[S8]

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

28

29

30

31

32

Case 2:10-cr-00400-MHM Document 117  Filed 10/04/10 ,F’éﬁlge 1 of 66

FILED [ODGEL

Janice Sue Taylor RECEIVED COPY

Near 3341 Arianna Court

Near Gilbert, Arizona 0CT 04 2010

CLERK U 8 DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF ARIZONA
BY S DEPUTY

DISTRICT COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
FOR THE DISTRICT OF ARIZONA

Janice Sue Taylor, sui juris CHALLENGE TO AUTHORITY

Defendant

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ; Case No.: CR-10-0400-PHX_MHM
Plaintiff, ) MOTION TO QUASH
) AS A FIRST AMENDMENT
vs. ; PETITION FOR REDRESS OF

) GRIEVANCES AND AS

)

)

)

(Order. Exhibits and affidavits attached)

NOTICE TO THE COURT, CLERK OF COURT and UNITED STATES ATTORNEY,
1. This motion is filed for above caption hearing in the “district court of the United States”, and not
the “United States District Court”. If the recipient clerk is unable to process this pleading, please
direct it to the proper official.
2. The table of contents and points and authorities for this motion are below.
3. Text of this motion begins on the following page.
Point 1 Lack of personam jurisdiction Page 2
Point2  Lack of territorial jurisdiction Page 5

Lack of subject matter jurisdiction re the following

Point 3 IRS does not exist as a lawful public office: all counts Page 7
Point4 IRS has no authority to SFR or assess: counts 1-8 Page 10
Point 5 IRS has no valid Form 1040: counts 1-8 Page 12
Point 6 Contract Fraud Page 13
Conclusion, request for relief Page 15

Attachments; Exhibits, Affidavits, Proposed Orders

MOTION TO QUASH
Comes now Janice Sue Taylor, sui juris, a living woman, not a corporation or other type of

artificially created person, and not domiciled in the District of Columbia; hereinafter the
Motion to quash - 1" Amendment Petition - Page 1
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MOVANT, by Special Visitation or Appearance, not granting jurisdiction nor recognizing this
court’s right to try her, but intervening in a foreign jurisdiction on behalf of the Alleged
Defendant Persona JANICE SUE TAYLOR, hereinafter the Accused. Movant is not trained in
the law, nor is she an attorney, nor is she appearing Pro Se but rather of right in Sui juris.

Movant does not consent to be tried by this court.

Movant respectfully asks this court to QUASH the INDICTMENT of March 30, 2010,
as it pertains to the accused, for lack of personal, territorial and subject matter jurisdiction, in the
nature of a First Amendment Petition for Redress of Grievances and as a Challenge to Authority]
per FRCtP Rule 12(b)(3)(B); as by implication and idem sonans it affects the Movant,

Plaintiff, an Unnamed Real Party in Interest, presumed to be the corporation doing
business in the District of Columbia as the “UNITED STATES OF AMERICA?, is represented
by its alleged Agencies the Internal Revenue Service in investigative capacity, and thd
Department of Justice in prosecutorial capacity, collectively Plaintiff hereinafter. Who is the

Real Party in Interest?

POINT ONE — DIVERSITY OF CITIZENSHIP

LACK OF PERSONAM JURISDICTION
Plaintiff shall not presume, and has not shown that the Movant is a “citizen of the United
States” per the 26 CFR definition, infra, under the exclusive legislative jurisdiction of congress.
Movant claims to have the status of the Articles of Confederation of November 15, 1777, Article
IV a “free inhabitant”, SEE EXHIBIT A. infra; living on the land, and further claims diversity of
citizenship per 28 USC §1332(a)(4).

28 USC §1332 Diversity of citizenship; amount In controversy, Costs;
(a) The district courts shall have original jurisdiction of all civil actions where
the mailer in controversy exceeds the sum or value of $75,000, exclusive of
interest and costs, and is between - .

_(4) a foreign state, defined in section 1603(a) of this title, us plaintiff and citizens
of a State or of different States.

Movant was born in California, one of the union States, and later moved to Arizona,
both “freely associated compact states” [SO union states, hereafter] referred to as separatd
“countries” in 28 USC §297(a)&(b); both NOT under the authority of Article I, Section 8,

clause 17, and Article IV, Section 3, clause 2 of the Constitution of the United States of Americal

Motion to-quash - 1" Amendment Fetition - Page 2
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wherein Congress has exclusive legislative jurisdiction, including the District of Columbia, its

possessions and territories.

Movant is a woman living on the land, acting in the capacity of a “free inhabitant” and not as

a U.S. citizen domiciled in or under the District of Columbia. Plaintiff apparently presumes the

accused is a United States Citizen under 8 USC §1401 and 26 CFR. What does that mean? In|

the continental U.S., one can claim nationality to any one of the following three distinctive
political bodies:

1. A state of the Union

2. The country “United States of America”, as per our Constitution 1791 A.D. and thd

Articles of Confederation November 15, 1777.

3. The municipal government of the federal zone referred to as the “United States” or the

“District of Columbia”, which was chartered as a federal corporation under 16 Stat. 419

§1 and 28 USC §3002(I5)A).

Each of the three -above political bodies have “citizens” who arc distinctively their own.

When one claims to be a “citizen” of any one of the three, one is not claiming allegiance to the

government of that “body politic”, but to the people (the sovereigns) that the government serves.

So other than themselves, who does the Plaintiff serve?

An in exhaustive word search of the Internal Revenue Code USC Title 26, Movant found NO
definition of “citizen of the United States”, not one. However 26 CFR states:

26 CFR 31.3121(e)-1 State, United States, and citizen:
(b)... The term ‘citizen of the United States’ includes a citizen of the Commonwealth of

Puerto Rico or the Virgin Islands, and, effective January 1, 1961, a citizen of Guam or
American Samoa.
Movant, having never lived or knowingly domiciled in the District of Columbia, claims that
ALL documentation that Plaintiff might allege that accused has allegedly signed under the
presumption of “U.S. citizen”, has been instead as a “free inhabitant” under the Articles of
Confederation for the united States of America 1791 A.D. See Exhibit A

TITLE 8> CHAPTER 12> SUBCHAPTER 1> Sec 1101.
Sec 1101. - Definitions

(a) As used in this chapter -

Motion to quash - 1°° Amendment Petition - Page 3
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(a)(38) The term “United States” except as otherwise specifically herein provided, when
used in a geographical sense, means the continental United States, Alaska, Hawaii, Puerto|

Rico, Guam, and the Virgin Islands of the United States.

