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4. You cannot find a qualified judge. All judges must be ph:mul!y prmt on territory under the exclusive territorial
jurisdiction of the United States and if they do not meet the qualifications, they are guilty of a high misdemeanor and
not only must recuse themselves from the case, but can also become “de facto” officers whose judgments are void

when properly challenged.

E-.-aryduﬁmjwfgn sﬁaﬂmﬁdzm ﬁha&ﬂdﬁarmafﬁ&a dr.r:r-‘nuﬁr which he is appointed, and for

nding ago : fon shal] be decrme: g high misdemeanor, (Mar. 3, 1911, ch. 231,
1, 3!5.5!!&.!. fﬂﬂ'?asdmmdad.ﬁ;ﬁr 3|'.'-'F I.'F'.."J ch. 2!&, 38 -Sfl'c'.'-l'- .ﬁ'&ﬂ WI@FMMW 3, 1915, ch.
100; § 1, 38 Stat. 961; Apr. 11, 1916, ch. 64, § I, 39 Stat. 48: Feb. 26, 1917, ch. 938, 39 Stat, 938; Feb.
26, 1919.ch. 30, §§ 1, 2, 40 Stat. 1183; Sept. 14, 1922, ch. 306, 42 Stat. 837, 838: Jan. 16, 1925, ch. 83,
& 3, 43 Sear. 752; Feb. 16, 1925, ch. 233, §§ 2, 3, 43 Stat. 946; Mar. 2. 1925, ch. 397, §§ 1-3, 43 Stal.
1098: Mar. 3, 1927, eh. 207, 44 Sear. 1346; Mar. 3, 1927, ch. 298, 44 Stat, 1347; Mar. 3, 1927, ch. 300,
44 Srat. 1348; Mar. 3, 1927, ¢h. 332, 44 Stpt, 1370; Mar. 3, 1927, ch. 336, §§ 1, 2, 44 Stat. 1372; Mar.
3, 1927, ch 338, 44 Star, 1374; Mar, 3, 1927, ch. 344, 44 star. 1380; Apr. 21, 1928, ch. 393, § 5, 45 Stat.
439; May 29, 1928, ch. 882, 45 Stat. 974; Jan. 17, 1929, ch. 72, 45 Stat. 1081; Feb. 26, 1929, ch. 334,
45 Stat, 1317; Feb. 26. 1929, ch. 337, 45 Stat. 1319; Feb. 28, 1929, ch. 138, 45 Stat. 1344; Feb, 28,
1929, ch. 380, 45 Stat. 1409; May 28, 1930, ch. 346, 46 Stat. 431; June 27, 1930, ch. 633, 46 Stal, 819;
June 27, 1930, ch. 635, 46 Stat, 820; July 3, 1930, ch. 852, 46 Stat. 1006; Feb. 20, (931, ch. 244, 46
Sitar. 1196: Feb. 20, 1931, ch. 245, 46 Stat. 1197; Feb. 25, 1931, ch. 296, 46 Stat. 1417; May 20, 1931,
ch. 196, 47 Stat. 161; Aug. 2, 1935, ch. 425, §§ 1, 2, 3, 49 Stat. 508; Aug. 19, 1935, ch. 558, §§ 1, 2, 49
Stat, 659; Aug. 28, 1935, ch. 793, 49 Stat. 945; June 5, 1936, ch. 515, §§ 1-3, 49 Stat. 1476, 1477 June
15, 1936, ch. 544, 49 Stat. 1491 June 16, 1936, ch, 585, § I, 49 Sta. 1523; szz 1936, ch. 693,.49
Stat. 1804; June 22, 1936, ch. 694, 49 Stat. 1804; June 22, 1936, ch. 696, 49 Stat. 1806: Aug. 25, 1937,
ch. 771, § 1, 50 Stat. 805; Mar. 18, 1938, ch. 47, 52 Stat, 110: May 31, 1938, ch. 290, §§ 4, 6, 52 Stat.
585; June 20, 1938, ch. 528, 52 Stat. 780; Jan. 20, 1940, ch. 11, 54 Stat. 16; May 24, 1940, Ch. 209, § 2
(C), 54 Stat. 220; June 8, 1940, ch. 282, 54 Stat. 233; Nov. 27, 1940. ch. 920, § 1, 34 Stat. [216.)
fudicial Code of 1940, Section 1, pp. 2453-2454, Exhibit 3]

