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Edward Brinskele, Administrator  

MARIN INTERNATIONAL 

448 Ignacio Blvd., Suite 330 

Novato, California 94949 

Telephone: 415-717-8050 

Ed@MarinInternational.com 

Rebecca@MarinInternational.com 

 

 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT  

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

OAKLAND DIVISION 

 

Edward Brinskele, Sui Juris 

PLAINTIFF 

vs. 

 

JPMORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A.; 

WASHINGTON MUTUAL BANK; CLEAR 

RECON CORP; N.A.; DOES 1–10 

                         DEFENDANTS 

Case No.: 25-CV-5934 

COMPLAINT FOR FRAUDULENT 

FORECLOSURE, RACKETEERING, AND 

GOVERNMENT-CORPORATE 

CONSPIRACY TO DEPRIVE PROPERTY 

WITHOUT DUE PROCESS  

With Claims Arising Under RICO, Bivens, 

FOIA, the APA, and the U.S. Constitution 

DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 

  

 

 

COMPLAINT (SECOND AMENDED) 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

1. Plaintiff Edward Brinskele brings this action against JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. ("Chase") 

and its predecessor Washington Mutual Bank ("WaMu") for mortgage fraud, wrongful 

foreclosure, breach of contract, and violations of federal and state law. 

2. Plaintiff is a U.S. National who is not an employee, resident, or citizen of the United States 

Corporation; he seeks a common law jury trial before a constitutionally constituted court. 

3. Plaintiff requests compensatory, declaratory, and injunctive relief for Defendants’ fraudulent 

conduct relating to his mortgage loan and foreclosure proceedings, and for Defendants’ 

collusion with the Internal Revenue Service ("IRS") in maintaining false federal tax liens that 

impaired his credit and property rights. 

II. PARTIES  

4. Plaintiff. Edward Brinskele resides in Nicasio, California, and serves as trustee for the owners of 

the real property located at 12200 Pt. Reyes Petaluma Road, Nicasio, CA (the "Property").  5. 

Defendant Chase. Chase Bank, N.A. is a national banking association headquartered in New York, 

New York, and is the successor in interest to WaMu’s mortgage assets. 6. Defendant WaMu. 

Washington Mutual Bank was a federally chartered savings bank headquartered in Seattle, 

Washington. In or about 2008, the FDIC transferred substantially all of WaMu’s assets and liabilities 

to Chase. 6A. Defendant Clear Recon Corp is a national banking association and foreclosure trustee 

that, at Chase’s direction, recorded the notice of default and other foreclosure documents referenced 
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herein. Clear Recon Corp maintains its principal office in San Diego, California, and conducts 

foreclosure activities in California pursuant to Cal. Civ. Code § 2924 et seq. 

III. JURISDICTION & VENUE  

7. Federal question jurisdiction. This Court has subject matter jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1331 

because the action arises under, inter alia, the Truth in Lending Act ("TILA"), Real Estate Settlement 

Procedures Act ("RESPA"), Home Ownership and Equity Protection Act ("HOEPA"), and Fair 

Credit Reporting Act ("FCRA"). 8. Supplemental jurisdiction. The Court has supplemental 

jurisdiction over state law claims pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1367. 9. Venue. Venue is proper in this 

District under 28 U.S.C. § 1391(b) because a substantial part of the events or omissions giving rise to 

the claims occurred here and the Property is situated here. 

IV. FACTUAL BACKGROUND 10. Origination (2001). WaMu originated a 30 year, subprime, 

negatively amortizing mortgage loan secured by the Property at an interest rate of 6.625% (the 

"Loan"). 11. WaMu misrepresentations. During origination, WaMu inflated Plaintiff’s stated income, 

misrepresented key terms, and failed to disclose the nature and risks of negative amortization. 12. 

Chase acquisition & modification (2008 – 2023). Chase acquired the Loan in 2008, preserved the 

6.625% rate, and unilaterally extended the term to 40 years. In 2023, Chase finally reduced the rate to 

2.4% but provided no credit for the more than $700,000 in excess interest already paid; the 

outstanding principal remains nearly equal to the original balance. Upon information and belief, any 

post-2014 modification or refinancing of Plaintiff’s loan failed to comply with the Ability to Repay 

requirements codified at Regulation Z, 12 C.F.R. § 1026.43. Plaintiff reserves the right to amend this 
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Complaint to plead ATR specific claims after discovery. 12B. LIBOR manipulation. WaMu—then a 

USD LIBOR panel bank—participated in the international cartel that submitted false rate quotes 

between at least 2000 and 2010. Consequently, the benchmark used to price Plaintiff’s 6.625% 