One can see the lengths the Plaintiffs Real Parties in Interest are willing to go to deny the
people even a definition of themselves as one of the sovereign, “we the people” living in one of
the 50 Union states. Can one find any truth in all this codified deception?

Subtitle A of the Internal Revenue code only applies to people domiciled within the District
of Columbia. Consequently, the only type of “individual” one can be as a woman born in one of
the 50 union states is a “national but not citizen of the United States” as defined in 8 USC §1101
(a)(22) and 8 USC §1452 or ‘a nonresident alien’ as defined in 26 USC §7701(b)(1)(B).

In conclusion, Movant is not the “citizen of the United States” supra, who is the propef
subject of Subtitle A of the Internal Revenue Code, nor is she a “resident” of the “United States]
defined in 26 USC §7701 (a)(9) being born in one of the 50 union states. SEE EXHIBIT “B”

THEREFORE, Movant demands that Plaintiff the required Federal personam jurisdiction
that has been merely assumed in this matter, consisting of ; '

A. Documentation showing Movant explicitly agreed, with full disclosure and
consideration, to give up her native Nationality, supra, in favor of domicile in thd
District of Columbia, and to every other disability listed in the attached Affidavit
of Citizenship, Domicile and Tax Status; for each and every criminal activity|
named in the instant indictment.

B. OR absent the production of such required documentation showing lawful Federal
Personam jurisdiction, dismiss the action entirely, immediately.

For the purposes of this proceeding, the jurisdiction of this court to rule in favor of any result
other than that requested by the Movant in this motion is challenged. Consequently the Plaintiff,
as the moving party has the burden of proof to demonstrate said jurisdiction, and it must be

demonstrated on the record.

POINT TWO— LACK OF TERRITORIAL JURISDICTION
Plaintiff shall not presume, and has not shown that any of the crimes alleged have occured on

the property of, or within any judicial or internal revenue district of the United States.

Motion to quash - 1'% 2mendment Petiticn - Page 4
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Titles of the U.S. Code have several definitions of the “United States”, some mutually
exclusive, applying to each particular title, and some even only to specific Parts of the titles, ag
shown supra. This hearing concerns only Title 26, Subchapter A taxes, so the definitions in §770I
(a)(9) & (10) supra, apply. This proceeding involves the criminal laws of the United States)|
However, Movant could find NO definition of the “United States™ other than the corporation,
within title 28 USC, nor in the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure! Title 18 USC does not
define the United States to include the 50 Union states.

Should Movant be kidnapped into U.S. jurisdiction, 18 USC §4001 applies. Although
accused claims not to be a “citizen” within the meaning of federal law, she is entitled to equal
protection under the Fourteenth Amendment as a “non-citizen national”. To wit:

TITLE 18> PART III> CHAPTER 301 > Sec. 4001.

Sec 4001.- Limitation on detention; control of prisons

(a) No citizen shall be imprisoned or otherwise detained by the United States except
pursuant to an Act of Congress.

Interestingly, the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure, Rule 54(c) prior to Dec. 2002 defined
the term “Act of Congress” as follows:

Rule 54(c) of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure (prior to Dec. 2002), “Act of

Congress” includes any act of Congress locally applicable to and in force in thé
District of Columbia, in Puerto Rico, in a territory or in an insular possession”.
Rule 54 has since been ‘transferred’ to Rule 1 and the above explicit definition removed,

perhaps in bad faith, to conceal the nexus of the U.S. as the District of Columbia. Moreover,

Movant could find no evidence of a change in the underlying law, or Congressional intent to
apply it to the 50 Union states; therefore the wording before 12/2002 still reflects the unchanged
territorial jurisdiction of the United States.

Title 4 section 72 also fortifies this to wit: Public Offices;

All offices attached to the seat of government shall be exercised in the District of
Columbia, and not elsewhere, except as otherwise expressly provided by law.

Consequently, this court and the Plaintiff are collectively without jurisdiction to enforce the
criminal or civil laws of the United States for offenses committed outside of the District of
Columbia, Puerto Rico, and the territories and insular possessions of the United States. Plaintiff

has not shown that Movant did:

Motion to quash - 1'° Amendment Petition - Page 5
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A. “Reside” or maintain a domicile within the confines of any judicial or internal revenug
district, or within the Rule 54(c) “United States”, supra.
B. Commit any of the offenses alleged by the Plaintiff within any judicial or internal
revenue district as described in Treasury Order 150-02. Both the Plaintiff and this Court are
without jurisdiction to enforce said laws. Doing so would be a willful, intentional, criminal
trespass upon the Movant’s constitutionally secured rights to life, liberty, and the pursuit of
happiness; being perhaps kidnapping, involuntary slavery or identity theft,
This court and the U.S. Government do not possess police powers or legislative jurisdiction
within the 50 Union states, which are “foreign states” with respect to the federal government for

the purposes of its legislative jurisdiction for nearly all subject matters. SEE EXHIBIT “C”

It is no longer open to question that the general government, unlike the states, see in the nature of Hammer
v. Dagenhart, 247 U.S. 251, 275, 3 5.Ct. 529. possesses no inherent power in respect of the internal affairs
of the states, and emphatically not with regard to legislation. The question in respect of the inherent power
of that government as to the external affairs of the Nation and in the field of international law is a wholly
different matter which it is not necessary now to consider ... " see in the nature of. Carter v Cartel’ Coal
Co, 298 US 238 (1936). '

See also Leisy v. Hardin, 135 US 100 (1890). Police powers include the authority to enforce "acts of
Congress”, criminal laws, Subtitles A through C of Internal Revenue Code, as well as most federal
legislation within the exterior borders of states of the Union Police powers, or what are also called
"residual powers" by some federal courts, can only be transferred by a voluntary act of the state legislature
and subsequent cession of an area of land within a state to the federal government by a Cession document
registered with the Attorney General of the United States under the provisions of 40 USC §3111, 3112. Sed
in the nature of U.S. v, Bevans, 16 US 336 (1818),Fort Leavenworth R.R. v Lowe, 114 US 525(1885).

THEREFORE, Movant demands Plaintiff establish the required exclusive Federal territorial

jurisdiction that has been merely assumed in this matter, consisting of:

1. Documentation showing ownership of each and every geographical location named in

the instant indictment wherein the alleged criminal activity took place.

2. Documentation from the Arizona Legislature of surrendering jurisdiction to thg

Federal government over the same geographical location as in # 1 supra.

