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RECISTON OF CONTRACT & REVOCATION OF FOWER
ABSEVERATION

I, Steve Zinn an an American by birth, born in the Shtate

of Nevada County of Washoe subject to God's Law of

NMatuwre, do hereby state the following to be true and correct to the
best of my knowledge and belief: This is not & reguest. I am .
demanding my rights pursuant to the lst Amendment of the US
Constitution in compliance with FPublic Law 97, 2B0:

Fublic lLaw 97.280, a joint resolution of congress stabed
flatly that we showld study the Rible and obey the laws of God.

That because of my sinpcerely held religious beliefs I can make
no covenants with the governments of the state of Nevada, or the
United States, if they confict with the laws of the almighty God.

A covenant is an obligsatory agreement between two or more
parties. It is a contract. The government holds the position that
it is a soverign, a soverign is a lawmaker. -A lawmaker i a god.
The almighty God holds me collatorally astop fromomaking contirracts
with any lesser Gods. In Exodus 20035, 20:20, 2E30Z2-35, Deutb.

5367, Slri7-R0,

I must obey the laws of the almighty God, before the laws of
man, and cannot under any circumstances obey the laws, codes,
statutes, etc., of the US or the State of Nevada where they might
caonflict with the laws of the almighty Bod.

1o That this document has been prepared, witnessed, and filed
hecause the director of the Social Security Administration holds
the position thal there are no statulory provisions to resign from
social security, and because there is.no other remedy available to
me at law by which I-can du.’ e and enforce my right to be free
from state enfranchisement and benefits theretrom.

Z. That in approeximately 1970, I obtained woirk and was told by
the person who had hired me that I must have a soclial securitly
number in order to retain the job. The ensuing employment was
therefore under deceit and dwess.

Z. That in approstimately 1971, when I received my social
security number,; I was approximately 12 vears old and a minor, and
therefore legally incapable of entering into a binding contract.

4. That from thalt time forward, 1 was misinformed and deceived
as Lo the nature and effect of the social security number, in that
I was led to believe that it was a compulsory insuwance program to
provide for one’s old age. In addition, I was told that no one
caould obtain work without a soclal security number.

3. That for years moneys have been withheld from my wages,

resulting in an injury to my property. Froperty is labor and the
wages derived therefrom, and I am entitled to all of my wages as:
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"v.othe labouwrer is worthy of his hire." Luke 10:7
and "hire" is defin.d . "wages" in Young's Concordance.

Im 190%, the "Income Tax Laws" (16th Amendment /26 USC (R Code)
etc.) were ratified/passed. The income tax laws atb that time
clearly applied only to corporations (state created persons) per
the USTU Direct v. Indirect ("excise") Tax arguement... ‘ .
Additionally, "wages" from common law endeavors were not tasables
("One does not derive “income® by rendering services and charging
for them." Edwards v. Eeith, 231 F 110y Staples v. US 21 F. Supp
75375 Eisner v. Macomber, 40 Sct. 189, 202 US 189; see
Golden/Schoenien ARE YOU REQUIRED) . Also, common law rights,
privileges, immunities and endeavors could not be regul ated nor
taied (Muwrdock v Fa., 219 US 105 US v. Texas, 252 F. Supp. 234,
284 US 155, McGrew v. IC 85 F2d 608, Golding v. Schuback, 70 PR
871).

6. That after studying the social security issue, T have found
that having the social secwity number gives this person the title
of "taxpayer", which is an involuntary change in status from a
freeman to a ward of  the stalte-this position dis not voluntary!
‘he social security number places this freeman in the position of
involuntary servitude to the State, the Federal Bovernment, the US
Treasuwry, the Federal neserve, and possibly others unknown to me
at this time. And, in addition, I am robbed of my constitutional
protections. For example, I have now found that with iy
application for the social secuwr ity numberand the resulting
issuance thereof, that I unknowingly waived oy right to an Article
I and Article IIT judge to restrain or review assessments and
collections as 26 USC &70% () plainly states:

"No cowrt of the United States, whether established under
article I or article III of the constitution shall have
jurisdiction of any action,..."

Such a statutory provision causes a loss oF diminution
(depending upon other statutory provisions) ~of 4th, aoth, é6th, 7th,
and Pth Amendment rights). It has come to my attention that there
is a difference between a free and non-wrigitic person and a
corporation, a creation of the state, (Hale v. Henkel 201 U3 4%,
74-3. Fossession of the social sSocira oy number places me in the
status of a corporation, a creation of the state who is regul ated
by the government. 1 was not informed of thHe terms and conditions
of the contract upon my employer®s demand for application. Thus,
the social security number contract wae acguired by fraud.

Fossesion of the social security number compels my
participation in the federal reserve note program which is against
my will and over my objection and against my religious beliefs.

State created creatures and benetactors of state created
“

rights and franchises can be compelled to use "state crealted
money" under {(the commerce clause of the) US Constitution 1: 8: 5
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" .ethe labouwrer is worthy of his hire." Luke 10:7

and "hire" is defined as "wages" in Young's Concordance.