5. Theze is no way to lawfully assemble either a judicial officer or & jury who do not have a conflict of interest and who
are not federal *employees” or “public officers™ receiving benefits directly derived from the taxes thet are the subject
of this procecding, in violation of 28 U.S.C. §144, 28 U.S.C. §455, 18 U.S.C. §201, and 1B U.B.C. §208. There ia no
federal territory proximate to the Diistrict Court where trial would be held, and the legitimate jury pool is not selected
from these persons enyway.

Corpus Juris Secundum Legal Encyclopediz, Territories
1. Definitions, Nature, and Distfirctions

"The word ‘territory,' when used to designate a political organization has a distinctive, fixed, and
legal meaning under the political institutions of the United Statey, and does not necessarily include all
the territorial possessions of the United States, but may include only the portions theregf which are
organized and exercise governmental functions under act of congress."

"While the term ‘ferritory' is often loosely used, and has even been eonstrued to include municipal
subdivisions of a tervifory, and territories of the' United States iv sometimes used fo refer to the entire
domain over which the United States exercises dominion, the word ‘territory,” when used fo devignate a
political organization, has a distinctive, fixed, and legal meaning under the political institutions of the
United States, and the term Yerritory' or ‘territories’ does not necessarily include only a portion or the
portions thereof which are organized and exercize government functions under acts of congress. The
ferm ‘territories' has been defined to be political subdivisions of the outlying dominion of the United
States, and in this sense the term territory' s nol a deseription of a definite area of land but of a political
unil governing and being governed as such. The guestion whether a particular subdivision or entity is a
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territory is not determined by the particular form of government with which it is, more or less
temporarily, invested.

"Territories’ or 'territory’ as including 'state' or 'states.” While the term 'territories of the' United
States may, under certaln circumstances, include the states of the Union, as used in the federal
Constitution and in ordinary acts of congress "territory" does not include a foreign state.

s used in this title, the term 'territories’ generally refers to the political subdivisions created by
congress, and not within the boundaries of any of the several states."
[86 C.J.S. Territories, Section 1: Definitions, Nature, and Distinction]’

6. You cannot invoke the jurisdiction of any federal law against a “gtateless person” and a “nonresident alien” party
without scrupulously complying with the requirements of the Minimum Contacts Doctrine. I am a “stateless person™
and a “ransient foreigner” with a legal domicile not within any “State” as defined in 28 U.S.C. §1332(d) , 4 US.C.
§110(d), or 26 U 1(a)(10). See Newman-Gree 1fonso Larrain, 490 U.S. 826 (1989) for a description of
the implications of being a “stateless person”. All such “stateless persons” are not subject to the jurisdiction of any
federal court because domiciled outside of the general jurisdiction of the federal government unless they either
misrepresent their citizenship status or conduct commerce within the legislative jurisdiction of the sovereign. Neither
can the provisions of the Minimum Contacts Doctrine (see International Shoe Co. vi-Washington,~326-U.S.- 310"
(1945)), be invoked to draw me into the jurisdiction of the Article IV District Court, because it has never been my
intention “purposefully avail” myself of commerce within the legislative jurisdiction of the Federal Government
pursuant to 28 U.S,C. §1605(a)(2), but instead to AVOID being compelled to conduct such commerce in violation of
the First Amendment to the United States Constitution, Every man has a right to:

6.1, Protect his own property.

6.2. Prevent it from being unlawfully converted from “private property” to property devoted to a “public use”.

6.3. Prevent efforts to constructively STEAL his property by third parties illegally cooperating in racketeering
effected through “selective enforcement” by the IRS.

