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New Republic/USA Financial Group, GES.m.b.H
Kartnerstrabe 28/15 Telefon: 513.4235
A — 1010 Wien, Austria-Europe

¢ National Westminster Bank

Signing Arrangements — Notes for Customers

To operate your account safely and securely we need specimen signatures of anyone who is to sign
cheques and authorise other transactions.

When the account is the business account of a sole trader, the completion of the signature card below
may be all that we need. “

Where there are a number of signatories to the account, eg, an account for a partnership, limited
company, or a club or society, you will be asked to complete a form of mandate. This is a written
instruction to the Bank which tells us who is to sign and in what circumstances. Some important
conditions which apply to accounts are also contained in the mandate and by signing the form you are
giving your agreement to these.

You will be provided with the relevant form for completion and although it may look rather complex, its
purpose is quite straightforward. If there are any points you are unsure of, please feel free to ask.

If, in the future, you wish to change the signing arrangements for any reason, please advise us and we
can arrange for a new mandate to be completed.

NB If all those who are to sign the account are not present, this sheet may be taken away for
completion.
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Meme: | ORRAYNE HILDA FINE "™ DR OLGA SARANTOPOULOS :
Signature: Signature: ¢
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: Please complete this card,

+ providing a specimen

' signature for each signatory to

. the account.

'

: The completed card

i : eted card,
Name: LEO EMIL WANTA Nf""“' ////////////////////// ' together with the form of
Signature: Signature: SR mandate (where appropiate)
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ny oW 1 g - 3
. s . 5 ~ branchas soon as possible.
2 7 A2 s TS
e S T o P
SRR e
e J"r"ll 2 M s =
i ) »¥ L4

NWB10874 Rev Feb 91-1 National Wastminster Bark 2t

et

Ji
%
I



es — Consultants

at

pial

" TLeo E. Wenta & Assoc

A — 1010 Wien, Austria-Europe

New Republic/USA Financial Group, GES.m.b.H
Kartnerstrabe 28/15 Telefon: 513.4235
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To : Office of the President, Office of the Viee President, Cabinet
Members, Office of the Governors, State and Federal Officials,
Congress of the United States, OMB Director Jacob Lew, et al

LT

Notice of Default Confirmation — With President Obama’s anthorized
release of my personal, civil and repatriated Inward Remittance of
USDollars 4.5 Trillion, of May 2006 to Bank of America-Richmond,
Virginia as confirmed by the Federal Reserve Bank - Richmond’s in
Court Motion, under their Penalty of Perjury.

1.) On or about April 15, 2003 The Honorable Gerald Bruce Lee, in

Case No. 02-1363-A filed in The United States Distriet Court for the

- -Eastern District of Virginia, Order agd Memorandum of Opinion.
As part of the Order, the Court stated that the Plaintiff [ Lee E.
Wanta, Leo E. Wanta, Ambassador Leo Wants ] should pursue
liquidation of corporations, recovery of financial assets and pay all
required taxes in accordance with the law.,

2,) IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE EASTERN
DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA, Civil Action No. 1:07 ev 609 T3E/BRP - PETITION
FOR A WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND OTHER EXTRAORDINARY RELIEF,
filed JUN 20 2007, THE FEDERAL RESERVE BANK OF RICHMOND
RESPONDED IN THEIR COURT MOTION STATIN svek

~ “ PURSUANT TO RULE 12 (B) (6), fed.R.civ.P., Respondent Federal Bank of
Richmond (“FRB Richmond”) moves to dismiss the Petition for Writ of Mandamus

e R LT )

and Other Extraordinary Relief, are as follows.

' “For the purposes of the Motion only, all well pleaded facts will be taken as true.”

In other words, The Federal Reserve Bank of Richmond acecepted the truthful

statements in the Writ of Mandamus and confirmed the known Inward Remittance
designated the Petitioner for the sole and exclusive use and benefit of Petitoner, Lee

E. Wanta, Leo E. Wanta, Ambassador Lee E, ‘Wanta; an American citizen, birth
June 11, 1940. Referenges : Rogers-Houston Memorandum, Act of Congress - ILR.

3723, Title 18 USC Section 4 — Misprison of Felonz, other Title 18 USC violations.

Having Said That, Upon my Economie Receipt, I will lawfully pay

USDollars One Point Five Seven Five Trillion [US$1,575,000,000,000.00]
as my personal/civil/repatriation tax pPayment, directly to our United
States Department of the Treasury, among other “set-aside allocations”,

_____ mediate ance Uur Economic Recovery and National Security.

- ... LroE.WanTa

...... TA.& ASSOCIATES — GONSULTANTS TO MANAGEMENT _
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FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA

125

Alexandria Division

T ———

e

Leo Wanta, s ' ﬁua@/

Plaintiff,
V. Civil Action No. 02-1363 -A

United States of America, et al.,
Defendant.

ORDER

A Fed. R. Civ. P. 16(b) PRETRIAL CONFERENCE will be heid on Wednesday, December 18,
2002 at 12:00 p.m. before a Magistrate Judge.

The parties shall confer prior to this conference to consider the claims, defenses, possibilities of a
pronpt settlement or resolution of the case, trial before a Magistrate Judge, to arrange for the disclosures
required by Rule 26(a)(1), and develop a discovery plan which will complete discovery by Friday,

March 14, 2003. The parties must file their discovery plan by the Friday preceding the Rule 16(b)
conference.

All parties shall file an answer within twenty (20) days. Discovery may begin upon receipt of this
order. A party may not exceed five (5) non-party, non-expert witness depositions nor serve on any other
party more than thirty (30) interrogatories, including parts and subparts, without Ieave of court.

The FINAL PRETRIAL CONFERENCE will be held on Thursday, March 20, 2003
at10:00 a.m.

The parties must bring to the final pretrial conference the Rule 26(a)(3 flisclosures and a list of the
exhibits to be used at trial, a list of the witnessesto be called at trialand a written stipulation of imcontested

facts. The exhibits themselves or a copy should be exchanged with opposingounsel before the conference.