3. Documentation pursuant to Leisy v. Hardin 135 US 100 (1890), supra, (40 USQ

§3112) wherein the United States accepted jurisdiction to the same geographical location

as specified in # 1 supra.

4. Documentation showing concurrent jurisdiction with Arizona over the geographical

location in # 1 supra;

5. Documentation sworn true, correct and complete of the Constitutionality of this

jurisdiction by every IRS employee and Prosecutors in the investigation and prosecution

Motion to quash - 17" Amendment Petition - Page ©
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of Movant in this case.
6. OR, absent the production of such required documentation showing lawful Federal
jurisdiction over this geographical location, dismiss the action entirely, immediately.
For the purposes of this proceeding, the jurisdiction of this court to rule in favor of any
result other than that requested by the Movant in this motion is challenged. Consequently the
Plaintiff, as the moving party has the burden of proof to demonstrate said jurisdiction, and it

must be demonstrated on the record.

POINT THREE - NO SUBJECT MATTER JURISDICTION
IRS HAS NO OFFICE AUTHORIZED TO DEAL WITH THE PUBLIC

Plaintiff shall not presume, and has not shown existence of the IRS as a lawfully delegated
agency of the government of the United States. Does the US Department of Justice have thd
authority to charge the Movant upon a referral from the IRS, which does not even exist as a
lawful office to investigate 26 USC Subtitle A tax liability? The organizational structure of an|
agency as well as its delegations of authority which affect the American public are required to bd
published in the Federal Register. Both the US. Treasury and the IRS recognize that these types
of rules SHALL, not "may", be published in the Federal Register; see 31 CFR 1.3(a), and 26
CFR 601.702(a).

Since the Commissioner has no statutory authority to enforce the federal income tax lawg
under the 1954 and 1986 Internal Revenue Codes, examination of the various delegation orders
which have been published in the Federal Register and issued by the Secretary of the Treasury,
will reveal the authority which has actually been delegated to the Commissioner. Review of the
published authority delegated to the Commissioner regarding administration and enforcement of
the federal income tax laws demonstrates that such authority, in a broad sense, encompasses
solely the external boundaries of this country. Such being the case, those subject to the
requirement to file federal income tax returns are those described in 26 CFR 1.6091-3, which, in
reference to citizens, concerns citizens living abroad.

The Internal Revenue Service, successor of the bureau of Internal Revenue, was not created,
by Congress, as required by Article I §8, clause 18 of the Constitution of the United States of]

America; so cannot legitimately enforce internal revenue laws of the United States in States of

Motion to quash - 1°° Amendment Petition - Page 7
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the Union. (See Stafement of IRS organization at 39 Fed. Reg. 11572, 1974-1 Cum. Bul. 440, 37
Fed. Reg. 20960, and the Internal Revenue Manual 1100 through the 1997 edition)
Article I §8, clause 18 vests Congress with complete responsibility for facilitating power of

Government of the United States via legislation:

"[The Congress shall have Power] To make all Laws which shall be necessary and proper for carrying into
Execution the foregoing Powers, and all other Powers vested by the Constitution in the Government of the
United States, or in any Department or Officer thereof”

In the historical statement, the Commissioner of Internal Revenue admitted that Congress did
not create a Bureau of Internal Revenue via the 1862 act in which the office of Commissioner of
Internal Revenue was created, but alleged that Congress intended to create a bureau. In reality,
the 1862 legislation created the offices of "assessor" and "collector”, in addition to the office of
Commissioner of Internal Revenue. Assessors and collectors were appointed for each revenue
district somewhat as U.S. Attorneys are appointed today. Those appointed to these offices
continued to collect internal revenue within the 50 Union states until the Internal Revenue Code
of 1954 was implemented. The two offices were administratively abolished via Reorganization
Plan No. 26 of 1950. SEE EXHIBIT “C”

The name of the Bureau of Internal Revenue was changed to Internal Revenue Service via
Treasury Order #150-27, which was NOT published in the Federal Register in compliance with
requirements of the Federal Register Act (See 44 USC §1501 et. seq., particularly § 1505(a)

"there can be no officer, either de jure or defacto, if there be no office to fill. "
See in the nature of US v. GERMAINE. 99 U.S. 508 (1879); NORTON v. SHELBY
COUNTY, lI8 U.S. 425,441, 65 Ct. 1131 (1886), and numerous other cases.

Apparently the Internal Revenue Service operates in an ancillary or other secondary Capacity
under contract, memorandum of agreement or some comparable device to provide services undet
original authority delegated to the Treasury or some other bureau of the Department of the
Treasury; the contracted or otherwise authorized services extend only to government employees
and employers, as defined at 26 USC §3401(c)&(d). The authorization is essentially intra

governmental in nature; it does not extend to private sector enterprise in 50 union States.

Further, consulting 26 CFR § 601.10 I, one will find that IRS personnel have jurisdiction for
examination and collection only within internal revenue districts; all other functions fall under
jurisdiction of the foreign district director, now the Assistant Commissioner (International). The

Secretary of the Treasury has never established Internal Revenue districts in the 50 union States,

Motion to guash - 17° Amendment Petition - Page 8
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as required by 26 USC §7621 and Executive Order # 10289. Therefore, the IRS Commissioner
must be operating under presumption of Assistant Commissioner (International) jurisdiction.
THEREFORE, Movant would demand of this court to establish the required jurisdiction that
has been merely assumed in this matter, consisting of:
1. Documentation sworn true, correct and complete showing a complete current
organizational structure, location of the districts and delegation of authority of the IRS Agency
as it pertains to Movant as published in the Federal Register as notice to the general public as
required by the Federal Register and Administrative Procedures Acts.
2. Documentation sworn true, correct and complete showing delegation of authority for

every IRS employee involved in the investigation and prosecution of Movant in this case from|
said office which is authorized to act on the general public as required supra.
3. Documentation sworn true, correct and complete of the Constitutionality of this charge

by every IRS employee / Prosecutors in the investigation and prosecution of Movant in this case.
4. OR, absent the Plaintiff s production of such required documentation showing lawful
Federal Register Notice of IRS Delegation of Authority to deal with the general public, dismiss

the counts affected, immediately.

