
The law is well-settled that a void order or judgement is void even 

before reversal", VALLEY v. NORTHERN FIRE & MARINE INS. 

CO., 254 U.S. 348, 41 S. Ct. 116 (1920) "Courts are constituted by 

authority and they cannot go beyond that power delegated to them. If they 

act beyond that authority, and certainly in contravention of it, their 

judgements and orders are regarded as nullities; they are not voidable, but 

simply void, and this even prior to reversal." WILLIAMSON v. BERRY, 

8 HOW. 945, 540 12 L. Ed. 1170, 1189 (1850).  
 

When appeal is taken from a void judgment, the appellate court 

must declare the judgment void. Because the appellate court 

may not address the merits, it must set aside the trial court's 

judgment and dismiss the appeal. A void judgment may be 

attacked at any time by a person whose rights are affected. See El-

Kareh v. Texas Alcoholic Beverage Comm'n, 874 S.W.2d 192, 194 

(Tex. App.--Houston [14th Dist.] 1994, no writ); see also Evans v. 

C. Woods, Inc., No. 12-99-00153-CV, 1999 WL 787399, at *1 

(Tex. App.--Tyler Aug. 30, 1999, no pet. h.). 

 





 

  







The law is well-settled that a void order or judgement is void even before 

reversal", VALLEY v. NORTHERN FIRE & MARINE INS. CO., 254 

U.S. 348, 41 S. Ct. 116 (1920) "Courts are constituted by authority and 

they cannot go beyond that power delegated to them. If they act beyond 

that authority, and certainly in contravention of it, their judgements and 

orders are regarded as nullities; they are not voidable, but simply void, and 

this even prior to reversal." WILLIAMSON v. BERRY, 8 HOW. 945, 540 

12 L. Ed. 1170, 1189 (1850).  
 

A Party Affected by VOID Judicial Action Need Not APPEAL. State ex 

rel. Latty, 907 S.W.2d at 486. If an appeal is taken, however, the appellate 

court may declare void any orders the trial court signed after it lost plenary 

power over the case. "A void judgment is a nullity from the beginning, and 

is attended by none of the consequences of a valid judgment. It is entitled 

to no respect whatsoever because it does not affect, impair, or create legal 

rights." Ex parte Seidel, 39 S.W.3d 221, 225 (Tex. Crim. App. 2001).   
 

Under Federal law which is applicable to all states, the U.S. Supreme 

Court stated that if a court is “without authority, its judgments and orders 

are regarded as nullities. They are not voidable, but simply void; and form 

no bar to a recovery sought, even prior to a reversal in opposition to them. 

They constitute no justification; and all persons concerned in executing 

such judgments or sentences, are considered, in law, as trespassers. 
 

A void judgment is a nullity from the beginning, and is attended by none 

of the consequences of a valid judgment. It is entitled to no respect 

whatsoever because it does not affect, impair, or create legal rights." Ex 

parte Spaulding, 687 S.W.2d at 745 (Teague, J.,concurring). Fraud upon 

the court" has been defined by the 7th Circuit Court of Appeals to 

"embrace that species of fraud which does, or attempts to, defile the court 

itself, or is a fraud perpetrated by officers of the court so that the judicial 



machinery cannot perform in the usual manner its impartial task of 

adjudging cases that are presented for adjudication".  
 

In Bulloch v. United States, the court stated "Fraud upon the court is fraud 

which is directed to the judicial machinery itself and is not fraud between 

the parties or fraudulent documents, false statements or perjury.... It is 

where the court or a member is corrupted or influenced or influence is 

attempted or where the judge has not performed his judicial function-thus 

where the impartial functions of the court have been directly corrupted. 
 

A court cannot confer jurisdiction where none existed and cannot 

make a void proceeding valid.  A void judgment which includes 

judgment entered by a court which lacks jurisdiction over the 

parties or the subject matter, or lacks inherent power to enter the 

particular judgment, or an order procured by fraud, can be 

attacked at any time, in any court, either directly or collaterally, 

provided that the party is properly before the court. See Long v. 

Shorebank Development Corp., 182 F.3d 548 (C.A. 7 Ill. 1999). 

Consumer Financial Protection Bureau (the “Bureau”) under 

sections 1031(a), 1036(a), 1054, and 1055 of the Consumer 

Financial Protection Act of 2010 (“CFPA”), 12 U.S.C. §§ 5531(a), 

5536(a), 5564, and 5565, for violations by Defendants of sections 

1031(a) and 1036(a)(1) of the CFPA, which prohibit unfair, 

deceptive, and abusive acts and practices, as well as violations of 

the Fair Debt Collection Practices Act (“FDCPA”), 15 U.S.C. § 

1692d.  