6.4. Prevent his private property from being used in unlawful activities, such as bribing public officials.

7. The District Court has no Article IIl jurisdiction. There has never been an enactment of Congress in the Statutes at

Large that confer any kind of Constitutional Article III powers upon either the judge or the court. Without such.

powers, all the court can enforce is federal law, and it cannot involve itself in CONSTITUTIONAL diversity of

citizenship found in Article III, Section 2, rather than STATUTORY diversity (between territories) found in 28 U.S.C.

§1332. Therefore, the judge cannot lawfully assert any subject matter jurisdiction. This is exhaustively proven with

EVERY enactment of Congress relating to the Judiciary in the following:

What Happened to Justice?

http://sedm.org/Iteminfo/Ebooks/WhatHapplustic lappJustice.

8. You are attempting to penalize me for exercising my right to own, exclusively control, and protect my private property.

"It is an unconstitutional violation of due process to penalize a person for exercising a protected right such as that of

owning and exclusively controlling his property:

"Due process of law is violated when the government vindictively attempts to penalize a person for
exercising a protected statutory or constitutional right. i
[United States v. Conkins, 9 F.3d 1377, 1382 (9th Cir. 1993)]

"It is an unconstitutional deprivation of due process for the government to penalize a person merely
because he has exercised a protected statutory or constitutional right. United States v. Goodwin, 457
U.S. 368, 372, 102 5.CY. 2485, 2488, 73 L.Ed.2d 74 (1982)."

[People of Territory of Guam v. Fegurgur, 800 F.2d 1470 (9th Cir. 1986)]

“A judgment rendered in violation of due process is void in the rendering State and is not entitled to full

faith and credit elsewhere.”

[Pennoyer v. Neff; 95 U.S. 714, 732-733 (1878)]
NS e
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9. All of the statutes cited as authority by the DOJ do NOT have implementing regulations which would allow them to be
enforced against members of the general public present within states of the Union, as required by the Federal Register
Act, 44 U.S,C. §1505 and the Administrative Procedures Act, § U.S.C. §553. Consequently, these statutes may only
be enforced against persons specifically exempted from the requirement for implementing regulations found in 44
U.S.C. §1505(a) and 5 U.S.C, §553(a) .

10. In order for the indictment to be proper, the U.S. Attorney must satisfy ONE of the following two requirements, and he _

has not satisfied either. He must satisfy these requirements because he cannot lawfully prescribe a “penalty” such as a

criminal indictment without implementing regulations, pursuant to 26 CFR §601.702(a)(2)(ii) and 5 U.S.C. §552(a)(1):

10.1. Must allege and prove that I am a member of one or more of the groups specifically exempted from the
requirement for implementing regulations found in 44 U.S.C. §1505(a) and 5 U.S.C. §553(a).

10.2. Must produce implementing regulations published in the Federal Register authorizing the enforcement of EACH
statute cited as authority in the indictment against persons domiciled in states of the Union.

11. The government may not use the excuse that the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized but not reguired to publish '

implementing regulations pursuant to 26 U.S.C. §7805(a), because:

11.1. Neither the Secretary of the Treasury nor the DOJ has any lawful delegated authority to waive the positive law
requirements of either the Federal Register Act or the Administrative Procedures Act for persons and places
outside the territorial and legislative jurisdiction of the federal government in states of the Union who are
protected by the Bill of Rights and the Constitutional requirement for “reasonable notice” through publication in
the Federal Register, ' 6

11.2. Neither the Secretary of the Treasury nor the DOJ can lawfully waive the requirement for “reasonable notice” to
the PRIVATE public domiciled in states of the Union of the laws they will be required to be subject to. The

Federal Register is the ONLY mechanism for satisfying this constitutional requirement. This is exhaustively

covered in the following pamphlet included in Enclosure (16):

Requirement for Reasonable Notice, Form #05.022
[Forms/MemLaw/ReasonableNotice.pdf

11.3. Neither the Secretary of the Treasury nor the DOJ can lawfully cite “prima facie” law to trump “positive law”, 1
U.S.C. §204 says the entire Title 26, Internal Revenue Code is “presumed” law, and:
11.3.1. “presumption” is neither evidence nor a lawful substitute for evidence.
11.3.2. - Presumption may not be used to prejudice constitutionally guaranteed rights.