POINT FOUR - NO SUBJECT MATTER JURISDICTION
IRS HAS NO AUTHORITY TO MAKE SFR'S OR ASSESSMENTS

Plaintiff shall not presume, and has not shown IRS authority to make Substitute For Returns
or assess Subtitle A taxes or penalties. The IRS Internal Revenue Manual, which describes

proper procedures for doing assessments within the IRS stated:

3.1.11.6.10 (05-27-1999)
IRC 6020(b) Authority

1. The following returns may be prepared, signed and assessed under the authority of

IRC 6020(b):

A. Form 940, Employer's Annual Federal Unemployment Tax Return
B. Form 941, Employer's Quarterly Federal Tax Return
C. Form 943, Employer's Annual Tax Returnfor Agricultural Employees
D. Form 720, Quarterly Federal Excise Tax Return
E. Form 2290, Heavy Vehicle Use Tax Return
F. Form CT-I, Employer's Annual Railroad Retirement Tux Return
G. Form 1065, US Return of Partnership Income.
2. Pursuant 10 IRM 1.2.2.97, Delegations of Authority, Order Number 182 (rev. 7), dated|

5/5/1997, revenue officers GS-09 and above, and Collection Support Function managers GS-09
and above, have the authority to prepare and execute returns under IRC 6020(b)

Motion to guash - 1°" Amendment Petition - Page 9
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Plaintiff has shown no legal authority by IRS to enlarge the list above without evidence of
the specific legal intent of the congress. It follows that if IRS personnel do not have delegated
authority to unilaterally execute these returns, Form 1040, 1041 and 1120 returns are nof
mandatory.

Plaintiff has shown no legal authority by IRS to assess living women, men or natural persons
with a tax liability under Subtitle A of the Internal Revenue Code. The above section of thd
Internal Revenue Manual clearly proves that conclusion. Notice that form 1040 is NOT listed as
one of the forms IRS can do a Substitute for Return on.

Consider that the public record concerning Counts 1-8 of the indictment claims that Movant
did not file any income tax return, EXHIBIT “D”. Plaintiff has not shown that a "1040" tax
exists, nor have they shown the authority to assess it per the IRM supra. Neither has Plaintiff
shown what kind of form to file or where to file it. Further Plaintiff has not shown there was a
duty to file by Movant. Movant has requested this information back in 2005, to the Director of
International Operations, which is Now a self-executing document, by the principal of Estoppel.
Affirimative proof that Movant filed returns and this indictment is bogus and void on its face.
Exhibit E

Following the (2/17/2002 Truth in Taxation) hearings, IRS, starting in March 2004, removed
the above content from section 5.1.11.6.10 of their Internal Revenue Manual. This evidence
alone was so damning that IRS apparently decided to remove it from their web site after we
made a big public spectacle about it. Now that section is empty! What conclusion will the jury
draw, and what else are they hiding? In bad faith?

Plaintiff has not shown that said 'returns' and all other documents pertaining to the SFR and

Assessment are signed under penalty of perjury as their code requires:

TITLE 26 > SUBTITLE F> CHAPTER 61> SUBCHAPTER A> PART IV>
Sec. 6065.
Except as otherwise provided by the Secretary, any return, declaration, statement, or other document
required to be made under any provision of the internal revenue laws or regulations shall contain or be
verified by a written declaration that it is made under the penalties of perjury.

THEREFORE, Movant would demand this court require Plaintiff to establish the

required jurisdiction that has been merely assumed in this matter, consisting of:

1. Documentation sworn true, correct and complete showing a complete delegation of

authority from congress to said office which is authorized to deal with the general publid

Motion to quash - 1°" Amendment Petition - Page 10
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as required supra, to each and every IRS employee involved in the alleged assessment of
Movant.
2. Documentation sworn true, correct and complete showing Movant made a voluntary]
self assessment during the years 1999 to the present, or admit that the assessments made
by IRS without Movant's prior knowledge or consent constitute a direct tax in violation
of the Constitution for the United States of America 1791 A.D. Article I, §2 clause 3.
3. Documentation sworn true, correct and complete showing the alleged "Individual
Master File" created for the Movant by the IRS, including the data necessary for the court
to interpret it, showing the certified true and correct taxable "occupation” or "trade or
business" IRS alleges Movant participated in.

4. Documentation sworn true, correct and complete showing that the IRS, and/or the
Prosecutor is not in Constitutional Contempt.
5. OR, absent the production of all such required documentation, dismiss the counts

affected, immediately.

POINT FIVE - NO SUBJECT MATTER JURISDICTION
IRS HAS NO AUTHORITY TO REQUIRE 1040 FORMS TO BE FILED

Some actions start with “.. if it were not for this ... then we would have never had to do that.”
It is apparent on the face of the Indictment that Plaintiff initiated this action because it alleges
that Form 1040's were required to be filed re: 26 USC Subtitle A tax liability. See exhibit D,
However it never specifically spells out what "Type of Tax form" is to be used in Counts 1-8.

Plaintiff shall not presume, and has not shown that said Form 1040 has been assigned a
current and VALID OMB Number for each year that it would have been required to be filed,
supra. Space prohibits arguing the details here.

The general issue is: In 1980, Congress passed the Paperwork Reduction Act [PRA] to
make certain agency forms did not trespass on the people's secured rights. In 1995, Congress
strengthened the PRA to make certain no federal agency, especially the IRS, advanced ANY
claim of exemption, as well as to notice the public the PRA was a "complete defense" and "bar"
to any claims of failure to comply with an information collection request by any executive

branch department. SEE EXHIBIT “F”

Motion to quash - 1°° Amendment Petition - Page 11
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The Privacy Act Notice on the 1040 Instructions state, for the years at issue in the indictment,
the Commissioner informs the Movant in a self authenticating document that:

"you are not required to provide the information requested on a form that is
subject to the Paperwork Reduction Act unless the form displays a valid OMB
control number ",

On this very same page for each of the years, the Commissioner informs the public that:

"Our legal right to ask for information is Internal Revenue Code Section 6001,
6011, and 6012(a) AND THEIR REGULATIONS...

The issue here is not simply the lack of regulations supporting Sections 6001, 6011, and
6012(a). Less visible but more compelling is the LACK OF A VALID OMB CONTROI1/
NUMBER for the 1040 Form itself. No number, no filing requirement.