When appeal is taken from a void judgment, the appellate court 

must declare the judgment void. Because the appellate court may 

not address the merits, it must set aside the trial court's 

judgment and dismiss the appeal. A void judgment may be 



attacked at any time by a person whose rights are affected. See El-

Kareh v. Texas Alcoholic Beverage Comm'n, 874 S.W.2d 192, 194 

(Tex. App.--Houston [14th Dist.] 1994, no writ); see also Evans v. 

C. Woods, Inc., No. 12-99-00153-CV, 1999 WL 787399, at *1 

(Tex. App.--Tyler Aug. 30, 1999, no pet. h.).   
 

Section 17A of the Exchange Act charges the Commission with 

overseeing the national clearance and settlement system in 

accordance with the public interest and the protection of 

investors.  The prompt and accurate clearance and settlement 

of securities transactions, including the transfer of record 

ownership and the safeguarding of securities and funds related 

thereto, are necessary for the protection of investors and 

persons facilitating transactions by and acting on behalf of 

investors.   

See: Section 17A(a)(1), 15 U.S.C. 78q-1(a)(1) and Section 

17A(a)(2), 15 U.S.C. 78q-1(a)(2). To achieve these statutory 

objectives, Section 17A makes it unlawful for a clearing agency 

to do business in interstate commerce unless it is registered 

with the Commission. Section 17A(b), 15 U.S.C. 78q-1(b).  
Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 17 (a) (1) (a) (b) (c) (d) (e) (f) (g), 

which requires that "[a]n action must be prosecuted in the name of 

the real party in interest. “See also, In re Jacobson, 402 B.R. 359, 365-

66 (Bankr. W.D. Wash. 2009); In re Hwang, 396 B.R. 757,766-67 

(Bankr. C.D. Cal. 2008). 



FRAP 26.1. Corporate Disclosure Statement 

(a) Who Must File. Any nongovernmental corporate party to a proceeding 

in a court of appeals must file a statement that identifies any parent 

corporation and any publicly held corporation that owns 10% or more of 

its stock or states that there is no such corporation. 

(b) Time for Filing; Supplemental Filing. A party must file the Rule 

26.1(a) statement with the principal brief or upon filing a motion, 

response, petition, or answer in the court of appeals, whichever occurs 

first, unless a local rule requires earlier filing. Even if the statement has 

already been filed, the party’s principal brief must include the statement 

before the table of contents. A party must supplement its statement 

whenever the information that must be disclosed under Rule 26.1(a) 

changes. 

(c) Number of Copies. If the Rule 26.1(a) statement is filed before the 

principal brief, or if a supplemental statement is filed, the party must file 

an original and 3 copies unless the court 

requires a different number by local rule or by order in a particular case. 

11th Cir. R. 26.1-1 Certificate of Interested Persons and Corporate 

Disclosure Statement (CIP): 

Filing Requirements. 

(a) Paper or E-Filed CIPs. 

(1) Every party and amicus curiae (“filers”) must include a certificate of 

interested persons and corporate disclosure statement (“CIP”) within every 

motion, petition, brief, answer, 

response, and reply filed. 

(2) In addition, appellants and petitioners must file a CIP within 14 days 

after the date the case or appeal is docketed in this court. 

(3) Also, all appellees, intervenors, respondents, and all other parties to the 

case or appeal must file a CIP within 28 days after the date the case or 

appeal is docketed in this court, regardless of whether appellants and 

petitioners have filed a CIP. If appellants and petitioners have already filed 

a CIP, appellees, intervenors, respondents, and all other parties may file a 



notice either indicating that the CIP is correct and complete, or adding any 

interested persons or entities omitted from the CIP. 

(b) Web-based CIP. On the same day any filer represented by counsel first 

files its paper or e-filed CIP, that filer must also complete the court’s web-

based CIP at www.ca11.uscourts.gov. At the website, counsel for filers 

will log into the web-based CIP where they will enter stock (“ticker”) 

symbol information for publicly traded corporations to be used by the 

court in electronically checking for recusals. If there is no publicly traded 

corporation involved, and thus no stock ticker symbol to enter, the filer 

still must complete the web-based CIP by entering “nothing to declare.” 

Failure to complete the web-based CIP will delay processing of the 

motion, case, or appeal, and may result in other sanctions under 11th Cir. 