Objections to exhibits must be filed within 10 days after the conference; otherwise the exhibits shall stand
admitted in evidence. The original exhibits shall be delivered to the clerk as provided by Local Rule 79(A).
Non-expert witnesses and exhibits not so disclosed and listed will not be permitted at trial except for
impeachment or rebuttal, and no person may testify whose identity, being subject to disclosure or timely
requested in discovery, was notdisclosedin time to be deposed or to permit the substance of his knowledge
and opinions to be ascertained.

The trial of this case will be set for a day certain, within 4-8 weeks of the final pretrial conference.

Va7 W""

TTED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

November S , 2002
Alexandria, Virginia
This order is being mailed to local counsel only.

e R o o VR

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT Lo R v’




NOTICE

INITIAL AND FINAL PRETRIAL FILINGS

In accordance with Rules 5 and 73, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, the
_following procedures are o be followed:

Initial Pretrial

Counsel should confer with their clients prior to the initial pretrial conference and

be prepared to respond to inquiry by the judge regarding consent to exercise of

jurisdiction by a United States Magistrate Judge for trial and entry of final
judgment.

Final Pretrial

Witness lists and exhibit lists, signed by local counsel, accompanied by a
" certification of service are to be filed at the final pretrial conference.

Original exhibits, labeled consistent with the exhibit list, bound and tabbed, to be
filed one (1) business day before trial. A copy of the exhibits should be
- exchanged with opposing counsel before the final pretrial conference.

Elizabeth H. Paret
Clerk of the Court



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE
EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA

, Plaintiff

"Case Number:

, Defendant

NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY OF A UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE
TO EXERCISE JURISDICTION

In accordance with the provisions of 28 U.S.C. §636(c), and Fed.R.Civ.P. 73, you are notified that a United States
magistrate judge of this district court is available to conduct any or all proceedings in this case including a jury or nonjury trial, and

to order the entry of a final judgment. Exercise of this jurisdiction by a magistrate judge is, however, permitted only if all parties
voluntarily consent.

You may, without adverse substantive consequences, withhold your consent, but this will prevent the court’s jurisdiction
from being exercised by a magistrate judge. Ifany party withholds consent, the identity of the parties consenting or withholding
consent will not be communicated to any magistrate judge or to the district judge to whom the case has been assigned.

An appeal from a judgment entered by a magistrate judge shall be taken directly to the United States court of appeals for
this judicial circuit in the same manner as an appeal from any other judgment of this district court.

CONSENT TO THE EXERCISE OF JURISDICTION BY A UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE’

In accordance with provisions of 28 U.S.C. §636(c) and Fed.R.Civ.P. 73, the parties in this case consent to have a United

States magistrate judge conduct any and all proceedings in this case, including the trial, order the entry of a final Jjudgment, and
conduct all post-judgment proceedings.

Party Signature of Counsel or Pro Se Party Date

ORDER OF REFERENCE

IT IS ORDERED that this case be referred to a United States Magistrate Judge to conduct all proceedings and order the
entry of judgment in accordance with 28 U.S.C. §636(c) and Fed.R.Civ.P. 73.

Date United States District Judge

NOTE: RETURN THIS FORM TO THE CLERK OF THE COURT ONLY IF ALL PARTIES HAVE CONSENTED
TO THE EXERCISE OF JURISDICTION BY A UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE.



1:02-cv-01363

Leo Wanta wpin
13093 77th Avenue
Chippewa Falls, WI 54729-6285



BACHMAN, CUMMINGS, McKENZIE, McINTYRE & WILSON, S.C.

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
Robert A. Bachman, Of Counsel
Thomas B. McKenzie 442 N. WESTHILL BOULEVARD J. Joseph Cummings
Angus R. McIntyre B.0O, BOX 1155 1967-1990
Thomas A. Wilson APPLETON, WISCONSIN 54912-1155
Mark J. Tyezkowski {414) 739-6356 FAX NO. (414) 739-1378

Bryan Wycoff

Joseph M. Welch
William L. Stroik
Heather Isaacson

October 12, 1935

Mr. Leo E. Wanta
2717 Pearl Drive
Eau Claire, WI 54703

RE: Your Criminal Matter
The Famous Payment Check

Dear Leo:

Attorney Steve Epstein called me about a week ago, apparently having
had a conversation with you in which you related your recollection of
a conversation I had with you earlier. You apparently recounted to
Mr. Epstein your recollection of the issue of the tax payment and
your contention that there had been a big conspiracy involving the
federal government, the state government, your attorneys and the
Judge to prevent you from presenting evidence of payment or accord in
satisfaction in an effort to estop the state from proceeding.

I had expressed considerable amazement at the scenario that yon
outlined for me, but that of course assumes that that scenario is
.—i§i> correct. Mr. Epstein indicates that the check appears a number of
times in the file, so it obviously played some role in the case and
I suspect that the issue of payment or estoppel was raised by your
legal counsel at some point in some context. It’s probably a losing
proposition for a number of reasons, but I want to make it clear that
I'm not being critical of either your trial counsel or ¥r. Epstein
who is now undertaking the difficult challenge of dealing with your
sentencing. Having known you, Leo, for probably 14 yvears, I know you

present many very challenging legal and factual issues in all of your
legal matters.

Good luck!

Sincerely,

BACHMAN, CUMMINGS, McKENZIE,
—MCcINTYRE&-WILSON, S.C.
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I bgliew. You have heard of Heger Reality or JW Heger Comipany one of the largest Tndustrial Real Estate Companies
In Southern Californiasolely owned and operated by my father Jack W. Heger, nowdeceased. He was the President of

the US Industrial Real Fstate Assaociation for many years and his
Fortune 500 Companies.

clients included Southern Pacific Railroad and many
The high speed rail Ambassador Wanta is proposing would be a tremendous

infrastructure project for the United States and would necessarily employ many US citizens. It is sbout time that this
country have what other countries have ie a High Speed Rail. I cannot recommend more highly Ambassador Lee Wanta

who is willing,once again, to serve the United States and to use his

own hard earned funds in the process.

Should you need further information, please do not hesitate éontt;cﬁng me at $£3-2G5-244 or by email at
regerlaw@ouilosiioom. Thank you for your kind attention to this matter.