In 19213, the "Income Tax Laws" (1é6th Amendment/246 USC (R Code)
eto.) were ratified/passed. The income Lax laws at that time
clearly applied only to corporations (state crealed persons) per
{he USTU Direclt v. Indirect ("excise") Tax arguement... : .
Additionally, "wages" {from common law endeavors were pot taxablo.
("One does not derive “income”™ by rendering services and charging
for them." Edwards v. kEeith, 221 F 1103 Staples v. US 21 F. DBupp
7E7e Eisner v. Macomber, 40 Sct. 189, 252 US 189; see
Golden/Schoenien ARE YOU REQUIRED). Also, common law rights,
privileges, immunities and endeavors could nol be regulated nor
tarved (Mwdock v. Fa., 312 US 105 US v. Texas, 232 F. Supp. 234,
B4 US 155, McGrew v. IC 83 F2d 608, Golding v. Schubachy 70 F2d
871).

bHe That after studying the social secuwrity issue, I have found
that having the social secw ity number gives this person the title
of "taxpayer", which is an involuntary change in status from a
freeman Lo a ward of the state-this position is . not voluntary!
The social secuwity number places this freeman in the-position of
involuntary servibude to the Btate, the Federal-Government, the US
Treaswy, the Federal Resesve, and possibly others unknown to me
at thisg time. And, in addition, I am robbed ofomy constitutional
protections. For example, I have now found that with my
application for the soeial secw ity Aumber and the resullting
issuance thereof, that I unknowingly waived my right to an Article
I and Article II1 judge to restrain or review assessments and
collections as 26 UST 67005 () plainly. statess -

"No court of the United States, whelther established under
article I or article I1II of the constitution shall have
jurisdiction of amy actiory..."

SBuch a statutory provisiorn causes. a loss or diminution
{depending upon other statulory provisions) of 4th, Sth, &th, 7th,
ard 9th Amendment rights). It has come to my attention that there
is a difference between a free ang non-uisitic person and a
corporation, a creation of the state, (Hale v. Henkel 201 US 473,
74~3. FPossession of the social security number places me in the
status of a corporation, a creation of the state who is regulabed
by the government. I was not informed of the terms and conditions
of the contract upon my employer™s demand tor application. Thus,
tre social -secwr ity number-contract was acquired by fraud.

Fossoe. o 0 the social secwity number compels my
particgipation in the fedaeral reserve note program which is against
my will and over my objection and against my religious beliefs.

Btate created creatuwes and benefactors of state created
L]

rights and franchises can be compelled to use "stalbe created
money" under (the commerce clause of the) US Constitution i: 8: 3
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("Federal Money Fower™) per law express and implied in the class
of cases represented by Ferry v. Washburn, 20 Cal. 218, cited in
Lane County v. Oregon, 7 Wal. 71, cited in Julliard v. Greenman,
110 US 421, the one case the Government uses to destry the "money
issue" argumnents now used by the Fatriobt Community. Federal money
ather than gold and silver (1: 10: 1) has been held to be Federal
Legal Tender for debl arising among and between the Governmenl and
its creatures (corporations and employees) since 1862. Federal .
Common Law... holds that the benefactors of a Federal Franchise
may be equired by couwrts to pay attached exise (indirect). Taxes
co Fodo ol kegal Tender, no matter whalt its description, whether a
bill (three parly instwment) in the form of a "silver
certificate" or a "note" (Federal Reserve Note) to which the
Federal Governmenlt has become an endorse. ("Aval" endorser under
12 USC. Sec. 411), which bills and notes are evidence of

"credit". " -

7. That in statutory contract law (contracts of adhesion) the
terms of the contract are subject to change at the whim of the
legislature or the regulatory agency (HEW) responsible for
administering/supervising family related functions.

8. That such statutory contracts of adhesion rob-me of my
caonstitutional protections.

?. That such statutory provisions also cause a loss or
diminution (depending upon other statuwatory provisions) of 4ty
Sth, éth, 7th, and 2th Amendment rights.

10. That the possession of a social secuw ity number
constitutes an abrogation of my religious freedom. Dug to my
religious training and beliefs, I hold that possession of the
social secuwity number causes me Lo sin,-and I must revoke said
social secuw ity number or be liable to the wrath of God.
Revelation 13:17 states that,"...no man nighlt buy or sell, save he
that had the mark, or the name of Lhe boast, or the number of his

name., " The penalty of receiving this mark is¢ stated in Revelation 14:9-10:°
"ewe I any man worship the beast and his image, and receive
his mark (58M) in his forehead (MIND), or in his hand, the same
shall drink of the wine of the wrath of Ged, which is poured ocut
withoul mixtuwre into the cup of his indignationy and he shall be
tarmented with fire and brimstone in the presence of the haly
angels, and in the presence of the Lamb."
11 That as a result of my studies, my lgnorance has come to
an end, and-I have regained my cepacity to be an American Fraamnan.
Thwrefore, it is now necessary thalt I declare said applicacion for
a social secuw ity number, and the resulting contract number
(S20-56—~-6427) wilh government, and any power assumed or Laoplicod by
sald number to be nuwll and void from its inception due to the
deceit, dwess, frauwd, injury, and incapacity perpetuated upon me
by the other party of the contract; and that T am no longer
property of the state, the federal government, nor the United
States Treasuwry, to be used as collateral for the Federal Reserve.
198199
. s 38961960
g ey
§



12. That with this recision of contract

and revocation of

power, I do hereby claim all of my inalienable and constitutional
rights at law, and do hereby declare to one and all that I am a
natural person who is nolt a creation of, nor subject to the

state™s civil law of admiralty, maritime, or
Date this mday of _FeenrCr . 19 .

2 jurisdictions.
J
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«ewal the mouth of two witnesses, or at
witnesses, shal?! U motler be established.”
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the mouth of three
Deut. 192:15

REQUESTED
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