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65. Shc  of the Bankruptcy Attc :y and the Ban _ cy ..ustee obeying t] Fed
Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure and Federal Bankruptcy Laws, or my ex-wife notifying me, I had
no means of learning about the defaults, and was unconstitutionally deprived of any opportunity to
save my property interests or to at the very least attempt to mitigate my losses prior to the forced

deprivation of my property interests.

66. None of the aforementioned parties ever notified me, which I have confirmation from

the DOJ/USTP who I requested do a bankruptcy fraud investigation.

67. After a pre-trial conference in the back of the Chancery Court on 8/1/2019, I told my
counsel that I could borrow money from my mother to bring our mortgages current and to keep
them current (roughly $8k, less than I collectively spent on counsel for that day), provided I could

continue living in my home.

68. As I asked my counsel if that might be possible, defendant Story overheard me and

stated, “No. It’s already too far along in the bankruptcy.”

69. I was strategically deprived of the lawful notice and adequate protection required by the

bankruptcy court.

70. Both my 5% and 14™ Amendment rights as a United States Citizen were violated.

71. Furthermore, the Chancery Court placed a restraining order against me specifically
forbidding me frc  contacting the bankruptcy court or our mortgage companies (under the gui

that I somehow wished some harm upon my ex-wife’s finances).
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subsequent dissolution of that marriage, through a divorce.

102. In fact, discovery for our divorce was strategically prevented by the " iancery

Court, and defendants Binkley, Beeler, and Story, from ever getting started.

103.  Once defendants seized possession of the marital residence, they fraudulently
terminated all litigation under the guise of “default” judgments, claiming that I chose to relocate
to the State of Michigan and had no interest in participating further or defending myself in

Chancery Court docket #48419B.

104.  That is absurdly false. I’ve fought day and night for four years straight, filing well
over a thousand pages of sworn pleadings combined with clear and convincing evidence between

the Williamson County Chancery Court® and the Tennessee Court of Appeals at Nashville.*

105. None of which is remotely reasonable given the 250 +/- pages of sworn testimony*
which I had filed in the Chancery Court on 8/29/2019, which included an ad hoc divorce answer
and counter complaint, as well as an answer/rebuttal of the egregiously false claims in the “Ex

Parte Order of Protection”.

29 Ve e .o femem e ae . Cemee ot (Case 1:23-cv-01097-PLM-
RSK, pCr 1NO. 1-1/, Fageis o4l ~ LU INO. 1-£0, FAgeLL).130Y)

30 Case 1:23-cv-01097-PLM-RSK, ECF No. 1-27, PageID.1370 ~ ECF No. 1-28, PagelD.1664
Case 1:23-cv-01097-PLM-RSK, ECF No. 1-29, PageIlD.1665 ~ ECF No. 1-30, PageID.1793
31 Case 1:23-cv-01097-PLM-RSK, ECF No. 1-18, PageID.766 ~ ECF No. 1-22, PageID.1038
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facts which are irrefutably encapsulated in the Court Records:

(1) e date the bankruptey®’ was filed: 4/26/2019.

(2) The date the divorce®® was filed: 6/04/2019.

(3) Plaintiff was a titled owner of the marital residence as “tenancy by the entirety”. Named on

both the property deed®® and tax records.*’

(4) Plaintiff was never provided any notice or hearing’' by the bankruptcy counsel, the
bankruptcy trustee, or by the bankruptcy court, as required in the Federal Rules of Bankruptcy

Procedure Rule-7001.“> As a result, these laws* were violated, broken, or not obeyed: 11

37 Vaa_ oL OO0 . ______d____JANnINn na Asr ifan AL mnililan 9 10 L nAZan LA (Case 1223-CV-01097-PLM'RSK,
ECr vo. 1-5, ragei./4)

38 taa o 2o t0OC. o H_ AL fAn1n nr na L 20 oLVt £ Al A0 4A1ANL AL {Case 1:23'CV'01097'PLM'RSK,
ECr vo. 1-1/, rageiv.ooy)

I Pp d

w0 T

1 Case 1:23-cv-01097-PLM-RSK, ECF No. 1-34, PagelD.1881
2 Case 1:23-cv-01097-PLM-RSK, ECF No. 1-34, PagelD.1898
4 Case 1:23-cv-01097-PLM-RSK, ECF No. 1-34, PageID.1874-1924

Page 31 0f 49
Initial



Case 1:23-cv-01097-PLM-RSK ECF No. 11, PagelD.2145 Filed 12/29/23 Page 31 of 48

U.S.C. § 363*, 541, 542% 707", 1203, 1204, 1205%, 1206, 12072, 1208, 18 U.S.C.
§ 152%4153%%, 154%, 15777, 158%%,241°°, 242, 373%' 401, 402%,1951%,28 U.S.C. § 1334%,

