Edward M. Daspin Case 3-16509 August 1, 2023

Final supplemental declaration in support of the reconsideration motion and in
support of the attached order #6 requesting that this commission inform
Congress of the changes required in the inhouse process to make that process
Constitutionally compliant.

In addition, order #7 requests that this for this Commission pay me the
compensation contained in Order #2, (as in a moment of weakness | previously
gave up the compensation.).

Dear Ms. Countryman:
| declare under the laws of the United States the following declaration statements made by me

are true to the best of my memory and knowledge. | know if | willfully represent that | am
subject to punishment.

the record demonstrates | have been the victim of Civil Rico violations including, but not
limited to, conspiracy by two SEC enterprises and their respective members to falsify concoct
disingenuous wrongdoing allegations against me and support them through a series of
predicate acts which the enterprise members initiated including subornation of perjury,
perjury, bribery, extortionist threats against my person by a Lockett member of the McGrath
Enterprise, obstruction of justice, defrauding a Federal judge and me by omission of the
material facts that the Dodd Frank Act has been used inhouse with malice of forethought to
violate most of the defendant’s Constitutional rights.

The list of 42 persons in the order dismissing of June 2, 2023 confirms the fact that the inhouse
process consists of the pattern(s) of racketeering through and with the support of some of the
Commissioners who knowingly permitted the predicate acts to continue and the violation of
defendants’ Constitutional rights that continue to endanger the rule of law, defame innocent
defendants, cause financial harm to those innocent defendants, and in some cases such as mine
cause the loss of life of those defendants and/or respective spouses.

These criminal enterprises’ members include some of SEC prosecutors, some of the inhouse
AUs of the SEC, and some members of the enforcement division that over time inflicted the
obstruction of justice against the defendants.

In my case even a non-lawyer with an 1Q of 100 could see that any Commission panel would
only need to spend four weeks to review the key documents which incontrovertibly proved that
I was not and could not be a control person. Despite that fact and because | believe that since
Judge Brenda Murray informed this Commission in her October 16, 2019 initial decision that
she believed | would not stop pursuing those SEC enterprise members that | alleged violated my
rights, it is apparent that this Commission’s panel on my case chose to obstruct my justice and