R. 26.1-5(c). 

The e-filing of a CIP by an attorney registered to use the ECF system does 

not relieve that attorney of the requirement to complete and keep updated 

the web-based CIP. Pro se filers (except attorneys appearing in particular 

cases as pro se parties) are not required or authorized to complete the web-

based CIP. 

 

11th Cir. R. 26.1-2 CIP: Contents. 

(a) General. A CIP must contain a complete list of all trial judges, 

attorneys, persons, associations of persons, firms, partnerships, or 

corporations that have an interest in the outcome of the particular case or 

appeal, including subsidiaries, conglomerates, affiliates, parent 

corporations, any publicly held corporation that owns 10% or more of the 

party’s stock, and other identifiable legal entities related to a party. In 

criminal and criminal-related appeals, the CIP must also disclose the 

identity of any victims. 
 

In bankruptcy appeals, the CIP must also identify the debtor, the members 

of the creditor’s committee, any entity which is an active participant in the 

proceedings, and other entities whose 



stock or equity value may be substantially affected by the outcome of the 

proceedings. 

(b) CIPs in Briefs. The CIP contained in the first brief filed must include a 

complete list of all persons and entities known to that filer to have an 

interest in the outcome of the particular case or appeal. The CIP contained 

in the second and all subsequent briefs filed may include only persons and 

entities omitted from the CIP contained in the first brief filed and in any 

other brief that has been filed. Filers who believe that the CIP contained in 

the first brief filed and in any other brief that has 

been filed is complete must certify to that effect. 

(c) CIPs in Motions or Petitions. The CIP contained in each motion or 

petition filed must include a complete list of all persons and entities 

known to that filer to have an interest in the outcome of the particular case 

or appeal. The CIP contained in a response or answer to a motion or 

petition, or a reply to a response, may include only persons and entities 

that were omitted from the CIP contained in the motion or petition. Filers 

who believe that the CIP contained in the motion or petition is 

complete must certify to that effect. 

(d) CIPs in Petitions for En Banc Consideration. In a petition for en banc 

consideration, the petitioner’s CIP must also compile and include a 

complete list of all persons and entities listed on 

all CIPs previously filed in the case or appeal prior to the date of filing of 

the petition for en banc consideration. Eleventh Circuit Rule 26.1-2(b) 

applies to all en banc briefs. 

11th Cir. R. 26.1-3 CIP: Form. 

(a) The CIP must list persons (last name first) and entities in alphabetical 

order, have only one column, and be double-spaced. (b) A corporate entity 

must be identified by its full corporate name as registered with a secretary 

of state’s office and, if its stock is publicly listed, its stock (“ticker”) 

symbol must be provided after the corporate name. If no publicly traded 

company or corporation has an interest in the outcome of 



the case or appeal, a statement certifying to that effect must be included at 

the end of the CIP and must be entered into the web-based CIP. 

(c) At the top of each page, the court of appeals docket number and short 

style must be noted (name of first-listed plaintiff or petitioner v. name of 

first-listed defendant or respondent). Each page of the CIP must be 

separately sequentially numbered to indicate the total number of pages 

comprising the CIP (e.g., C-1 of 3, C-2 of 3, C-3 of 3). These pages do not 

count against any length limitations imposed on the papers filed. 

(d) When being included in a document, the CIP must immediately follow 

the cover page within 

a brief, and must precede the text in a petition, answer, motion, response, 

or reply. 

11th Cir. R. 26.1-4 CIP: Amendments. Every filer is required to notify 

the court immediately of any additions, deletions, corrections, or other 

changes that should be made to its CIP. A filer must do so by filing an 

amended CIP with the court and by including an amended CIP with all 

subsequent filings. A filer:  

C must prominently indicate on the amended CIP the fact that the CIP has 

been amended; C must clearly identify the person or entity that has been 

added, deleted, corrected, or otherwise changed; and C if represented by 

counsel, must update the web-based CIP to reflect the amendments on the 

same day the amended CIP is filed. If an amended CIP that deletes a 

person or entity is filed, every other party must, within 10 days after the 

filing of the amended CIP, file a notice indicating whether or not it agrees 

that the deletion is proper. 

 

11th Cir. R. 26.1-5 Failure to Submit a CIP or Complete the Web-based 

CIP. 

(a) The court will not act upon any papers requiring a CIP, including 

emergency filings, until the CIP is filed and the web-based CIP is 



completed, except to prevent manifest injustice. 