(1) [8:4993] Conclusive presumptions affecting protected interests: A conclusive presumption may be
defeated where its application would impair a party's constitutionally-protected liberty or property
interests. In such cases, conclusive presumptions have been held to violate a party's due process and
equal protection rights. [Vlandis v. Kline (1973) 412 U.S. 441, 449, 93 8.Ct 2230, 2235; Clevelend
Bed. of Ed. v, LaFleur (1974) 414 US 632, 639-640, 94 S.Ct. 1208, 1215-presumption under Minois law
that unmarried fathers are unfit violates process]
[Ru zroup Practice Guide-Federal Civil Trials and Evid,

4. SINCERE APOLOGY ABOUT 1997 FILING

It has come to my attention that the government has indicted the Social Security Trust Fund and Trustee with the all capital
letters name, for fraud in connection with a 1997 federal income tax return filed in the idemsonans of my name. This
section shall explain the mens rea surrounding that event in order to exonerate obvious misperceptions that have since
transpired. Below is a summary of facts relating to that milestone event as I understand them;

1. The 1040X was submitted under an IRS form 2848 Power of Attorney between myself and American Rights Litigators
(ARL).

2. The 1040X was submitted by accredited, state-licensed tax professionals upon whose advice and opinion I heavily
relied, including one attorney and one CPA. At that time, I did not have the legal expertise, time, skills, nor
cducational attainment necessary as a working artist in order to effectively question or even analyze the legalities of the
recommendations of ENSEE.: SN sbout the filing of that submission. My level of legal knowledge
has since matured considerably and consequently, I now realize what I didn’t realize at the time, that the approach they

T ———————————
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advocated to me was injurious, unwise, and possibly illegal. IfT had been possessed of the same level of knowledge at

that time, I would have reached the same conclusions, i
3. The occasion of that submission was a response to wrongful withholding of carnings by my business associates
connected to my activities within the entertainment industry. :
3.1. At the time, I was not engaged in “compensation for services” as defined in 26 U.S.C. §61(a)(1) nor “personal
services” as defined in 26 U.S.C, §861(a)(3)(C)(i), 26 CFR §1.469-9, or 26 CFR §1.162-7. All such “services”

and “personal services” relate to services performed by a Social Security business trust in connection with a-

“trade or business” as defined in 26 U.S.C. §7701(a)(26) and I was never voluntarily or knowingly engaged in a
“trade or business” as legally defined, If you disagree, please rebut the questions at the end of Enclosure (2),
Subenclosure (9) entitled “The Trade or Business Scam”, :
3.2. 1 sincerely believe the studio I was working for had wrongfully and illegally withheld the amounts sought to be
refunded because:
3.2.1, I was not engaged in a “trade or business”.

3.2.2. EBstimated tax payments were made by my retained CPA’s in New York for the 1997 tax year but I was not

aware of those withholdings. I believe that the provisions of law that my retained CPA’s were relying
upon for those estimated tax withholdings were not applicable to my situation, because it was my
understanding at that time that the ONLY method by which a person who is not a “public official” such as
myself can earn “wages” as legally defined in 26 U.S.C. §3401(a) or “taxable income” is to voluntarily
identify it as such on IRS forms. If you disagree, please rebut the evidence and admissions at the end of the
following pamphlet included within Enclosure (16): '

Why Your Government is Either a Thief or you are a “Public Official” for Income Tax Purposes, Form