Respectfully yours,

- Jan M. Heger Esq,

Former Officer of JW Heger Co, Indus trial/Commercial Real Fstate Brokers

Retired Lawyer and former US Army Offi
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Sarah McClenden's Washington Report

Sarah McClendon ™y
on or sbout 8-24-97 Sarah McClendon el

L Lt "
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3133 Capnect /A
3133 Cépnecticut Avenue biy
Suite 215

Washington, D.C. 20008
_ By Sarah McClendon

Washihgron, D.C. — Leo Wanta, whose purchass of huge.sums in Russian rubles is credited with bringing down the Soviet
Union in the Cold War, will be put through a third party lunacy test in Madison, Wisconsin circuit court on Tuesday. He has
successfully been declared of sound mind in two previous tunacy tests under the Wisconsin state attorney general's office.
His own attorney, James Shellow of Madison, Wis., is instituting this test. Shellow says that under the rules for attorneys In
Wiscensin he has to notify the court that he thinks the himzoy test should be given. Shellow admits to being a former atomey
ior a deceased Mafia chicf in Wisconsin named Belistiari. Shellow thinks Wanta will be declared sane in the upcoming
hoaring on Tuesday, but Shellow claims to know nothing as to how Wisconsin was able to extradite Wanta in chains and
shackles from Switzerland, where he was doing business with Swiss banks after having given up his eitizenship in
Wisconsin. Wanta claims thet he had just been made ambassador to Switzerland and Canada when Wisconsin state officials
seized him bodily in Switzerland. Wanta claims that they took his briefcase from him at that time which contained billions in
1 Treasury bills and Promise software technical equipment which the U_S. was osing to get inside information about foreign

Although the briefcase was taken by Wisconsin authorities n 1993, it has never been retumed to Wanta nor has he any
imowledge of what happened to its contents.

The charge is that he owed Wisconsin originally approximately $14,000. He claims to have paid back that amount in 1992.
The state attorney general's office seized his house worth $120,000 and sold it for $60,000, but there is no record of this in
the Department of Revenue in Wisconsin nor is there any trace of the proceeds from the sale.

Wanitz was buying rubles from Russia at the request of the President, Ronald Resgan. Wanta had worked at the White House,
the Mational Security Council, the Central Intelligence Agency and six other govenment agencies during his career.

He and President George Bush set up the Ameritrust account in the Credite Suisse bank for the U.S. government to use in
case it needed to counter terrorists from overseas, according to Pat Cameron, Los Angeles attiorney for Wanta, Wanta says
| that when former president George Bush sought to withdraw funds from the $210 billion an deposit that Wanta, 2 co-signer
of the account, refased to give his signature for the withdrawal because the funds, he said, belonged to the U.S. government,
not to an individual.
Ambrassador Lee E Wanta - 18 svinules ago B N

THIS ARTICLE |5 ABSOLUITELY AMAZING, BECAUSE THE CORPORATE STATE OF WISCONSIN - DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE r’ i
RENDIMONEDVKIDNAFPED ANBASSADOR LEQ E WANTA - NON-RESIDENT OF WISCONSIN SINCE 1985 -IN LAUSANNE, SWITZERLAND WHILE i

Vall MEETING WITH DEPUTY WHITE HOUSE COUNSEL VINGENT FOSTER, Jr. COMPLETELY A” CHILORENS DEFENSE FUND CONTRIBUTION OF
iyl USOollars 250,000.00 FROM THE AmerTrust Carporation " THRL CREDIT SUISSE BANOUE — GENEVE, CHRM GUY STUDOR and BANK DIRECTEUR
et ; MARC GODAL VINCE FOSTER RETURNS TO WHITE HOUSE and AVBASSADOR WANTA GOES TO SUISSE PRISON AND 34 DAYS LATER ENDS
\n—f i UP tALANE GOUNTY | COUNTY OF DANE, WISCONSIN ™ JALL CELL FOR FALURE TO PAY FOR A THRD TIME A UN-AUDITED / NON-RESIDENCY 'I !
’ CORPORATE STATE OF WISCONSEY CIVIL TAX ASSESSMENT OF UDSTolers 14, 120.00 AND SENTENCED TO WISCONSN PREON SYSTEM !
3 FOR T8 YEARS FOR FALURE TO PAY AGAN THE ORIGINAL GVIL TAX ASSESSMENT OF $14,120.00, ”;.
"}h__ oes i WISCONSIN GOVERNOR SCOTT WALKER, PRESIDENT DONALD TRUMP, VICE PRESIDENT MKE PENCE, FELLOW AMERICAN CITEENS, !
8 ~ v . Reply . Shane, : i
i, SEPCR i
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REGISTER FUR:

A HANDEL UND GEWERBE :

Selbstverlag A, Koch Goesellschaft mb.H.
1130 Wien Hietzinger Kai 125

Mew Kepublic/USA Financisl Group, LTD
Gesellschaft m.b.H.

rarntrerstrafe 28715
1010 Wien

Wien,  07.07.1989

Nummer der Einschaltung: — HERB 41 851

Betr.: Eintragung in das Register fiir Handel und Gewerbe

Textvorschiag

New Republic/USA Financlal Group, LTD Gesellschaft m.b.H., 1010

Wien, Kiaintnerstrafle 28/15. Gegenstand des Unternehmens: a) Der
Handel mit Waren aller Art; b) der Handel mit festen und flissigen
Brennstoffen; ¢) der An- und Verkauf sowie die wirtschafthiche Verwer-
tung von Lie grngchaﬂcn einschlie Blich Lca'ti,ng—(}cschi_ﬂcn; d) dic Betei-
ligung an gleichartigen oder verwandten U‘nicmrhmungnn sowie dis
Geschsfishihrung und Vertretung solcher Untemehmungen. Stammkapi-
tal: S 500.000,- zur Hilfte Lur eingezahlt, Gecchifisfilhrer: Leo Emil
Wanta, Kaufmann, Appleton; Gesellschaft mit beschrinkter Haftung. Der
Gesrllechaftsverirag istam 31, Marz 1989 abgeschlossen, Die Gesellschaft
wird - wenn mehrere Qeschiftsfithrer bestellt sind durch zwei Geschafis-
fihrer geracinsam oder durch ¢inen von ihnen gemeinsam mit einem
Prokunisicn verticien. Dic Generalvernammlung kann - auch wenn mehrere
Geschifisfihrer bestelll sind - einzelnen von thnen selbatindige Vertre-
tungshefuenis enteilen. Tag dee Eintragung: 23. Juni 1989. HRB 41.851.