1927%¢

(5) The bankruptcy only reaped $44k®” worth of alleged “bankruptcy relief” for Ms. Fenton in

the end, as shown on the “Chapter 7 Trustee’s Final Account and Distribution Report

44

45

46

47

48

49

50

51

52

53

54

55

56

57

58

59

60

61

62

63

64

65

66

67

Case 1:23-cv-01097-PLM-RSK, ECF No. 1-34, PageID.1903-1906

Case 1:23-cv-01097-PLM-RSK, ECF No. 1-34, PagelD.1908-1912

Case 1:23-¢v-01097-PLM-RSK, ECF No. 1-34, PagelD.1913

Case 1:23-cv-01097-PLM-RSK, ECF No. 1-34, PagelD.1914

Case 1:23-cv-01097-PLM-RSK, ECF No. 1-34, PagelD.1915

Case 1:23-¢v-01097-PLM-RSK, ECF No. 1-34, PageID.1915

Case 1:23-cv-01097-PLM-RSK, ECF No. 1-34, PageID.1915-1916

Case 1:23-cv-01097-PLM-RSK, ECF No. 1-34, PagelD.1916

Case 1:23-cv-01097-PLM-RSK, ECF No. 1-34, PageID.1916

Case 1:23-cv-01097-PLM-RSK, ECF No. 1-34, PagelD.1916

Case 1:23-cv-01097-PLM-RSK, ECF No. 1-34, PagelD.1917

Case 1:23-cv-01097-PLM-RSK, ECF No. 1-34, PagelD.1918

Case 1:23-¢v-01097-PLM-RSK, ECF No. 1-34, PagelD.1918

Case 1:23-cv-01097-PLM-RSK, ECF No. 1-34, PagelD.1919-1920

Case 1:23-cv-01097-PLM-RSK, ECF No. 1-34, PagelD.1920

Case 1:23-cv-01097-PLM-RSK, ECF No. 1-34, PagelD.1922

Case 1:23-cv-01097-PLM-RSK, ECF No. 1-34, PagelD.1922

Case 1:23-cv-01097-PLM-RSK, ECF No. 1-34, PagelD.1921

Case 1:23-cv-01097-PLM-RSK, ECF No. 1-34, PagelD.1921

Case 1:23-cv-01097-PLM-RSK, ECF No. 1-34, PagelD.1921

Case 1:23-¢v-01097-PLM-RSK, ECF No. 1-34, PagelD.1923

Case 1:23-cv-01097-PLM-RSK, ECF No. 1-34, PagelD.1882
1:23-cv-01097-PLM K,  F No. 1-34, PageID.1893

Case 1:23-cv-01097-PLM-RSK, ECF No. 1-13, PagelD.569-576 (After subtracting out defendant Story’s outstanding fees,

because without this scam there would be no need for defendant Story or her exorbitant fees.)
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O N {_ D) UPON THE REAL MERITSOF OUR ™" V™R
(NEVER MENTIONED IN EITHER OF THE CA{™5 OUTLINED HEREIN)

132.  Contrary to traditional roles, Ms. Fenton was voluntarily the primary breadwinner”

throughout our 13-year marriage.

133.  Ms. Fenton is a MIT educated, licensed Tennessee Professional Architect” (ID
Number: #102945), who is a “L...) Accredited Professional”, certified by the U.S. Green
Building Council, as well as a “Certified Document Technologist” by the Construction
Specifications Institute. Ms. Fenton also has a decade of leadership experience in the ACE Mentor
Program, teaching high school students about careers in Architecture, Construction, and

Engineering.

134.  Prior to this action, my ex-wife had agreed that she would pay me “transitional

alimony” in the amount of $1,750 per month, for a duration of 6-years.

135.  This amount was calculated at 22.5% of my ex-wife’s gross income, for a term equal

to half the duration of our marriage, as we were advised was “fair” with all factors included.

136.  This came at the advice of Ms. Sandy Arons, MBA (Certified Divorce Financial

Analyst, Certified Financial Divorce Practitioner, Certified Financial Divorce Specialist, Financial

77 Case 1:23-cv-01097-PLM-RSK, ECF No. 1-27, PagelD.1444
™ Case 1:23-cv-01097-PLM-RSK, ECF No. 1-27, PagelD.1444
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139. 1 Jam 71%, 2019 the “Trump Tax Refo  ’*° went into effect. As a result, the
alimony payments for divorces finalized prior to January 1%, 2019 were tax deductible, and were
“grandfathered” for the duration of the alimony. Which meant in this case, the difference in Ms.
. wnton being able to deduct $21k per year from her gross income of $94k+/- per duration of My
ex-wife had previously agreed that she would pay me year, for the next six years, or being taxed

upon all that money, as her earnings, as if she had personally benefitted from it.