#05.008
/Forms/MemLaw/WhyThiefOrEmployee.pdf

3.3. BEven though these estimated tax payments were in the custody of the government at the time, they did not
constitute “public property”, but simply a temporary loan of “private property” of myself in the temporary
custody and the trusteeship and care of the government. It would be unlawful for the government to take
awnership over the proceeds of unlawfully and involuntarily remitted earnings, because doing so would constitute
involvement in money laundering in violation of 18 U.S.C. §1956. Consequently, the only lawful and proper way
to’ classify those finds at the time was “private property” in the temporary care and custody of the U.S.
govemnment. The Internal Revenue Code does NOT and cannot prescribe what to do with unlawfully remitted
payments, because it cannot condone or further any unlawful effort. Consequently, the return of unlawfully and
involuntarily remitted earnings could not properly be the subject of a lawful “refund” request under the LR.C..
Only lawfully remitted earnings could be subject to a “refind”. Therefore, the submission you received was not a
“refund” in the ordinary sense, regardless of what form it may have been submitted on. The activities of my

retained CPA's in making estimated tax payments was authorized under blanket power of attorney but I did not

specifically authorize their particular approach or have time or resources to micromanage what they were doing.
If I had been aware of what they were doing, I would have corrected it.

4. In the 1997 1040X submission on behalf of the “public official” engaged in a “trade or business” who is the REAL
“taxpayer”, the government alleges that the “861 Argument” was used. I emphasize that my sincere understanding of
that argument propounded by various experts at that time and since is not the source argument that I intended the return
to reflect. Let me briefly explain the understanding I had about the use of that argument at the time:

4.1. I understood at the time of the submission that the meaning of the term “United States” as used in the phrase
“sources within the United States” had a “word of art” meaning that was different from common, ordinary
understanding speech.

4.2. I knew that there were three definitions of the term “United States” provided by the U.S. Supreme Court.

4.3. Iknew that the definition of the “United States” used within the LR.C. was found in LR.C. Section §7701(a)(0)

and (a)(10). To wit:

TITLE 26 > Subditle &> CHAPTER 79 > § 7701
§ 7701, Definitions

(a) When used in this title, where not otherwise distinctly expressed or man{festly incompatible with the intent thereof—

(9) United Statex
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4.4,
4.5,

4.6.

The term “Unlted States " when used In & geographical sense inciudes only the States and the Disriet of Columbia.

(10) Susste

The ferm "Seate™ shall be conrtrued to incliade the District of Columbis, where such construction (v mecessary fo carry ol
provisions af thix fitfe.

I knew that based on the above, the term “‘sources within the United States™ really meant sources within the

federal government, and that I was not associated with the federel government,
Based on all the foregoing, 1 felt perfectly justified in truthfully stating that I had no “gross income” from
“gources within the United States™ as that term was defined in the Internal Revenue Code. That understanding is

reflected in the returns I submitted for tax years 1999 through 2005 attached as well as the amended year 1997

submission mmrpura!.ed herein.
The above is completely consistent with the content of many different suthoritics sbout the liability of

nonresident aliens not engaged in a “trade or business" such as myself, including:

4.6.1. 26 U.S.C. §861()(3)(O)i)
462,26 CFR §31.3401(a)(6)-] says that nonresident aliens working outside of the “United States™ (District of

Columbia) and not engaged in a “trade or busincss” do NOT carn “wages” and are NOT subject to backup
: mﬂ'lhuiﬂmg.Thisu;lherenmwhyIthmkﬁMth:CPMwhud:dthcmmllmmﬂtmndmwymls
that were the subject of the 1997 refund were in etror,
463,26 U.8.C. §14mtb}mpmunmdmtﬂlmmm“adfaqﬂuymw,
46,4, 26 U.5.C. §3401(a)(6) says that nonresident aliens cannot carn “wages” a8 defined in the LR.C,
4.5.5, 26 CFR §1.872-2

4.6.,6. 26 U.S.C. §7701(a)(31), which says that all of the property, including the labor, of nonresident aliens not -

cngaged in & trade or business constitutes a “foreign estate” not subject to the Internal Revenue Code,

5. That particular filing did not have as a motivation of illegally or wrongfully extracting eny amount of money from the
government that was not already legally and riphtfully my property. The esmings constituted the equivalent of
“bailment™ or loan to the government, and not the property of the government because:

5.1. Information Returns relating to that withholding documented the receipt of “Estate and gift taxes”, pursuant to

32,

3.3

RS Document 6209, Pages 4-1 and 4-2, 2003 edition. Since the withholdings didn't relate to a estate tax, they

could only have been classified as “gifts™,
Inwammdedmddunntmtmduimytmtudmmmpnwwwmgs&omhbnrul“gaﬂ"mma
povernment pursuant to 31 ULS.C. §321(d).