Bei Nighlverwendung unseres Zahlachelnes tille
unbedingt die Nummer der Einschaltung anfubiren,
Das Register fur Handel und Gewerbe onthall ngr
Eintragungen von Unternehmen die im Handelsre gt o
orfafll aind, '

Es dient dem immer atarker werdendsn nlormiations-
und Auskunfisbedarf neuer Geschallspartner

Durch Uberweisung des angef(hrien Beliages oder
durch Ubarsendung eines Verrechnunsactooks be
statigen Sie dleses Anhot und die yoaces Bl s
Gastaltung der Einachaltung.

Zur Eintragung gelangen ausschlieBlich Diten, dio
sich aus der Handelsceglstereintragung bed uem
zustandigen Handelsgerlcht ergeten

Eintrsaungulosten:

Z0% Mwst. 540.--

Ist bei Zahlung alg Rechoung § 11 USIG anzseb o,

Reglster fiir Handel und Gewerbe
Ausgabe 1900 ,/1000)






LINEFWADYNY W OL SLNV.LINSNCD — SELVIDUSEY AVINV M T o7

PINVYM 111

AN aonausany ||
Vinwm 1373

S 4

LUH TLIHM ‘NY

ivLNUA

, 1
pd BEdTSOLOHA SNOILYDILEIANI YSN vIvLl saLntvis oon Ld



\F Ocveepe 199¢ — Yuoymoura | UsA.

ﬂﬁ, J\-\-bNDDM\O\Ql jAMEST- —SATOQSEO’\\

Circorr Goper Todge — Drewen N2 |

b\rm':jAntE CDU;A‘\‘T j\)'sv\ce CE—?MT]’ZG | QS'P‘
520 " Sowny WAl Shpeet

p\—’\)?\(é:ru.q\ \O\Sceé%\ D : VNsA- k SHQi . oo )

Nm(@v_%}\?/ﬁﬂgwmcm\ Qéovp, Lo, C\E&«El\&&pﬂ?—?‘
Artes, Receve | e, iZL:.-g) Sal; |
}_"P\»«@‘M (T)\Mum\ﬁa. Qé\‘icgagw«r«applus
bﬁng/?\.&.) komﬁome_ u.:m\\ts BT Ak, .

TN'ZSLSTR-P\'E:E 28/ |<
'-/B(‘—» \olo 2 W) e ] ‘Ausn-mf\ — Eum;?A

\\\\Q \'YG& 6’%&?@:& OE'—PTMEYUQA | ’DT—‘j\)%'r\ ce
‘Prﬂ‘k\‘. —gcrren_\dé\-( QE'"‘QEXL,&‘\ LY NETT =NQ
A/A/G Jdame @DRE\\C\C\
Vst Strees T CD{\(-'B'T“TU"RQ«-Q 7D\_\I€NL\E ' LW
WAsHWgTon) DS, USH (zos30. 0ol )

:—T——M—TZE y \Q\S C oS, ﬁ(—%;w_m‘em &= EE\J ENV=

C\"\(L\s—ro?a—m Evensew - A\\Qoy?d Um\lﬂwF]u\

DYRT ‘A‘??c\me& QCe\NR2. 6r> DEAALTE oF
e Wl oF\Q\ScmAs\.\l o+ Trte L\mvet&
E”(‘QTES % *P’(\-&GLLQA

7

— | —



\Ns .

e,

’p(}ﬁgﬁ-ksﬁﬁéo& L‘E.o EM\\ \'JANTA ‘—D‘?‘GMA'\“'—
\Ass?oo:ts N2 04237 '%— 253 A= VK.
’P(M&DSSAADQ‘TQ N amd Su l'T"gEL_ANdb
ChseENZ Q6 eV 00643

i VESUANT Tol -~
git‘\’\c.\ej_\_,\:@t:’n—fe: \.S. Cosh‘?:ﬂ“\-r‘u"r\af\l}
@ \)\El\\(\]a\ CON\\]QM\'T o) Owd —D\?\ON\&T\(—(\?G\_}&N(\NS L\C{b\)’

@ \M \S cons Al ‘IAQ:\'\.C.\Q_ T o \Wise. CQQ":':TVT‘U’“ o«\lJ

@ \Ml%(bs\Sah\ Dastutes — C_\/\A\wm X1 3
@ \AS.C.P& T liree LS ; £lzo 1((\—}1&\3@_ 9 ) —

T Totegs Guest Sistas |, @Y (@2) )

® UWS.CA.Ti+e lg );Mr@a :
® u,s.c‘,t\,’/m\e 18,P6 —Foregd Goveasmens locale
s~ C.xa /Us AQ A2 CHAROAATLONS: \.e.
Neﬂi\Z@D DB\LC-C\/ U%?AO%—TMA\AQA\ &4 D, D, J
U eeu<c weer C IDQ-J\‘ST(Z.\A)} l
@ u NCA T+ 1B )ﬂ \\~ —_‘c:BM\.g\.-A C’}D\N{LQMEN Actinsd )
A E bacu weste AA \ab\e o O S tedeal Covess

/D@KL GEM.T = ?E’(I_SOM'S A

LA in et oF Rie Outaqanmic G:.urm\(v N arica.
o Moren "éﬁaﬂm&f) oy Navau o 8, W6 ax UBo

PO,

)(me\“?—m\ L P NST e AM\T CW\T = 39\\6
F2~

’



2/,

Meociom o C{Z_O_—hC\\\g e SAdl MoTien( .