How is that determined? One could say here that Movant claims none exists. Then by the

laws of logic itself, the burden of proof is on the Plaintiff to show the chain of issuance of a valid
OMB Number. However, the fraud is subtle, and Movant has no reason to believe Plaintiff
would be willing to explain the whole truth to the court. For the court's reference here, an
excellent short piece of research by "We the People” reveals the complicity between the IRS and
the OMB to thwart the Congress's'legislative intent regarding the issuance of an OMB number
for the most important Form in the world, without following the requirements set out by
congress.
THEREFORE, Movant would demand this court require Plaintiff to establish the required
jurisdiction that has been merely assumed in this matter, consisting of:
1. Documentation sworn true, correct and complete showing all documents that prove the
1040 to have a VALID number in full conformance with the PRA, issued by the Office of
Management and Budget, for each assessed year in the Indictment.
2. Documentation sworn true, correct and complete showing exactly which form Movant
was/is required to file, according to the rules of the Constitution for the united States of America.
3. OR, absent the production of all such required documentation, dismiss the counts
affected, immediately.
POINT SIX - CONTRACT FRAUD
Plaintiff would have one believe that the Laws of the United States REQUIRE one to
perform certain acts; and by doing so, WAIVE certain guaranteed rights. But such waiver cannof

be required. So some other element must be involved. Plaintiff prefers to operate under the cover

Moticn to quash - 17 Emendment Petition - Page 12
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Janice Sue Taylor
Near 3341 Arianna Court
Near Gilbert, Arizona

of subterfuge, darkness and confusion, so as not to reveal the law as clearly worded as "thoul
shall not kill". The footprints of apparent conflict of law, evasive construction, coercion and bad
faith cover the pages of the IRC from corner to corner, top to bottom, front to back. If Plaintiff
can successfully use "the law", all ten thousand pages of it, to terrorize the populace into
submitting to a contract or 'private law’, it would not have to disclose the contract. In fact, the
Court even found the cliché "ignorance of the law is no excuse" to be inapplicable to the IRC:
"... that when it came to tax law, because of the complexity of tax law, that the

rights of such persons were different, were not the same as with the common law,

but were greater as to the right to know and understand the tax laws on a more

thorough basis."” In the nature of, CHEEK v. UNITED STATES, 498 US 192 (1991)

But is it a contract? It fails in every way. Plaintiff has not shown its good faith full disclosure,
explicit terms, consideration, lack of duress, meeting of the minds, or other aspects required to
make a contract. If it were, and terms expressed, courts would call it UNCONSCIONABLE. Is if
instead a "quasi contract"? If so, plaintiff has been unjustly enriched. SEE EXHIBIT “G”

Movant has already been "imprisoned", restraining her mind and efforts and valuable time
for over 20 years trying to "figure out" If she was liable for Subchapter A taxes, why and how.
Movant has not even bothered to avoid sales, liquor or property taxes, all lawfully imposed. Yet
Plaintiff claims, without personal knowledge, that Movant" ... willfully, believing, well
knowingly violated...”.

This [sworn] demurrer, and the attached sworn evidence clearly shows nothing of the sort.

Actus non reum facit, nisi mens sit rea. An act does not make a person guilty,
unless the intention be also guilty. This maxim applies only to criminal cases;

Bouv. Inst.n.2211.

Movant has discovered, after 20 years, that many items she allegedly signed countless years

ago, without full disclosure, had fraudulently converted her status, causing this prosecution,

Movant has timely rescinded said alleged signatures, cancelled any alleged contracts, and voided,

any alleged transactions, as her lawful response to discovering her victimization in a fraudulent
scheme. Such 'void', not 'voidable' contracts, are nunc pro tunc.
WITHOUT PREJUDICE

Pursuant to UCC 1-308: “I reserve my right not to be compelled to perform under any,

contract, commercial agreement or bankruptcy that I did not enter knowingly, voluntarily,
Motion to quash - 17" Amendment Petition - Paqge 13
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and intentionally. And furthermore, I do not and will not accept the liability of the
compelled benefit of any unrevealed contract or commercial agreement or bankruptcy”. l[
have made a timely and explicit reservation of my rights and insist that any statutes used inl

my defense shall be construed to be in harmony with the Common Law.

CONCLUSION AND REQUEST FOR RELIEF

Movant asks this court to dismiss all counts against the accused alleged defendant JANICE
SUE TAYLOR based on this Challenge to Authority, and cancel the indictment herein,
forthwith; and whatever further relief shall be deemed equitable.
Should this court fail to dismiss, Movant asks the granting of the remaining motions in the
order they are presented. Motions are sequential - to Quash, Dismiss, Fair Trial, the three
Limine's, and Discovery - but time and circumstance requires they be delivered together. Since
the issues raised here are of law, an immediate appeal would be hereby requested.
As a first amendment freedom of speech issue, Movant will consider the word 'frivolous', as
used by any officer of this court in response to this or other motions, to mean that the user agrees
with and accepts the Movant's position in all motions or orders.

Movant asks this court allow no excludable delay to answer the admissions. A public officer|

Plaintiff, protecting Movant's rights as required by law would Kave already kitew or should have

known issues thereon; and have reviewed them wie Gr‘a/nd Juxy at the tigle of In%nz@.

¢ Sue Taylor, sui jurés) 10/4/2110
Of one’s own right, possessing full social and
Civil rights, sovereign character and capacity.

Motion to quash - 17° Amendment Petition - Page 14
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Certificate of Service

I, Janice Sue Taylor, hereby declare and state that | have filed a true and correct copy of the above document, Motion to
Quash, Said Right Extended To Any Attorney, Whether Or Not At Bar, If Providing Or Proposing To Provide “Assistance —
Not Force — Ot Counsel” with the Clerk of the Court for the [Alleged] United States District Court For The [Alleged] District
Of Arizona, said {Alleged] Court Appearing And Existing [Supposedly] As A Possession Of Its Own And NOT Lawfully
Existing In The Legal or Organic County of Maricopa, Legal or Organic [Proposed] State of Arizona, and have mailed a

copy hereof, postage prepaid thereon, to the Alleged U.S. Attorney’s Office, as set forth below.

Frank T. Galati, Susan Anderson

James Richard Knapp, 850 W. Adams Street, Suite 201
Office of the Alleged U.S. Attorney Phoenix, Arizona near 85007
40 N. Central Ave. # 1200

Phoenix, Arizona near 85004

RESPONSE TO THIS EXHIBITED NOTICE IS REQUIRED - Qui Tacit, Consentire
Videtur, Ubi Tractatur De Ejus Commodo (He[She] who is silent is considered
as assenting [to the matter in question] when his[/her] interest is as stake.)