“market” rate was artificially skewed upward by an estimated 7–35 basis points, adding 

approximately $15,000–$35,000 in excess interest through June 2025. This pattern of deception 

further supports Plaintiff’s fraud, TILA disclosure, and RICO claims. 12C. 2008 financial crisis 

misconduct. WaMu’s aggressive subprime and option ARM lending, coupled with Chase’s 

acquisition of those toxic assets, directly contributed to the 2008 banking crisis that drove WaMu into 

FDIC receivership and forced its sale to Chase. Chase itself accepted billions in federal TARP bailout 

funds and, in the wake of that bailout, offered Plaintiff a “take it or leave it” modification that 

capitalized disputed fees and charges into principal, further inflating the Loan balance and prolonging 

negative amortization. This crisis also revealed that WaMu and Chase used Plaintiff’s signature to 

create and sell derivative financial instruments which were never disclosed to Plaintiff, nor was 

Plaintiff ever compensated for such use. 12D. National Mortgage Settlement non-compliance. In 

2012 Chase entered into the $25 billion National Mortgage Settlement (“NMS”) with the U.S. 

Department of Justice and 49 states. Under Exhibit D of that consent judgment, Chase was required 

to offer principal reduction, interest-rate relief, or other loan-modification benefits to eligible 

borrowers holding negatively amortizing or underwater WaMu loans—precisely the loan profile at 

issue here. Public compliance reports from the independent NMS monitor (2013-2016) show Chase 

repeatedly failed to meet borrower-outreach and modification benchmarks. Plaintiff never received 

an NMS review or any principal reduction offer, despite meeting the settlement’s eligibility criteria. 

Chase’s omission deprived Plaintiff of tens of thousands of dollars in relief and further evidences 
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Defendants’ pattern of servicing abuse and deceptive practices. 12E. Missing Loan Records and 

Fraudulent Ownership Claims. In 2025, Chase's records custodian, Steve Brooks (Executive 

Director), confirmed that Chase possesses no records of payments made between 2001 and 2008, and 

that it lacks any original loan documents or promissory note executed with WaMu. No proof of 

lawful ownership or assignment has been produced by Chase. Despite this absence of evidence, 

Chase has proceeded with foreclosure and claims ownership rights without supporting 

documentation. Plaintiff demands that Chase admit or deny whether any such records exist and if not, 

explain the legal basis for foreclosure. 13. Servicing misconduct. Chase misapplied payments, levied 

unlawful fees, and capitalized unpaid interest contrary to contractual and statutory requirements. 14. 

Foreclosure efforts. Notwithstanding Plaintiff’s attempts to cure or refinance, Chase recorded a notice 

of default and commenced foreclosure proceedings on the Property. 15. IRS collusion. 

Simultaneously, Chase and IRS officials—including Benjamin King, Allie Green, Adrienne Zack, 

and others—maintained knowingly void federal tax liens, destroying Plaintiff’s credit and blocking 

refinancing, thereby facilitating foreclosure. 16. Evidentiary Filing Notice. Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 

10(c) and Civil L.R. 7-5, Plaintiff will file a separate evidentiary brief—together with authenticated 

exhibits and a request for judicial notice—within 21 days of service of this Complaint. The practices 

described herein reflect not only specific violations against Plaintiff but systemic misconduct that 

undermines the public policy goals of transparency, accountability, and fairness in foreclosure 

proceedings. Courts have consistently held that noncompliance with statutory foreclosure safeguards 

offends the integrity of the judicial process and warrants equitable relief. 
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Defendants’ failure to record or produce valid assignments, endorsements, or note 

ownership documentation also violates California’s recording statutes, including 

Cal. Civ. Code §§ 1213 and 1214, which protect bona fide purchasers and ensure 

that interests in real property are properly disclosed and prioritized in the public 

record. 

 

V. CLAIMS FOR RELIEF 

(Counts are pleaded in the alternative where not inconsistent.)  

Count I – Mortgage Fraud (¶¶ 17–18) 17. Defendants made material misrepresentations and 

omissions during loan origination and servicing. 18. Plaintiff suffered substantial financial and 

emotional harm as a proximate result. 

Count II – Wrongful Foreclosure (¶¶ 19–20) 19. Defendants initiated foreclosure without legal 

authority or proper notice. 20. Plaintiff incurred financial losses and emotional distress. 

Count III – Breach of Contract & Covenant of Good Faith (¶¶ 21–22) 21. Defendants failed to 

perform contractual obligations and violated the implied covenant of good faith and fair dealing. 

22. Plaintiff has sustained measurable damages. 

Count IV – Violations of TILA, RESPA & HOEPA (¶¶ 23–24) 23. Defendants failed to provide 

required disclosures and engaged in deceptive lending practices. 24. Plaintiff incurred statutory and 

actual damages. 