140. If the divorce could not be finalized by the end of 2018, prior to the Trump Tax

Reform taking place, Ms. Fenton calculated her income as follows:

>

141.  In the end, this was what caused Ms. Fenton to become a prime candidate for
“predatory litigation”. Willing to be exploited while throwing away nearly everything that we
owned, in order to evade six years of financial responsibility, needing to earn $90k plus per year,

while taking home less than half that amount.

142.  This had a tremendous impact upon Ms. Fenton’s tax bracket and the amount of
income taxes which she was required to pay for the next six years. Because of this, Ms. Fenton

absolutely demanded that for any “fair” amicable, uncontested divorce action, that the divorce

80

81
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needed to finalize prior to the end of 2018, or else she refused to cooperate.

143.  The problem was, because of this, the Williamson County Chancery Court docket
was nearly full for the remainder of the year, by the start of October 2018. (The court was busy

with people trying to get their divorces finalized by the end of the year.)

144. Ms. Fenton presented the last proposed MDA which she was willing to entertain

on 9/14/2018.

145.  Although Plaintiff was very interested in this offer and tried to accept it, Ms. Fenton
said it was still subject to review by her counsel as well as by another independent attorney, she
hired for a document review, recommended by Sandy Arons, who was helping with the

“Collaborative Divorce”.

146.  The very first paragraph of Ms. Fenton’s offer stated, “This offer is only good if we
successfully sign this into a Marital Dissolution Agreement Contract as soon as possible AND the divorce
Final Order is entered by the court before December 31, 2018. The financial tax incentives integral

to this offer will not apply in 2019, and this Agreement is void if the divorce is not final in 2018.”

147.  This complaint seeks a cure for two fraudulent® predatory actions in Middle

Tennessee during 2019 (four substantially fraudulent and vexatious legal attacks intertwined),

8 Fraud on the Court(s), by Members of the Court(s)
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153. 1 8/30/2018 Ms. Fenton emailed me a settl 1t proposal,® wh 1 inch a
budget whereby I could retain the marital residence, but I would need to obtain two roommates,
one renting the large (spare) bedroom for $800 per month, and another renting the smaller spare
bedroom for $600 per month. Then Ms. Fenton would pay the remainder of the household

expenses, and I only needed to earn another $248 per month to support myself.

154. This was to provide me with an opportunity to obtain the needed vocational

rehabilitation, and to ease back into the workforce, without needing to immediately sink or swim.

155.  Ishowed immediate interest in this offer and tried desperately to accept it, but Ms.

Fenton counsel advised her against it and she ultimately rescinded the opportunity.

156. I’m sorry I’m out of time. I had to copy and past some parts in, which have the
language “Plaintiff” rather than speaking in first person. I understand this error, I just don’t have

time to fix it and to still make it to the court today. Please read the spirit and excuse my negligence.

157.  This is a pro se filing, in which “technicalities” are only allowed to matter to the

extent that JUSTICE is still the goal of the court.

158.  Justice demands that this case be cured, that these criminals be held to account, and

the courts they operate in provide new rules or mechanisms of transparency and accountability to

8 Case 1:23-cv-01097-PLM-RSK, ECF No. 1-26, PagelD.1336-1337
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protect the judicial integrity throughout the State of Tennessee, as well as protecting the people.

159.  Again, I write none of this for any foul purpose. My goal is as it has  :n since my

first day in court, to testify to the raw truth, despite what light that puts myself or anyone else in.

160. I Jeffrey Ryan Fenton swear under the penalty of perjury, that I have filed
1,000 pages of cold raw truth in the State Courts of Tennessee, without yet being given the
benefit (outside court) of one single word. While almost everything else filed in docket

#49418B was substantially fraudulent. (Please help me!)

161.  “Pro se pleadings are to be considered without regard to technicality; pro se
litigants' pleadings are not to be held to the same high standards of perfection as lawyers.” Jenkins
v. McKeithen, 395 U.S. 411, 421 (1959); Picking v. Pennsylvania R. Co., 151 Fed 2nd 240; Pucket v.

Cox, 456 _.1d 233

162.  "Pleadings are intended to serve as a means of arriving at fair and just settlements
of controversies between litigants. They should not raise barriers which prevent the achievement
of that end. Proper pleading is important, but its importance consists in its effectiveness as a means

to accomplish the end of a just juc , 1ent.” Maty v. Grasselli Chemical Co., 303 U.S. 197 (1938)
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DECLARATION

Pursuant to 28 U.S. Code § 1746, I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and
correct, except as to matters herein stated to be on information and belief, and as to such matters,

I certify as aforesaid that I verily believe the same to be true.

Executed on December 29, 2023 @ 2:10 PM EST

17195 SILVER PARKWAY, #150
FENTON, MI, 48430-3426
JEFF.FENTON@LIVE.COM

(P) 615.837.1300
(F) 810.255.4438
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