Dated this 4™ day of October, 2010 A.D

Motion to quash - 17 Amendment Petition - Page 15
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DISTRICT COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
FOR THE DISTRICT OF ARIZONA

Case No: cr-10-04000PHX-MHM

ORDER FOR A FAIR TRIAL
ACCORDING TO THE
STIPULATIONS IN THE
MOTION FOR A FAIR TRIAL

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
Vs.
Janice Sue Taylor,

Defendant DATED October 4, 2010

e e e e e e e e

This court grants this ORDER to provide Movant a fair trial in accordance with the points in
the Motion for a fair trial, Docket #

Dated this day of October, 2010

Judge Mary H. Murguia

[Summary of pleading] - 1
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DISTRICT COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
FOR THE DISTRICT OF ARIZONA

Case No: cr-10-04000PHX-MHM

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL
WITH PREJUDICE

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
Vs.
Janice Sue Taylor,

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
Defendant ;

This court grants this ORDER for Dismissal with prejudice, under Rule 12(b)(6)for

Failure to state a claim.

Dated this day of Oct, 2010

Judge Mary H. Murguia

[Summary of pleading] - 1
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AFFIDAVIT OF CITIZENSHIP, DOMICILE, AND TAX STATUS

SECTION 1: SUBMITTER INFORMATION

1. Name

Janice Sue Taylor

2. Mailing Address

Post Box 982

3. Cly Florence 4. State AZ
8. Zp 85132 6. Country United States of America
7. Phone 480-980-7960 8. Emall n/a
9. Date of Birth: 11/30/43 10. Place of Birth: | p,chman, California
11. CITIZENSHIP: 12. DOMICILE AND RESIDENCE:

(Check only one. See Appendx, tem #16-18 for expianation)

(Check only one, NO other “residences”). Sumdmmemqu:ﬁilyw
Wy Domiciie and Becoming 4

=

T YT

j 3 K " “national® but not
'MWWMMMWMMN!
USC $1452 Bom in stale of the Union and a “nonresident” (per
28 USC._7701(bXTNB)) but NOT an "alien” (per 2B USC
STI01ONIYA) or “Individusl® (per 26 CFR §1.1441-1(c )3))
“Stateloss Person”

0

mumumm%wu
Form #05.002. X
121 Nonfederal areas within de jure state of the Union
(state  name).

NOT part of the “State” defined n 26 US C §7701(a)(10), 4 USC
§110(d). or 28 U S C_§1332(d) or of the “United States”.

Described in 8 USC, §1401. Bom anywhere in the
country and domiciled in the District of Columbia or
federal temritory or possession. _

122 Kingdom of Hogven o Earfi ! have a refigious objection 1o having an earthly
domiclle within any existing, man-made govemment. | am a ransient foreigner® but not
an “nhabitant” with respect to the man-made govemment having junsdicion in the place
where | temporarily kve. The Bible says in Psaims 89.11-13, Isaish 45:12, Deut 10.14
that the Earth was created and is owned excusively by God and NOT any man or
govemment of men. it also says in Psaims 47:7 that God is the King of all the Earth.
Therelore no one but God's Kingdom can have domiciiaries because presance on the
ol he 10 all declarations of domicile and

112 Statutory *U.S, national”. Described in 8 US C.
§1408 and 8 USC _§1101(a)(22)B), and 8 USC,
$1452. Bom anywhere in the country and domiciled in
American Samoa or Swain’s Island

1 choose not lo poically associale with any

oroup or govemment on eerth for my protection. The First Amendment o the

Consftution protects my right of feedom fom compelled associabon | am a “ransient
but not an “Inhabitant’ of the where | live,

11.4 Foreign National
Country:
under 26 US C _§7701(b){1)(B)

JL35 Dual nationality. Non-citizen national of USA

(NOT “U.S.") pursuant to 8 U S C, §1452 AND the
follomng  country,

For description of “non-citizen national® see third item

11.8 Dual nationality. Non-citizen national of USA
(NOT *US.) pursuant to AND
Kingdom of Heaven on Earth. See “Constitutional but
no:’ wW ‘Citizen’ above for meaning of “non-citizen
na .

[J | 12.4 "United Stateg” (District of Columbia, see 26 U S C §7701(a)(9) and
- Nonresident alien (ax10))
[J | 12.5 Federal areas within state: (state name)
nation, or government
[J | 128 Foreign country or govemment:

(name of foreign country or government) See 26 U S C_§892(a)(3) for
definution of “foreign government”,

O

127 Federal temitory or possession Temtory/possession

name’

13. DIPLOMATIC STATUS
The following statuses consbitute intemational
nt to

ly protected persons pursuant to 18 USC §112
Those such status must flle IRS Form W-8EXP to claim immunity from taxation.

who are immune (not ‘exempt’) from federal

Afidavit of Citizenship, Domicile, and Tax Status

Copyright SEDM, hitp /sedm org, Form 02.001, Rev 6-11-2009

income taxation
13.1 Employee or agent of God's govemment on earth Abandoned all aid and protection of man-made govemment and became a
“stateless person” pursuant fo Phil. 3.20, Psaims 119:19, Psaims 68:8-9
] | 13.2 Mimister or ambassador of a foreign state or govemment: (State name).
See 286U S C_§892(a)(3) for definition of “oreign government”.
O | 13.3 Employee or agent of a foreign government Government name-
Page 10f 18
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14. FEDERAL FRANCHISES:
See Section 4: hitp /

ves Lo B9

14,1 intemal Revenue Code, Subiitle A “trade or business’ Fanchee/excise tax, Also called ncame ax”,

Tade or bushees ls dofned in 26 L.5.C_S7701(a)26) a8 e Amctions of a public offos” In e govermment, Those not engaged are & Toreign estals” pursuant © 281 5.,
SZI1(a)31), See and retut folowing within 30 days ¥ dsagree or be heid In defaul, estoppel, and laches:
JThe Inade or Business Scany bilo fsedm orForms/Fommindex him)

Form #05.001;

1 "NQ" is chacked 10 the ieft, the following applies:

PRIVATE RECIPENTS OF THIS FORM: ¥ you are & privale recipient and the answer 10 the question 10 the left is "NO", you are wamed that you may NOT use any of the
mmwu&muum«mdummnmnumauwmm This means you may not use any of
ummbmummmsmmmmmumw-umwsa.ww.m,ecmmmruammmnmmm
umummmmmmw This docurnent also constitules an indemnification of all personal Sabxly of the privale recipient
for falure lo withhold or report. WWbMImWthWdNMMthMMnmm
against the Privale Reciplent for following the requirements of this fom. This indemnification doss NOT apply 10 govemment reciplents
COVERNMENT RECIPEENTS OF THIS FORM: nmdumummmn-mbhwbnuhw.mnwmmw
ey e e s wmm'“'“ﬁﬁﬂ&mm&m«mﬂﬁ'}mmm ;
prosecule
pursuant 10 26 U S.C, §7434 and 31 USC, §3729 Any numbers associated with hese reports are provided undky dhyess and ars not “Social Sacurty Numbers” as defined in
?myutuummAmmmmwuimaMnwmmmmmmmum
o commercial without the license

ves LI no [

14,2 Social Secunty (See 42 US C_Chapler 7). Mylpplmlmmibniwdﬂuluﬂanulﬂybrmymamdhﬂwmmi Never
personally made appiication and therefore nonbinding; 2. Never consented 1o pariicipete, 3. Cannot lawfully consent bacause not domicled on federal
territory and nota “U.S czen®per 8 USC §m1w.mmwummmdmmmmdmcmmzm.o Acting as a
fiduciary with no capaity o contract with federal govemment, See' Forms #06 002 and #13 007 at hitp //sedm org/Forms/Formindex him

Date that UNLAWFUL particpation was relroachvely terminated: —
{Dste SSA Form 521 and/or Resignation of Compelied Social Security, Form #06.002, was mailed 1o SSA and IRS)

WARNING: lﬂnlls\vutomisqusﬂwls"m",uquHSowiymwTawlmkmmmywmonmisFALSEaml

must be removed from yous records. Faﬁmbmwmmmdw-amﬂwﬁmdw@mm

$1028A, and & cvil violabon of 42 L,S.C §408(a and 420 S C §405(c)2 X
Further detals X 0 Fam(%(s.)(goqq J ndex h

ves e &

143 Federal elecied or appointed “public officer”

Y“DNO

18.4 Fedoral “employes” as definedn 25 U S.C 5401(c ) and 26 CFR §31.3401(c -1

VuDNoE

14.5 Stale-ssued daver’s licenss Corporate (not de jure) State name:

ves [ v (4

14§ State-issued marriage icense.

veo Lo (4

mmwmmbmwmmm

vos [T no B4

14,9 Government Identdying Numbers. I "NO' is specified, the folowing apples:
Youmqnotunwm“h&mmhm%h%ﬁw%unwmmﬁs&o-
ﬂﬁTWMWWMuWhW«WMWWEM&Wh

WARNNG:
defined in 20 CFR §422.
2BUSC §6109 Subm

2 mzwwm«hmnMsmmuTmeMhMCFRMO&M(:)(:!)(x)MMCFme
3 MMWNbMWMthWM«MMGWMMMth

Subtile A

4. mum'mumdmmuuTmmmmwummbnmmmm(w; Nonresident allens
are NOT “aliens” and are not equivalent. Aperson who is a national® can be a "nonresident alien” without being an “alen”. See 26U SC
mmx%)mz&m&%mmwga&”r«m«s?ummmmum

http (fsedm org/FormaFormingex him :

5 Maynotmmamwwmmwmumwmmmummnhmwn
§422.103(d). Only “public officers” on official business may lawfully use public property, and only in strict accordance with law for the benefit of the
govemment and not them as private individuals,

8 Is appearing here as a private person and not a public officer. i you compel me o use a govemment identifying number, you are an accessory 1o
a'mhdconmofpdvubpropmybauwmw.n&mimmmuwmmammmmdﬂm
mmmghwhwbmmnmwammmmmmmwmoamww,mnam

1. mm.mamwmmwm.mdmwmmmmnmmmmmmuhwmmmmm
wmmmmmmwmmmwmmmmmawam
mmmm-mmuamm(ammdm(cxzxcm He would iike o prevent a recurrence of this behavior

again.
s Wlluuimindemplaiﬂinmﬁmﬁhhmdwmmuﬂlﬁummmmmummﬂﬂh
M.MMMW&MMJWWMWWD&.W&Wcmm&«ddhaﬁb

oblain any servics of product in violation of 42 U.5.C 8408,

Affidavit of Citizenship, Domicile, and Tax Status Page 20f 18
Copynght SEDM, hito'/sedm org, Form 02.001, Rev, 6-11-2009




Case 2:10-cr-00400-MHM Document 717 Filed T0/04710 “Page 21 of 66

15. TAX WITHHOLDING LEGAL REQUIREMENTS:
- WARNING: You may not lawfully withhold ary amount from my earnings, The remainder of this section provides legally admissible
evidence proving why this is
2. Your withhoiding 1s ONLY on ‘wages” as legally defined in 28U S C §3401. The eamings of nonresident aliens not engaged in a “trade or
business® as legally defined are exciuded from ‘wages” per 28.USC $§3401(a)6) and 26 U S C §3401(a)(11) and therefore may not
lawfully become the subject of tax withhokding. If you withhold, you will therefore be guilty of the following cnmes:
21 18USC §654: Conversion of private property 1o a “public use” and a “public office” You are converting my PRIVATE eamings
from labor into a public purpose and a “pubiic office” by fraudulently and falsely connecting same with a “trade or business”
1 : Bnbery of public officials and witnesses. You are bribing public officials who will receive the money you STOLE
from me in wiolation of the law, The punishment 18 & fine and up to 15 years in jai. i remund you that all tax withholdings are
classified as “gifts” by the IRS. See IRS Document 6209, pp. 4-1 and 4-2, which dentify W-2 forms as “Estate and gift taxes”, All tax
withholdings are “gifts” to public officials that also constitute bribes
23. 18U SC §1956(a)(1)(AXi). Money laundering. You are laundering unlawfully withheld monies The punishment is a fine up to
§500,000 and impnsonment for up to twenty years.
3. IRS Pubkcation 515 indicates that nonvesident alien individuals who give you IRS form W-8BEN are exempt from backup withholding. This
requirement s aiso found in 28U S C _§3401(a)(6) or 26 CFR §31 3401(a)(6)-1(b). This form serves the equivalent of IRS Form W-8BEN
because IRS doesn't have a form for those who are “nonresident aliens” but who are not “individuals®, “persons”, or "taxpayers®.

“Foreign persons who provide Form W-—8BEN, Form W-8ECI, or Form W-SEXP (or applicable docwmentary

¢97 revortis

22

7

4. You MAY NOT lawfully tamper with, reject, redact any portion of, or alter any withholding forms that | give you. You must accept them AS
1S and may not lawfully threaten me to change them. if you do, you could be prosecuted for extortion.