Count V – Civil Conspiracy (¶¶ 25–26) 25. Defendants acted in concert to defraud Plaintiff 

throughout origination and foreclosure. 26. Plaintiff suffered economic and non-economic harm. 
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Count VI – Unjust Enrichment (¶¶ 27–28) 27. Defendants realized profits from the Loan 

disproportionate to any value provided. 28. Equity requires disgorgement. 

Count VII – Declaratory Judgment (¶ 29) 29. Plaintiff seeks a declaration that (a) the mortgage is 

void due to fraud and lack of consideration and (b) the foreclosure proceedings are unlawful. 

Count VIII – Tortious Interference with Prospective Economic Advantage (¶¶ 30–31) 

30. Defendants, in collusion with the IRS, intentionally interfered with Plaintiff’s refinancing efforts. 

31. Plaintiff suffered direct economic harm. 

Count IX – Expanded Civil Conspiracy (¶¶ 32–33) 32. Defendants and IRS agents conspired to 

employ fraudulent tax liens to facilitate foreclosure. 33. The conspiracy inflicted lasting financial and 

emotional damage. 

Count X – FCRA Violations (¶¶ 34–35) 34. Defendants furnished and relied upon false credit 

information without reasonable investigation. 35. Plaintiff’s credit and reputation were severely 

harmed. 

Count XI – Intentional Infliction of Emotional Distress (¶¶ 36–37) 36. Defendants’ conduct was 

extreme and outrageous. 37. Plaintiff endured significant psychological injury. 

Doe Defendants & IRS Officials (¶¶ 38–42) 38. Plaintiff incorporates all prior paragraphs. 39. IRS 

officials—including Benjamin King, Allie Green, Adrienne Zack, and unnamed agents—willfully 

maintained false tax liens. 40. The U.S. Court of Appeals declared the underlying excise tax illegal in 
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2006. 41. IRS Notice 2006-50 confirmed the tax’s illegality and promised to cease collection. 42. IRS 

agents ignored this mandate, continuing enforcement with Chase’s assistance. 

Count XII – Constitutional Tort (Bivens – Due Process) (¶¶ 43–45) 43. IRS officials violated 

Plaintiff’s Fifth Amendment rights by enforcing knowingly invalid liens. 44. These actions deprived 

Plaintiff of property and credit. 45. Plaintiff is entitled to Bivens relief. 

Count XIII – Abuse of Process (¶¶ 46–47) 46. Chase and IRS agents misused lawful process to 

achieve foreclosure for ulterior purposes. 47. Plaintiff sustained damages. 

Count XIV – APA & FOIA Violations (¶¶ 48–50) 48. IRS enforcement continued in defiance of 

Notice 2006-50. 49. FOIA and administrative lien-removal requests were ignored. 50. Defendants’ 

conduct violated the Administrative Procedure Act and Freedom of Information Act. 

Count XV – Fraud on the Court (¶¶ 51–53) 51. IRS attorneys knowingly misrepresented material 

facts and law in prior proceedings. 52. Such actions tainted judicial outcomes. 53. This constitutes 

fraud on the court under Hazel-Atlas. 

Count XVI – Unlawful Collection Under Void Judgment (¶¶ 54–55) 54. IRS continued to enforce 

a judgment issued without jurisdiction. 55. Enforcement under void judgments violates due process. 

VI. DAMAGES (¶¶ 56–57) 

56. As a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ conduct, Plaintiff has suffered the following 

non-exclusive categories of harm: a. Overpaid interest: Approximately $700,000 in excess interest 
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from 2001–2023 (see Damages Schedule A). b. Lost opportunity cost: Approximately $927,000, 

representing the future value of the over-payments compounded annually at 4 %. c. 

Negative-amortization impact: Approximately $85,000 in principal that should have been retired 

but for Defendants’ misconduct. d. Credit impairment / refinancing losses: Estimated $250,000 in 

increased borrowing costs and lost credit opportunities. e. LIBOR overcharge: Estimated $15,000–

$35,000 in additional interest attributable to benchmark manipulation by WaMu and its cartel 

partners. f. Emotional distress: Not less than $500,000 for severe psychological injuries. g. 

Statutory damages: Amounts available under TILA, HOEPA, RESPA, and FCRA. h. Punitive 

damages: An amount sufficient to punish and deter similar misconduct. 

57. Plaintiff therefore seeks total compensatory damages of not less than $2.55 million, plus 

statutory and punitive damages to be determined by the trier of fact. 

VII. DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL (¶ 58) 

58. Pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 38, Plaintiff demands a trial by jury on all issues so 

triable. 