The funds were paid involmtarily and under the influence of unlawflil duress and coercion by the media company
I was dealing with. Consequently, the funds wrongfully withheld constitute & claim against the United Statcs not
88 a “refimd” under the Internal Revenue Code, but as a False Claim under the False Claims Act, 31 ULS8.C, 3729,
I recognize that 31 US.C. §3720(d) specifically excludes elaims under the LE.C. of 1986, but since the
withholding parties were not acting under the authority of law by wrongfully withholding, then the withholding
constituted a theft end therefore could not be regulated by any part of the Internal Revenue Code.

6. 1 sincerely believe that the Intemal Revenue Code does not and cannot prescribe provisions of law applying to
“nontaxpayers” such as myself who are not subject to it. By “nontaxpayer”, | mean a person who is not subject to any
provision of the Internal Revenue Code and NOT the person deseribed in 26 U.S.C.§7701(a)(14) or 26 U.S.C. §1313.
Therefore, this wrongful withholding could not have been truthfully described as arising under any provision of the
Internal Revenue Code or subject to the exemption found at 31 U1,5.C. §3729%(d).

“Revenue Laws relate to taxpayers [officers, employees, and elected afficials of the Federal Government
engaged in a "trade or business "] and not fo non-taxpayers [American Citizens/dmerican Nationals not
subject to the exclusive furisdiction of the Federal Government]. The latter are without their scope. No
procedures are preseribed for non-taxpayers and no attempt is made to annul any of their Rights or
Remedies in due course of law. With them[non-taxpayers] Congress does not assume fo deal and they
are neither of the subject nor of the object of federal revenue laws, ™

[Economy Plumbing & Heating v. U.S., 470 F2d. 585 (1972)]

e e e e e e e e e .
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5. REASONABLE NOTICE OF WHAT I REQUIRE OF YOU IN RESPONDING TO THIS

CORRESPONDENCE

The recipients of this letter are requested to take the following actions in response to this correspondence;

L

Your response should contain your full, legal, birthname, should be signed under penalty of perjury as required by 26 .

U.S.C. §6065, and should provide a return address where you work and can be personally served with legal papers if
you violate my rights. Use of a pseudo-name or other than your legal birthname shall constitute an admission that you
are engaged in illegal activities and are evading personal responsibility, which constitutes criminal obstruction of
justice.

It is highly unlikely that I will ever decide to engage in a “trade or business” (“public office” pursuant to 26 U.S.C.
§7701(a)(26)), accept any federal payments from the District of Columbia (“United States”, pursuant to 26 U.S.C.
§7701(2)(9) and (a)(10)), make any elections as & nonresident alien pursuant to 26 U.S.C. §7701(b)(4)(B) or 26 U.S.C.
§6013(g) or (h), or change my status to that of a “U.S, person” pursuant to 26 U.S.C. §7701(a)(30). Therefore, this
package of materials should and will be used in any failure to file proceedings you might decide to institute at any
point in the future, and especially if you refuse to address and rebut all of the facts and evidence contained herein that
form my good faith basis for reasonable belief about my tax liability.

Please ensure that you take into account glf of the information contained herein in reaching your determination
regarding this matter. If you would like documentation of my lcgal status as a “national” but not a “citizen”, and a
“nonresident alien” not engaged in a “trade or business”, see Enclosure (2), Subenclosure (10).