(b) The clerk is not authorized to submit to the court any brief, petition, 

answer, motion, response, or reply that does not contain the CIP, or any of 

those papers in a case or appeal where the 

web-based CIP has not been completed, but may receive and retain the 

papers pending supplementation of the papers with the required CIP and 

pending completion of the web-based CIP. 

(c) The failure to comply with 11th Cir. Rules 26.1-1 through 26.1-4 may 

result in dismissal of the case or appeal under 11th Cir. R. 42-1(b), return 

of deficient documents without action, or other sanctions on counsel, the 

party, or both. 



 

See: Section 17A(a)(1), 15 U.S.C. 78q-1(a)(1) and Section 

17A(a)(2), 15 U.S.C. 78q-1(a)(2). To achieve these statutory 

objectives, Section 17A makes it unlawful for a clearing agency 

to do business in interstate commerce unless it is registered 

with the Commission. Section 17A(b), 15 U.S.C. 78q-1(b).  
Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 17 (a) (1) (a) (b) (c) (d) (e) (f) (g), 

which requires that "[a]n action must be prosecuted in the name of 

the real party in interest. “See also, In re Jacobson, 402 B.R. 359, 365-

66 (Bankr. W.D. Wash. 2009); In re Hwang, 396 B.R. 757,766-67 

(Bankr. C.D. Cal. 2008). 

 

 















GMAC MORTGAGE CORPORATION and GMAC 

MORTGAGE LLC., WAS CLOSED WHEN THE ILLEGAL 

ORDERS WERE ISSUED OUT OF ALABAMA BASED 

UPON FRAUD AND FRAUD UPON THE COURRT!  
 

WRONGFUL FORECLOSURE VICTIM’S HOMES WERE 

STOLEN WITHOUT INDEPENDENT FORECLOSURE 

REVIEWS BETWEEN THAT IS COVERED UP. ALL VICTIMS 

WERE NOT PAID, THIS TO IS COVERED UP.  HOW DID 

THE LAW FIRMS FOR THE DEFENDANT GET ALL THE 

ILLEGAL ORDERS BASED UPON FRAUD AND FRUAD 

UPON COURTS ON NON-FRIVOLOUS CASES, WITHOUT 

LACK OF STANDING? 
 

ALL THIS WAS COVERED UP AROUND THE UNITED 

STATES FEDERAL GOVERNMENT, SEC, FDIC, FTC, CFPB 

AND MORE BETWEEN (2016-2021) TO DATE.  
 

WRONGFUL FORECLOUSRE VICTIMS WERE ROBBED OF 

THEIR HOME, LAND AND MONEY, CAUSING MASSIVE 

DAMAGES. THERE WERE NO INDEPENDENT 

FORECLOSURE REVIEWS. 
 

THE BIG QUESTION IS: WHO WAS AND IS 

RESPONSIBLE FOR THE INDEPENDENT 

FORECLOSURE REVIEWS THAT NEVER OCCURRED 

TO DATE?



Fraud Upon Court: In the United States, when an officer of the 

court is found to have fraudulently presented facts to court so 

that the court is impaired in the impartial performance of its 

legal task, the act, known as "fraud upon the court", is a crime 

deemed so severe and fundamentally opposed to the operation 

of justice that it is not subject to any statute of limitation. 

Officers of the court include: lawyers, judges, referees, and 

those appointed; guardian ad litem, parenting time expeditors, 

mediators, rule 114 neutrals, evaluators, administrators, 

special appointees, and any others whose influence are part of 

the judicial mechanism.   
 

Grounds for Relief from a Final Judgment, Order, or 

Proceeding. On motion and just terms, the court may relieve a 

party or its legal representative from a final judgment, order, 

or proceeding for the following reasons, fraud (whether 

previously called intrinsic or extrinsic), misrepresentation, or 

misconduct by an opposing party. Rule: 60(b)(3)(4)(6), 

(d)(1)(3).  
 

The law is well-settled that a void order or judgement is void 

even before reversal", VALLEY v. NORTHERN FIRE & 

MARINE INS. CO., 254 U.S. 348, 41 S. Ct. 116 (1920) "Courts 

are constituted by authority and they cannot go beyond that 

power delegated to them. If they act beyond that authority, and 

certainly in contravention of it, their judgements and orders 

are regarded as nullities; they are not voidable, but simply 

void, and this even prior to reversal." WILLIAMSON v. 

BERRY, 8 HOW. 945, 540 12 L. Ed. 1170, 1189 (1850). 
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