agency that:
a. Accepts any benefit from the constitutional property interests held in trust
b. Interacts with the Beneficial Owner in any capacity
c. Exercises jurisdiction or authority that touches upon the trust res
Thereby consents to be bound by all terms of this trust, including the mandatory arbitration clause before the EEON Foundation Arbitration Association.
IX. EXECUTION AND EFFECTIVE DATE
GRANTOR/BENEFICIAL OWNER DECLARATION
I, [Full Legal Name], being of majority age and sound mind, hereby:
1. Declare that I possess the constitutional property interests described herein
2. Assign said property interests to the Trust Res as described
3. Accept the role of Beneficial Owner under this trust
4. Agree to be bound by all trust terms, including arbitration before the EEON Foundation Arbitration Association
5. Direct that this trust become effective immediately upon execution
Signature: _________________________

Printed Name: _________________________
ACCEPTANCE BY TRUSTEE
THE EEON FOUNDATIONAL TRUST ORGANIZATIONⓅ (Ⓟ = common-law symbol for patent) as Trustee, hereby accepts the constitutional property interests assigned to the Trust Res and agrees to administer said interests according to trust terms.
Trustee Signature: _________________________
Date: _________________________
ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF EEON FOUNDATION ARBITRATION ASSOCIATION DESIGNATION
The designation of the EEON Foundation Arbitration Association as exclusive arbitral forum is hereby acknowledged and incorporated.
ATTACHMENT A: SCHEDULE OF CONSTITUTIONAL PROPERTY INTERESTS

Listing each specific constitutional right assigned, with citation to relevant constitutional provision:

	1.  Each and every right of the beneficiary whether enumerated unenumerated

	

	2. The identity of the beneficiary whether name or personality or whether it is placed in upper and/or lowercase lettering, one associated with the beneficiary’s identity which may never be used for commercial business or capital gains and/or profit without any explicit intention and consent of the beneficiary.

	 

	3. All property, since the actions of Congress on the Government of the United States has been declared by enactment of Congress, unconstitutional, the government of the United States has no jurisdiction property otherwise as it violates the law of self-autonomy in the 1st, 4th, 9th, 10th amendments of the Constitution for the United States of America.

	 

	4.  

	 

	5.  

	 

	6.  

	  

	7.  

	 

	8.  

	

	9.  

	 

	10.  

	 

	11.  


ATTACHMENT B: INCORPORATED MASTER FRAMEWORK PROVISIONS
[Complete copy of "Mega International Trust PAC Master-Trust" document incorporated by reference]

