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WILLIAM JAMES WRIGHT V, PMA 
The United States of America  

NAC: 70PHZ P5FJ2 

State of Florida 

NAC: 8669J ML9PQ 

Judicial District # 10 

WILLIAM JAMES WRIGHT V, PMA 

NAC: 830MN MMJ1N 

wrightfamilytrusttrustee@gmail.com 

Affidavit of Fact 

Comes now William James Wright V - Trustee (hereinafter “affiant”) being competent to testify and being over the age 

of twenty-one years, after first being duly sworn according to the law to tell the truth to the facts related herein states 

that affiant has first-hand knowledge and belief that these facts are true to the best of affiant’s knowledge and belief, 

and; 

1. Affiant states that after reviewing the contract of the Note created on August 13th, 2020 labeled 

LOAN ID: R208-AUXC, Note created on October 25
th

, 2021 labeled LOAN ID: YA1V-AR4Q, 

Note created on October 28
th

, 2021 labeled LOAN ID: TQGI-870I, and Note created on October 

28
th

, 2021 labeled LOAN ID: YUVP-WXAD. Due to no response that was requested for verifiable 

evidence to Cross River Bank (hereinafter “Respondent 1”), and Affirm Inc. (hereinafter 

“Respondent 2”) statements, Respondent 1 and Respondent 2 had 15 days from the time 

Respondent 1 and Respondent 2 received Legal Tender of Payment, or it would be Respondent 1 

and Respondent 2 admission that my claims are true. See evidence below in Exhibit 1, and 

 

2. Affiant states it is known that LOAN ID: YA1V-AR4Q, R208-AUXC, TQGI-870I, YUVP-WXAD 

Note was deposited into an account of the Bank and the Bank wrote a check off of the note thereby 

calling the said deposit of the Note +2,154.00 instead of -2,154.00, also +1,373.98 instead of -

1,373.98 also +805.78 instead of -805.78, also +320.61 instead of -320.61 Respondent 1 and 

Respondent 2 on the Banks Books. This means there was a full discharge of any obligation at the 

time of the deposit of said Note by the Respondent 1 and Respondent 2 otherwise we have a case 

of check kiting done by a Bank officer. Further, to add insult to injury, the following has occurred; 

see evidence below in Exhibit 2, and 

 

3. Affiant states that after the 15 days given to Respondent 1 and Respondent 2 with course of remedy 

referenced in Exhibit 2, no response was received. Affiant then put together the First NOTICE OF 

DEFAULT, starting due process. See evidence below in Exhibit 3, and 

 



P a g e  2 | 12 

 

4. Affiant states that after the 15 days given to Respondent 1 and Respondent 2 with course of remedy 

referenced in Exhibit 2, no response was received. Affiant then put together the Second NOTICE 

OF DEFAULT, continuing due process. See evidence below in Exhibit 4, and 

 

5. Affiant states that after the 15 days given to Respondent 1 and Respondent 2 with course of remedy 

referenced in Exhibit 2, no response was received. Affiant then put together the Third and Final 

NOTICE OF DEFAULT, for the last attempt to find remedy in this due process. See evidence 

below in Exhibit 5, and 

 

6. Affiant states that after the 15 days given to Respondent 1 and Respondent 2 with course of remedy 

referenced in Exhibit 2, no response was received finalizing due process, and 

 

7. Affiant states that no course of remedy has been met, Respondent 1 and Respondent 2 continue to 

claim that affiant is obligated to send in payment to a non-existent debt amount and has also sent 

negative reports to the Credit Bureau’s for LOAN ID: YA1V-AR4Q, R208-AUXC, TQGI-870I, 

YUVP-WXAD, and 

 

8. Affiant states the validity of the statements in this Affidavit stands as Fact under witness of the Most High 

Yahweh and his Son The KING Yahushua/Yeshua/Jesus The Christ, publication Election of a KING  

https://americanheraldnews.com/?p=7935  

 

9. Affiant requests the amount in LOAN ID: YA1V-AR4Q, R208-AUXC, TQGI-870I, YUVP-WXAD 

be charged off as PAID and positive reports sent to the Credit Bureau’s, and  

 

Signed on this 362
nd

 day in the year of Yahweh, six thousand and twenty-three, and the 16
th

 day of March in the two 

thousand and twenty second year of the new covenant in Yahushua’s name, translated (March 16
th

, 2022) 

 

Affiant further saith naught, 

 

William James Wright V – Trustee 

Witness One:          Witness Two: 

                  , Trustee        , Trustee 

Brandon Alan Anderson, Trustee                Jenna Lee Anderson, Trustee 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://americanheraldnews.com/?p=7935
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Exhibit 1 
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Exhibit 2 

Evidence of Mistake 

“73d CONGRESS.SESS. I. CHS. 48, 49. JUNE 5, 6, 1933. Approved, June 5, 1933, 4:40 p.m. 31 

U.S.C.A. 462, 463 House Joint Resolution 192, 73d Congress, Sess. I, Ch. 48, June 5, 1933 (Public Law 

No. 10)  

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America in Congress 

assembled, That  

(a) every provision contained in or made with respect to any obligation which purports to give 

the obligee a right to require payment in gold or a particular kind of coin or currency, or in 

an amount in money of the United States measured thereby, is declared to be against 

public policy; and no such provision shall be contained in or made with respect to any 

obligation hereafter incurred.” 

LET IT BE KNOWN that the remedy for this contract will be to change the amount payable to “any kind 

of currency” or full discharge Any entity attempting to hold William James Wright V - Trustee or any other 

person(s)to the fraudulent obligation of LOAN ID: YA1V-AR4Q, R208-AUXC, TQGI-870I, YUVP-

WXAD such as Cross River Bank and Affirm Inc. who claims to service the discharged promissory note 

(“Note”) dated above are in violation of Public Policy as it pertains to House Joint Resolution 192 (Public 

Law No.10) as shown above.  

If the remedy is not met, Cross River Bank and Affirm Inc. are liable and in admission of nefarious acts 

upon people to steal property that has already been discharged, not only at the time that the Note was 

created, but when other currency was offered, the, Cross River Bank and Affirm Inc.  claims a legal right 

under the contract clause of the constitution of the United States that was written under nefarious intent and 

therefore loses all contract clause immunity, and William James Wright V - Trustee is seeking full discharge 

of any obligation due to the fact that “any kind of currency” was offered and refused and therefore full 

discharge is required. Otherwise, slavery seems to be the intent of the American Bankers Association and 

the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation along with all federal reserve banks within their respective 

districts.  

ALL LOANS FROM THE FEDERAL RESERVE AND THE BANK OF NEW YORK MELON RE-

CLASSIFIED https://americanheraldnews.com/?p=8337 

 

https://americanheraldnews.com/?p=8337
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Exhibit 3
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Exhibit 4 
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Exhibit 5 

 