Breed o TS renuATenAC LA \L).%. —e=d el

Lo Anod W iscows Lawn, Wwreae & Tl
COH?D_JW«\H( TS bse=mor) T2 eV ) Sc\f\a&\a \z;
P U lawes \ McStiond T2 Do \\%G(CIA

(?A_o’\)a\e:pee(\».( Ac==oas..

fﬁ‘m&vﬂ% Lage "THe (t:wu* LD TTHE L OSTENEST
OF | aOSTRTL L Ehca NuesTee ~—TuaT tuHS
wosweas o Lles €. \DwvweastA Acdd Mw%\)\o\\c/
USA (Pusnd | be odianaf o el \Legel
) UMS&*-C‘:\—LQQ Ov— SS\»W CQQA_T'\ ”\DE{-;_
~we doco MENSTRY BV RN
/;NJ\ (ORXT D&ST TV o s meo__m\w.o#\\
C,DY\N\\)'.M“(\\X ‘i COKM«‘E/DMCZTQUA_S \u\\\ M \ng
THohee. B Deaer | ‘Hm C‘Dt\)ﬁ?\(lﬁg:dbr{-\ﬁ(\
B e s & The gr\#\"t.:—_cx‘— m\S QD'\\BL:’\)‘E‘F AL |

\ 0sgeex ﬁu\\’*{ Subtuted |

MeA=<sldcn i m\f\»b MAT—
-c;bxf (—\>D \-r\c_.n.\_/ﬂ\x m&m\mu._%ﬂ? \ Q%?Qp&w

o ,LL..\_. U =4 IT—M*SQ %\-m.\‘slﬂs.\.g “

P@dbgunf_!gxl-ﬂ— Qoozf_g_: - B~ %




3 - Opewmons: S\ it

Ldien, Jusstm A-

& @2, r4poiy wI YRS s ! REAAEEAS

Coviptn B0 Foe grord Teudy ot \ﬁa-n;;oj'-;

’%'-c 'f‘-'*"E'F-; ; 1, t’»é-‘,r} - :

% v iﬁ?b

S1D 0227) 363761 D}/ i o ’{ L? -‘ 1

f1ale

‘»

P g R e

e e

R st il
jos-Y
.
13
Iy
i
o
et
£h

i
o

pE MEINKATD AKNOLD,
xgj}s}\;_ { m}{:

&’é’bﬂ ‘&*«&fdf
4{ 4? "\f{:y“\f (’Fd{‘?hi%, el KW AN

S OGO - Gy AP L#Q@. - *"‘“{,M{

‘}7’16‘34. ;{’#f ol e pry «é\f_{ f_,.zf

o oY
; lfls Pbene (yerey QOO - O / “f‘“&"

7 (A ;/ ino Creagy e s

i ‘f—_ .‘-,'37' 3571“ !' {’
P .
VI | ff’d";;:r -‘fb“qh”‘/" .'

s 7 : e 3 L~ : Ve
B ofoni . No PRIIR I A

‘:;;‘_;"ﬁ;-'\ 15’,, —F‘:}:{-:ﬁ-'f v "‘}/,{[ &4 (’H
¥ { i

.“-V"'QENET  HTTP: - -FeusTel «MIKLNeT &




SIGMAN, JANSSEN, STACK,
WENN]NG & SUTI'ER ATTORNEYS AT LAW

— FOUNDED 1925 —

ROBERT M. SIGMAN RICHARD J. KNIGHT %, 303 S. MEMORIAL DRIVE
THOMAS J. JANSSEN STEVEN L. WILSON ’ APPLETON, WI 54911-5978
JOHN C. WENNING CHRISTOPHER H. EVENSON

RICHARD A. STACK, JR. MARK V. SEWALL TELEPHONE NO. (414) 731-5201
THOMAS H. SUTTER JAMES P. PITZ FAX NO. (414) 731-8737

December 11, 1996

Clerk of Courts 1( @P ii
Outagamie County Justice Center

320 South Walnut Street
Appleton, WI 54911

Re:  Christopher H. Evenson, Court-Appointed Receiver on behalf of Wisconsin
Department of Revenue v. Leo E. Wanta, et al.
Case No. 96-CV-643

Dear Clerk:

Enclosed please find for filing the original "Notice of Motion and Motion to: 1. Strike Answer Filed
by Leo E. Wanta and Declare His Interest in Property; 2. Strike Answer Filed on Behalf of New
Republic/U.S.A, Financial Group and Entry of Judgment by Default or, in the alternative Entry of
Summary Judgment Against New Republic; 3. Direct Payment of Real Estate Taxes from Sale
Proceeds”, with attached Memorandum in Support of same. By copy of this letter a copy of the same
is herewith being served upon Leo E. Wanta and the counsel of record in this matter. Since Mr. Wanta
indicated in a recent filing with the Court that his mailing address is the Kettle Moraine Correctional
Institute, we are sending a separate copy to him at each address shown in the Notice.

Sincerely,

SIGMAN, JANSSEN, STACK, WENNING & SUTTER

Christopher H. Evenson
CHE/ljg
Enclosures

cc Attorney Roy G. Stohlman
Attorney Thomas O. Schultz
Mr. Leo E. Wanta
James R. Hill, S.C.
Attorney David A. Lange . &
\



STATE OF WISCONSIN CIRCUIT COURT OUTAGAMIE COUNTY
BRANCH I

CHRISTOPHER H. EVENSON, Court-Appeinted
Receiver on behalf of WISCONSIN
DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE

Petitioner,

"' PY
LEO E. WANTA, @ @ Case No. 96-CV-643

30405 - Other Real Estate
and

ASSOCIATED BANK, N.A,, f/k/a

First National Bank of Neenah,

NEW REPUBLIC/U.S.A. FINANCIAL GROUP LIMITED,
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

FIRST WISCONSIN NATIONAL BANK,
JAMES R. HILL, S.C.,

NORTHEAST PHOTOCOPY CO., INC.,
UNITED TRAVEL, N/K/A UNI TRAVEL,
ITT WORLD COMM,

WESTERN UNION TELEGRAPH CO., INC.,
F & M BANK,

TRAVEL DESIGN LTD.,

Respondents.

NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION TO:
1. STRIKE ANSWER FILED BY LEO E. WANTA AND
DECLARE HIS INTEREST IN PROPERTY;
2. STRIKE ANSWER FILED ON BEHALF OF NEW REPUBLIC/U.S.A.
FINANCIAL GROUP AND ENTRY OF JUDGMENT BY DEFAULT
or, in the alternative
ENTRY OF SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST NEW REPUBLIC;
3. DIRECT PAYMENT OF REAL ESTATE TAXES FROM SALE PROCEEDS

TO: Attorney Roy G. Stohiman Attorney Thomas O. Schultz
3019 West Spencer Street Columbus Bldg., Suite 141
Appleton, WI 54914 414 East Walnut Street
(Attorney for Respondents, Green Bay, WI 54301-5019
Western Union Telegraph and (Attorney for Respondent, First Wisconsin
ITT World Comm National Bank) \ b \QL(
L \J(

‘ /L// %\"" \@



Mr. Leo E. Wanta (/ J(b James R. Hill, S.C.

2717 Pearl Drive //y 831 East Gorham
Eau Claire, WI 54703 ) Madison, WI 53703

and VM | \

c/o Kettle Moraine
Correctional Institute
W9071 Forest Drive

P.O. Box 31

Plymouth, WI 53073-0031

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on Wednesday, January 15, 1997, at 10:30 o’clock a.m., or
as soon thereafter as counsel may be heard, the undersigned will appear before the Honorable
James T. Bayorgeon, Circuit Court Branch I, or any judge sitting in his stead in the Outagamie
County Justice Center in Appleton, Wisconsin, and upon the pleadings and the attached
Memorandum, will then and there present the following three motions to the Court:

it A Motion to strike the Answer filed by Leo E. Wanta and to declare that the
Petitioner’s status as receiver of the interest of Leo E. Wanta (hereinafter, "Wanta") on behalf of
the Wisconsin Department of Revenue does not require Wanta’s consent or permission in order
for the Petitioner to sell the subject property free and clear of any interest held by Wanta.

2. A Motion to strike the Answer filed on behalf of New Republic/U.S.A. Financial
Group Limited and for entry of judgment by default against said Respondent. The Answer
should be stricken for the reason that it was drafted and filed on behalf of this corporate entity
by Wanta, a person not authorized to appear as a matter of law on behalf of the corporation.

In the alternative, a Motion for the entry of a Summary Judgment in favor of the
Petitioner against New Republic/U.S.A. Financial Group Limited for the reason that said

corporation is a sham created by Wanta to avoid collection of taxes he owes the State of

.



Wisconsin, the same taxes the Petitioner is trying to collect, and all parties are barred by the
doctrine of issue preclusion from challenging that finding which was made by a jury in Dane
County Circuit Court Case No. 92 CF 683\(State of Wisconsin v. Leo E. Wanta).

3. A Motion seekiﬁg an Order that, immediately upon confirmation of the sheriff’s sale
by the Court, the sale proceeds shall be used to pay all outstanding real estate taxes then due,
and as they become due. This is necessary prior to resolution of any remaining disputes among
the parties in order to prevent the further reduction of funds available to the parties due to the
continued accrual of real estate taxes and interest.

Dated this _L day of December, 1996.

SIGMAN, JANSSEN, STACK, WENNING & SUTTER
Attorneys for the Petitioner, Christopher H.

Evenson, Court-Appointed Receiver on behalf of
Wisconsin Department of Revenue

By: /04/%?4 ?

Christopher H. Evenson
State Bar Code No. 1005982

POST OFFICE ADDRESS:
303 South Memorial Drive
Appleton, WI 54911

(414) 731-5201




STATE OF WISCONSIN CIRCUIT COURT
BRANCH |

'OUTAGAMIE COUNTY

CHRISTOPHER H. EVENSON, Court-Appointed
Receiver on behalf of WISCONSIN

DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE
Petitioner,
V.
LEO E. WANTA,
and

ASSOCIATED BANK, N.A,, f/k/a

First National Bank of Neenah,

NEW REPUBLIC/U.S.A. FINANCIAL GROUP LIMITED,
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

FIRST WISCONSIN NATIONAL BANK,
JAMES R. HILL, S.C.,

NORTHEAST PHOTOCOPY CO., INC.,
UNITED TRAVEL, N/K/A UNI TRAVEL,
ITT WORLD COMM,

WESTERN UNION TELEGRAPH CO., INC.,
F & M BANK,

TRAVEL DESIGN LTD.,

Respondents.

Case No. 96-CV-643

30405 - Other Real Estate

MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTIONS TO STRIKE ANSWERS OF
LEO E. WANTA AND NEW REPUBLIC/U.S.A. FINANCIAL GROUP LIMITED
(AND, IN THE ALTERNATIVE, FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST
NEW REPUBLIC) AND TO DIRECT PAYMENT OF REAL ESTATE TAXES

ANSWER OF LEO E. WANTA

The Respondent, Leo E. Wanta, was joined to this action to make certain he would

receive legal notice of the Petitioner’s effort to sell property of which he is a joint owner. He was

also joined to provide certainty to the chain of title by declaring the termination of his rights as

i



a record title holder. As a matter of law, his joinder is not absolutely necessary and he has no
basis for objecting to the sale, an objection he makes in the Answer he filed.

The law is clear as to the relationsl;ip between a debtor and a supplementary receiver
appointed to collect a debt, in‘this case a debt due the Wisconsin Department of Revenue. The
Supreme Court has said:

Upon his appointment the receiver stands in the shoes of the
debtor...Whatever rights of title and possession the debtor may have had
at the time of the receiver’s appointment went to the receiver,...
Nick v. Holtz, 237 Wis. 407, 411 (1941). The Court has restated this principie more recently.
One such case is C;ndee v. Egan, 84 Wis. 2d 348, 361, 267 N.W. 2d 890 (1978).

Although Mr. Wanta has the right to expect that his interests in the subject property will
be protected by the Receiver (see Nick v. Holtz, Supra.), he has no legal right to object to the
sale of this asset by the Receiver who, by virtue of his appointment, stands in the shoes of Mr.

Wanta as to his interest in the property.