VIII. PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respectfully prays for judgment as follows: 

1. Compensatory damages in an amount to be proven at trial, but not less than $2.55 million; 

2. Statutory damages under TILA, RESPA, HOEPA, and FCRA; 3. Restitution or disgorgement of all 
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ill-gotten gains; 4. Declaratory relief voiding or reforming the mortgage and cancelling foreclosure 

instruments; 5. Injunctive relief enjoining any further foreclosure activity and directing removal of 

fraudulent tax liens; 6. Punitive damages sufficient to punish and deter; 7. Attorneys’ fees and costs 

of suit; and 8. Such other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper. 9. An order quieting 

title in favor of Plaintiff, pursuant to California Code of Civil Procedure § 760.010 et seq., declaring 

that Defendants have no valid interest, lien, or claim against the subject property and directing that 

title be vested solely in Plaintiff free and clear of any cloud, encumbrance, or adverse claim asserted 

by Defendants. 

 

Dated: August 1, 2025 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

 

                                                ____________________________ 

Edward Brinskele, Sui Juris 

448 Ignacio Blvd., Suite 330 

Novato, CA 94949 

415-717-8050 

Ed@MarinInternational.com 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

OAKLAND DIVISION 

Case No.: (to be assigned) 

Declaration of Edward Brinskele 
 

Edward Brinskele 

Mailing Address: 

448 Ignacio Blvd., #330 

Novato, CA 94949 

415-717-8050 

August 1, 2025 

I, Edward Brinskele, the living man, declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United 

States that the following is true and correct: 

1. I am a DEFENDANT in the above-captioned action, and I am familiar with the facts and 

circumstances stated herein. 

2. I, Edward Brinskele, have personal knowledge of the facts contained in the attached 

COMPLAINT FOR FRAUDULENT FORECLOSURE, RACKETEERING, AND 

GOVERNMENT-CORPORATE CONSPIRACY TO DEPRIVE PROPERTY 

WITHOUT DUE PROCESS and declare that facts cited therein are true and correct. 

Executed on August 1, 2025 

 

 

_________________________ 

Edward Brinskele 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

Case No.: 25-cv-5934 

Edward Brinskele, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A., Washington Mutual Bank, and Clear Recon Corp, N.A., 

Defendants. 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I, Edward Brinskele, hereby certify that on August 1, 2025, I served a true and correct copy of the 

following documents: 

• Verified Complaint for Mortgage Fraud, Wrongful Foreclosure, and Constitutional 

Violations 

• Evidentiary Notice 

• Demand Letter to Clear Recon Corp  

by United States Mail, first-class postage prepaid, and by electronic mail (where available) to the 

following individuals and entities: 

Sanders Roberts LLP / for JP Morgan Chase Bank, N.A. 

Oluwatobi Agbelemose 

515 South Flower, 24th Floor 

Los Angeles, California 90071 

OAgbelemose@SandersRoberts.com 

 

 

CT Corporation System 

Registered Agent for Chase 

330 N. Brand Blvd., Suite 700 

Glendale, CA 91203 

 

 

Case 3:25-cv-05934-EMC     Document 8     Filed 08/01/25     Page 13 of 15

mailto:OAgbelemose@SandersRoberts.com


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

 

 

BRINSKELE V. CHASE / COMPLAINT FOR FRAUDULENT FORECLOSURE, RACKETEERING, AND GOVERNMENT-

CORPORATE CONSPIRACY TO DEPRIVE PROPERTY WITHOUT DUE PROCESS 

14 

 

Washington Mutual Bank (former) 

THERESA M MARCHLEWSKI, Registered Agent  

9200 OAKDALE AVENUE N1107101  

CHATWWORTH, CA 91311 

executive.office@chase.com 

 

Clear Recon Corp 

Casper Rankin, Registered Agent 

3333 Camino Del Rio South, Suite 225 

San Diego, CA 92108 

Phone: (866) 931-0036 

crcinfo@clearreconcorp.com 

 

(THE FOLLOWING RECIPIENTS ARE FOR NOTICE ONLY) 

Attorney General of the United States 

The Hon. Pam Bondi (Acting in related capacity) 

U.S. Department of Justice 

950 Pennsylvania Avenue NW 

Washington, DC 20530-0001 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Attn: Kash Patel, Head of Bureau 

935 Pennsylvania Avenue NW 

Washington, DC 20535-0001 

California Attorney General 

Rob Bonta 

California Department of Justice 

1300 I Street, Suite 1740 

Sacramento, CA 95814-2919 

Email: attorneygeneral@doj.ca.gov 

California Department of Real Estate 

Attn: Commissioner Doug McCauley 

1651 Exposition Blvd. 

Sacramento, CA 95815 

Email: commissioner@dre.ca.gov 
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I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America that the foregoing is 

true and correct. 

Executed on this 1st day of August 2025. 

 

 

 

Signature: ______________________________ 

Edward Brinskele, Sui Juris 

448 Ignacio Blvd., Suite 330 

Novato, CA 94949 

Email: Ed@MarinInternational.com 

Phone: (415) 717-8050 
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