Please correct your erroneous information return records. The information returns upon which you based a false
presumption of liability have already been rebutted in correspondence sent to your agency. The corrected versions of

these forms arc attached to Enclosure (2), Subenclosures (4) through (7). If you have not already corrected the -

information returns using the correspondence, then please immediately do .so now so your Automated Collection
System (ACS) quits sending me false boilerplate. That correspondence is:

4.1. Included as part of Enclosure (5).

4.2. Also available from Reference (1).

You have 30 days to correct all identifying numbers pertaining to the person indicated on the notice. The number.
indicated on your notice is a “Taxpayer Identification Number”. 26 CFR §301.6109-1(d)(3) says that such numbers
may not be Social Security Numbers and may ONLY be issued to alicns. I am NOT an alien and I demand proof from
you that I am or that I ever applied for a “Taxpayer Identification Number” using a form W-9. I assert under penalty of
perjury that I did not. Failure to provide proof to the contrary in your timely response shall constitute agreement on
your part that I am not an “alien” and do not have a “Taxpayer Identification Number”,

You have 30 days to remove the copyrighted and licensed information about the person indicated on your notice from
your public records because the information relates to a person who is a “nontaxpayer”. The Internal Revenue Code
and the Privacy Act, 5 U.S.C. §552a only authorize the IRS to maintain records of persons who are “taxpayers”, federal
“employees”, and federal “public officials” which I am not and which you have provided no proof that I am. You will
note, for instance, that 5 U.S.C, §552a is in Title 5 of the U.S. Code, which is entitled Government Organization and
Employee, and that private Americans who are not federal “employees” are not the subject of the Privacy Act.,

You have 30 days to rebut, under penalty of perjury, the Admissions at the end of Subenclosures (8) through (16) of
Enclosure (2) if you disagree. The facts and evidence provided thercin are directly pertinent to this situation and
establish that your collection action is illegal. Pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 8(d), failure to deny
anything in these enclosures shall constitute an admission of everything in this correspondence not rebutted. If the
government is going to assert that I have no authority to obligate it through this default process, then it has no authority
to obligate me similarly, including through its collection correspondence or in court.

Since your organization has a very bad habit of repeatedly and chronically ignoring correspondence, be advised that
this entire correspondence and all other correspondence that you ignore will be resent to you AGAIN in electronic form
and posted in Reference (1) above and you will again be demanded to take responsibility for addressing the issues that
are repeatedly raised and ignored. Any issues so ignored shall form an equitable estoppel or estoppel in pais against
the government.

I ask that you ignore, remain silent on, and do not respond within 30 days to any fact, law, or conclusion contained in
this correspondence which you specifically agree to, pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 8(d). As a “public
officer” and trustee of the public trust, you possess a fiduciary duty to the public, which includes me. That fiduciary
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duty is completely incompatible with silence in respense to petitions from the public for redress of grievances relating
to your own misconduct or that of your employer, the IRS. “The federal courts have said that where a fiduciary is
with evidence of his own wrongdoing and he responds with silence, adverse inferences of guilt are

warranted. This is exhaustively described in Enclosure (16) below:
Menc e nd a Defense in Legal Discovery, Form #05.021, Enclosure (16)

6. LEGAL AND FACTUAL CONSTRAINTS UPON YOUR RESPONSE
The following legal and factual requirements constrain your responsc to this correspondence as described herein:

1. Pursuent to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure B(d), the government is notified that the following shall constitute

admissions against the government:

1.1. All correspondence previously sent to the government which was ignored or not responded to,

1.2. All portions of correspondence previously sent to the govemnment which was ignored or not responded to or not
specifically denied.