ANSWER OF NEW REPUBLIC/U.S.A. FINANCIAL GROUP LIMITED

The Petitioner has alleged that New Republic is a sham entity and that the property may
be sold without regard to any interest that entity would appear to have by virtue of the
Assignments of Mortgage. (See Petition paragraph 4.) The Petition alleged that any interests
New Republic claims in the property must be disregarded either because New Republic has such
a unity of interest and ownership with Leo Wanta that it is merely his alter ego or, if found to be
a separate entity, was created by Leo Wanta for the purpose of hindering and defrauding the

Wisconsin Department of Revenue and other creditors in the collection of their lawful judgments

7



against him. Apparently consistent with that allegation, the Answer filed on behalf of New
Republic was executed by the Respondent, Leo E. Wanta, himself.

1. Leo Wanta Cannot Appear ;n Behalf of New Republic. The "Answer to Petition"
fled on behalf of New Repﬁblic is signed by “Sir Leo Emil Wanta" who is identified as the
“Managing Directeur [sic] and Directeur [sic] General" of the corporation. There is no indication
in the Answer that "Sir Leo Emil Wanta* is licensed to practice law in the State of Wisconsin.

Wisconsin Statutes §757.30(2) provides that any person who appears in a legal
proceeding on behalf of a corporation is engaged in the practice of law. Statute §757.30(1)
prohibits the practice of law except by a licensed attorney and provides possible fines and
imprisonment for anyone précticing law without a license.

The rule that only a member of the Wisconsin Bar (or someone accompanied by
a member of the Bar) may appear on behalf of another in State courts is set forth in various
Wisconsin cases. (See State v. Kasuboski, 87 Wis. 2d 407, 275 N.W. 2d 101 [Ct. App., 1978]
and State v. Olexa, 136 Wis. 2d 475, 402 N.W. 2d 733 [CL. App., 1987.])

Furthermore, the U.S. Court of Appeals has determined that the right to plead and
conduct one’s own case personally has never been understood to permit an individual to act on
behalf of a corporation which is a party. Strong Delivery Ministry Association v. Board of
Appeals, 543 F. 2d 32, 33-34 (7th Cir. 1976). The Seventh Circuit has also ruled that a non-
lawyer may not appear on behalf of a corporation, even if he or she is the sole equity investor

in the corporation. (See Scandia Down Corp. v. Euroquilt, Inc., 772 F. 2d 1423, 1427 [7th Cir.

1985].)



2. A Binding Determination Has Already Been Made Finding New Republic to be a

Sham. Regardless of the issue of representation by an attorney, the Answer filed on behalf of
New Republic must be stricken as a mattér of law pursuant to the doctrine of issue preclusion
as set forth by the Wisconsin Supreme Court in Northefn States Power Company v. Bugher, 189
Wis. 2d 541, 525 N.W. 2d 723 (1995) and Michelle T. v. Crozier, 173 Wis. 2d 681, 495 N.W. 2d
327. (1993).

A Criminal Complaint was filed against the Respondent, Leo E. Wanta, by the State
of Wisconsin in Dane County Circuit Court Case No. 92-CF-683. (A copy of the Criminal
Complaint is attached to this Memorandum. An original certified copy will be filed with the Court
at the hearing on the Petitioner’s Motions.) The Complaint alleges six counts against Leo E.
Wanta for income tax code violations under Chapter 71 of the Wisconsin Statutes. Counts 1 and
2 involved the filing of false income tax returns for 1988 and 1989. Gounts 3 through 6 each
alleged a felony charge of tax evasion and can be summarized as follows:

Count 3. That Leo Wanta concealed property upon which a levy was authorized

by purchasing an automobile in the name of New Republic-U.S.A. Financial Group
Limited, with the intent to evade collection of a tax.

Count 4. That Leo Wanta concealed property upon which a levy was authorized
by paying off two mortgages on the property which is the subject of this civil action
and having them assigned to New Republic/U.S.A. Financial Group Limited, with
the intent to evade collection of a tax.

Count 5. That Leo Wanta concealed property upon which a levy was éuthorized

by purchasing furniture in the name of New Republic/U.S.A. Financial Group



Limited for use in his home on the property which is the subject of this civil action,
with the intent to evade the collection of a tax.

Count 6. That Leo Wanta concealed property upon which a levy was authorized
by paying.off a Ford Motor Credit Company loan made to his son, Brian, and
seéured by a 1986 Ford Ranger pick-up truck and transferred title to that truck to
New Republic/U.S.A. Financial Group Limited, with the intent to evade the

collection of a tax.

The Criminal Complaint identifies the eight delinquent tax warrants that were the
basis for the tax evasion charges. A comparison of those warrants (listed_at page 5 of the
Compilaint) shows they are identical to the tax warrants the Petitioner seeks to collect (listed at
Petition paragraph 15).

The mortgage assignments to New Republic alleged to have been a means of tax
evasion (Criminal Count 4) are the very same assignments which constitute the only interest New
Republic claims in the property, as alleged in Paragraph 4 of the Petition.

In the Factual Basis in Support of Allegations portion of the Criminal Complaint, a Special
Tax Agent with the Wisconsin Department of Revenue described under oath the various
connections Leo Wanta had to New Republic inc!uding the following. (1) A bank account
opened in New York in the name of New Republic had three authorized signatures, Leo Wanta,
Christine Geissler (Wanta's daughter) and Frank B. Ingram (a name Geissler said Wanta used
on occasion). (2) Geissler said New Republic was an import-export business operated by her
father, Leo Wanta. (3) Leo Wanta personally delivered the cashier’s check to the attorney for
Associated Bank which paid the bank’s foreclosure judgments on his home. Wanta instructed

him to prepare mortgage assignments to New Republic and mail them to Wanta. (4) The agent’s

2
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investigation disclosed that property otherwise subject to levy by the Department of Revenue was
being concealed by Leo Wanta behind the corporate veil of New Republic/U.S.A. Financial
Group Limited. \

A jury trial was conduéted in Dane County Case No. 92-CF-683. The jury found Leo
Wanta guilty of those crimes alleged in Counts 3 through 6, all of which relied upon the
allegation that New Republic was essentially a sham created by Leo Wanta to evade the
collection of taxes. This included a guilty verdict on Count 4 which alleged that New Republic’s
interests in the subject property were created by Wanta for the purpose of tryihg to evade a tax
obligation. (A copy of the Judgment of Conviction and Sentence is attached. The original
certified copy will be filed with the Court at the time of the Motion hearing.)

A case supporting the position that the doctrine of issue preclusion bars a re-litigation of
the nature and status of New Republic is Michelle T. v. Crozier, Supra. In that case a twelve
member jury found Cecil Crozier guilty of second degree sexual assault of a minor, Michelle T.
Following Crozier’s criminal conviction, Michelle T.’s guardian ad litem filed a civil action against
him to recover damages from assault and battery and inflicting emotional distress. During his
opening statement in the civil proceeding, Crozier’s éttomey told the jury that Crozier would
testify to dispute the facts that supported the criminal conviction. In response, Michelle T. made
a Motion in Limine requesting that Crozier be collaterally estopped from testifying on that issue
contrary to the verdict rendered in the prior criminal prosecution.

The Supreme Court traced the development of collateral estoppel (which the Supreme
Court decided in Northern States Power Company, Supra., would be known as “issue

preclusion®). The Court noted there was a long history of the defensive use of issue preclusion;

7
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that is, the doctrine had been used by defendants to prevent a plaintiff from making a claim the
plaintiff had previously litigated and lost against another defendant. In 1979, the United States
Supreme Court extended the scope of the\doctrine to cases in which it was used offensively by
plaintiffs to prevent a defendant from relitigating an issue that had been lost in a prior action with-
another party. In Michelle T., the Wisconsin Supreme Court expressly declared it to be the law
in Wisconsin that the doctrine of issue preclusion can be used offensively.

To determine whether the offensive use of issue preclusion is appropriate, the Supreme
Court said it is necessary to balance the ‘competing goals of judicial efﬁciéncy and finality,
protection against repetitious or harassing litigation, and the right to litigate one’s claims before
ajury.” The Supreme Court said this balance should be made by considering some or all of five
factors. (173 Wis. 2d at 688-689.) Those factors, along with the Petitioner’s response, appear
below, and clearly demonstrate that the doctrine ought to apply in this present case.

(1) Could the party against whom preclusion is sought, as a matter of lJaw, have

obtained review of the judgment?

Leo Wanta was convicted of the six felony counts on May 11, 1995, and was
sentenced on November 20, 1995. The Petitioner understands that a Motion for Post-Conviction
Relief was filed with the Dane County Circuit Court in July 1996. The final brief is due
December 12. The jury’s factual findings were made nineteen months ago and have not been
overturned.

(2)  Is the question one of law that involves two distinct claims or intervening

contextual shifts in the law?

L



The two issues are the same. In the criminal action, Leo Wanta was found
guilty of evading taxes by, among other things, creating the very mortgage assignments in favor
of New Republic which the Petitioner is now trying to avoid. The corporation was a sham. In
this civil action, the Pe'titioner,A as Receiver for the Department of Revenue, seeks to collect the
taxes Leo Wanta was guilty of trying to evade by selling the subject property free and clear of
the liens Leo Wanta created in furtherance of his scheme.

(3 Do significant differences in the quality or extensiveness of proceedings
between the two courts warrant re-litigation of the issue?

The criminal trial was not a summary proceeding. The findings were made
by a jury at the completion of a trial on the six count Complaint.

(4) Have the burdens of persuasion shifted such that the party seeking
preclusion had a lower burden of persuasion in the first trial than in the second?

The burden of persuasion has changed but the lower burden is applicable
in this civil proceeding, not vice versa. For the jury to convict Leo Wanta, they were required
to find beyond a reasonable doubt that he had concealed property upon which a levy was
authorized with the intent to evade collection of the same tax the Petitioner is seeking to collect
in this action. (Wisconsin Statutes Section 71 .83(2)(b)(3)). The evasion alleged in Count 4 was
accomplished through payment of two existing mortgages and assignment to New Republic of
an interest in Leo Wanta’s property, an assignment the Petitioner seeks to avoid.

(5)  Arematters of public policy and individual circumstances involved that would
render the application of collateral estoppel to be fundamentally unfair, including inadequate

opportunity or incentive to obtain a full and fair adjudication in the initial action?

-8-
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This is not a case in which Leo Wanta had either inadequate opportunity or
incentive to challenge the allegations that New Republic was a sham being used by him to evade
taxes. The charges against him were eac}i a felony and the result was that he was sentenced
to prison for tax evasion for a ‘period of eight years (two years each for Counts 3-6 to be served
consecutively) plus six years of probation to follow for Counts 1 and 2.

As a matter of law, then, the doctrine of issue preclusion applies to this case such that
the Petitioner is entitled to have Leo Wanta barred from claiming New Republic has a valid
assignment of mortgages in the subject property, an issue previously litigated in the criminal
action.

Accordingly, the Petitioner is entitled to have Summary Judgment entered in his favor
finding that any rights New Republic has in the subject property are junior and subordinate to
the rights of the Petitioner, as receiver, in the same property.

PAYMENT OF REAL ESTATE TAXES FROM SALE PROCEEDS

It is the duty of the Petitioner to preserve as much equity as possible for the benefit of all
parties who have an interest in the subject property. Delinquent real estate taxes are a first lien
against the property and must be paid before any other party is entitled to receive proceeds from
the sale. Accordingly, to avoid waste through the continued erosion of the equity through the
accrual of taxes, the Petitioner asks the Court to permit payment of all real estate taxes as they
become due and owing out of the proceeds of the sale, pending a final resolution among the

parties as to the priority of the remaining proceeds after payment of these taxes.



#4
Dated this /¢~ day of December, 1996.

POST OFFICE ADDRESS:
303 South Memorial Drive
Appleton, WI 54911

(414) 731-5201

SIGMAN, JANSSEN, STACK, WENNING & SUTTER
Attorneys for the Petitioner, Christopher H.
Evenson, Court-Appointed Receiver on behalf of

Wisconsin Department of Revenue
& = 5

e -

Christepher H. Evenson
State Bar Code No. 1005982
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