‘The above referred to correspondences in total are available for your examination and review in Reference (1) and

Enclosure (5). Your answers must be consistent with all facts established by all of this previous correspondence sent to

you by me.
2. You arc reminded that anything you say in responding must be signed under penalty of perjury signed with your real
legal neme as required under 26 U.S.C. §6065. That section requires that ALL rotums, statcments, and other
pa.pﬁworkp:n:parndu.ndwthcmhoﬁtyufihelmdmunﬂudtmﬂbcpmpuﬁmdﬂpmﬂtyufpﬂw.
3. Itis unlawful for you to cite in your response any federal court case to prove your point in my casc. I remind you that [
am & nonresident alien nontaxpayer not subject to federal jurisdiction and not engaged in & “trade or business” pursuant
to 26 CFR §1.872-2. Conscquently, federal caselaw is inapposite to nonresident persons and constitutes the equivalent
of merely “political propaganda™ that is of no binding force. “This is consistent with the following legal authorities:
3.1. Internal Revenue Manual 4.10.7.2.9.8 says that courts below the U.S. Supreme Court may not be cited to sustain
a position when resclving disputes. If the IRS cen do it, then g0 can [ because I am entitled to equal protection.
The IRS Restructuring Act of 1998, 112 Stat. 683, Section 1102 state that the IRS MUST follow the Internal
Revenue Manual in all its dealings with the public.

3,2, There is no federal common law within a state of the Union. Sec Erie Railroad v. Tomking, 304 U.S. 64 (1938).

3.3, 1 do not maintain a domicile within federal territory, You may only cite caselew from my domicile pursuant to
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 17(b). Sec Enclosure (2) for details on my domicile, which is no place on carth
or in the “United States” since I choose to disassociate with all govemments on earth.

1.4. Federal courts, including the district and circuit courts, are Article IV territorial and legislative courts, not Article
Il Courts. 28 US.C. §1332(d) does not include within the definition of “State” any state of the Unicn. For
exhaustive proof, see and rebut the following within 30 days or be estopped permanently from challenging it:

What Happened to Justice?
/

0, o] o/Ebpoks/h iatice

4. This submission does MOT and is not intended to:
4,1. Constitute permission to revise the self-essessment contained herein.
42. Change my status from a “nontaxpayer” to a “taxpayer” subject to the Internal Revenue Code.
43. Allow or authorize you to cite any provision of the Internal Revenue Code against me, s & person-not subject 1o

any part of it

5. Any use of the word “frivolous” in your response in reference to anything I say or enything contained in this
correspondence shall be defined as “truthfill, correct”, because that is how [ define the word in my own personal
vocabulary and in all my interactions with the IRS, the government, and the legal profession. Since the First
Amendment guarantees me a right of free speech, it also guarantees me the right to prescribe the exact meening of
words L Ifyuumm-:,a.l[m-,rthingwmg,uﬂmxﬂzﬁal,nrinmmﬂ,ﬂmnyuuuﬁﬂhm:mmﬁdnihnmiﬁmiaw
statute, implementing regulation published in the Federal Register, and the delogation of authority order authorizing
you to act as a “judge” who is part of the judicial branch. Any other approach would be irresponsible end en
obstruction of justice. Absent such supporting informaticn, your behavior shall constitute 2 default and nihil dicit
judgment against you and your employer, the [RS . There is nothing but facts in this correspondence, and facts do not
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Remedies in due course of law. With then [non-laspayers] Congress does not assume io deal and anmm‘qrmﬂw
nor of the obfect of federal revenie lowe.
[Econamy Phunbing & Heating v, US, 470 F2d. 585 (1972)]
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8. ENCLOSURE 1: Certificate of Service

Nt providedt
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9, ENCLOSURE 2: Substitute for TRS Form 1040NR, Years 1937, 199&.2(]1]5

This enclosure contains a substitute return thoroughly documenting the liability of the fictitious federal “public official™
who was the subject of your notice in Enclosure (1). I emphasize that I as a natural person:

l. Do not consent to represent, be ligble for, or act on behalf of the “public official” engaged in & “trade or business™ who
is the subject of your collection notice. .

2. Thatno identifying number appears on this enclogure because I do not have one, and do not consent end never have
consented to represent the federal “public official” to which the SSN or TIN is assigned. You will note that 20 CFR
§422.103(d) identifies the SSN as federal property thet can only be issued to federal “employees” in the conduct of
official business pursuant to 20 CFR. §422.104, .

B — e s e ]
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