“The employer 1s not authonized 1o alter the form or 10 dishonor the employee's claim. The certificate goes into
effect automancaily in accordance with ceriamn standaids enumerated in 3020007
[US v Malnowski, 347 F Supp 347 (1972)]

5.  The eamings connected with our relationship do not constitute “income” and therefore cannot be the subject of any tax or withholding or
reporting within the Intemal Revenue Code. The only defirution of “income” in the Intemal Revenue Code Is found in 26U8C §643(b)
and it includes ONLY the eamings of a trust or estate. | am not representing a domestic trust or estate. My eamings and my entire estate
instead are a “foreign estate” pursuant to 26 U.S.C §7701(a)(31).

6  Any eamings that resuit from our relationship do not originate from “sources within the United States” The term “United States” is defined
below. If you dispute this definition, please provide the definition that expressly identifies states of the Union as being included in the
meaning of “United States".

[ITLE 26 > Suptitle > CHAPIER 79 > Sec. 7701
Sec 7704 - Defimpony

imtion
(a) Defimuons
(9) Unuted States
The term "Urited States"” when used in a geographical sense includes only the States and the District of Columbia.
(10) State

The term "Siate” shall be cavr;vmd to include the District of Columbia, where such construction 1s necessary 1o
carry out provisions of this utle

“Expressie unius est exclusie alterius. A maxim of Statutory interpretation mearing that (ke gxpression of one
Burgin v Forbes, 293 Ky. 456, 169 S W.2d 321, 325, Newblock v Bowles, 170

Okl. 487, 40 P 2d 1097, 1100 Mention of one thing implies exclusion of another.
- g ,

ifs operof]

* ‘s L . K < L4
specify the effecis of a certain

g PECLIEL f ‘1. RIEECE, OF Wi R AHHCURON 10 eXCINAE il otners [rom
Under this maxim, 1f statute specifies one exception o a general rule or assumes to
provision, other exceptions or effects are excluded. "

{Black's Law Dictionary, Sixth Edition, p. 581

7. The financial transactions ikely to resuit from our relationstip are excluded from (not “subject to” but not "exempt”) {axation pursuant to the
following authorities and therefore not subject to withholding:

71. 28USC §881(a)3)(C)): Eamings from labor of "norvesident afiens” not engaged in a “trade or business” and working in the
] “United States” 13 not deemed 1o be income from sources within the “United States”.

72 28U S C §3401(a)(6)' Nornwesident aliens do not eam ‘wages”.

73. 28USC 8§1402(b) Nonresident aliens do not earn “self-employment income”.

74, 28USC S§864(b)(1)(A). Earmings of "nonresident alens” working for foreign employers such as private employers do not have

eaming associated with a “trade or business in the United States”

75. 28 CFR §31 3401(a)(6)-1(b): Remuneration of nonresident aliens outside the “United States" is not subject to taxation

76 28CFR §1.872-2(f) Eamings of nonresident aliens cutside the “United States” do not constitute “gross income”

7.7 28 CFR §1 871-7(a)(4). Nonresident aliens not engaged i a “trade or business” eamn no “gross income”

8. Tax withholding is only appropnate for those having a tax liability A nonresident alien such as the submitter with no “income” or eamings
from “sources within the United States® under 26U S C §871 can have no tax hability. If you think you, as a pnvate employer or private
Institution, consttute a “source within the United States”, then why does the IRS Intenal Revenue Manual say the following and where are
states of the Union included in “United States” as defined above?:

IRALS I 002 109-30-2004)

Affidavit of Citizenship, Domicile, and Tax Status Page 3of 18
Capynght SEDM, http //sedm org, Form 02,001, Rev 6-11-2009
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Payroll Deduction Agreements

0

ik’ N Cl]

i g ic] 2 HEH
accept and process executed agreemen

Taxpayers slm determne whlhr lller eployer: will
before agreements are submitted for approval or finahized
rS Loy (n)xies

9.  You can only be an “employer” if | am an “employes”, according to 26 U S C §3401(d). 1 am NOT an “employee”, because all "employees™
are “public officers” engaged In a “trade or business” who work for the United States govemment as the equivaient of “temps® or "Kelly
Girls" on loan to pnvate employers such as you. | DO NOT consent to act in such capacity, and therefore you cannot be an “empiloyer” in

the context of me.

Q6 CFR $ 31 J4016¢ )-] Employes:

"..the term [employee] includes (13 luntted to] officers and employees, whether elected or appointed, of the United
States, a [federal] State, Territory, Puerto Rico or any political subdivision, thereof, or the District of Columbis,
or any agency or instrumentality of any one or more of the Joregoing  The term ‘employee’ also includes an

officer of a corporation.”

2608 C $34000c ) Employee

For pmpa.ta of this chapter, the term "employee” includes {13 limted t0] an officer, employee, or elected official of
the United States, a State, or any pohnical subdivision thereof, or the District of Columbna, or any agency or
insirumensalty of any one or more of the foregoing. The term "employee” also tncludes an officer of a corporation.

MWWW

Employee: “The term employee specifically includes officers and employees whether clected or apvointed

If you disagree with this item, please rebut the admissions at the end of the following document within 30 days or be held in default and
estoppel to chalienge later: W i Qovemmen or 4 jef o 2 & “Pub Y e icome [ 10383,
#05.008;

10. You are only liable to withhold if you are an “empioyer” and if | receive ‘wages”. 26 CFR §31.3403-1, 26 CFR §31.3111-4, 268 CFR §3102-

1(c). Thoonfymylmnreceive'wagu'btoslgnacomadeauedammmcomnﬂngtocaumatleam'wag«'aslegaw
defined but not commonly understood. Ifldon'tsignIheconh‘act.thenldon'tearn'\uages'subjedtoanyvdmholdhgorreporung

“Every man has a natural right 1o the fruiis of his own labor, is generally admitted: and no other persom can
itilly deprive him o ! : ppriete i asthiswill

fia GO IIHUS, NG appropriete (Aem a
[The Antelope, 211> 66: 10 Wheat 66, 6 LEd. 268 (1825)]

IH [ of e PN 4 farins [0 f gy farieln], . 1/ o . ’
emplovment, by wh Morulu&amvkammm'df"muyor«llajmofmm”

26 CER I 3401 @)-3 Amounss deenred wuges nnder voluniary watiholding agreements

{a) In general.

P by 49 {/, ! FESDECE X
References in ihis chapter to the
defimuon of wages contained in section 3401 (a) shall be deemed to refer also 10 thus section (§31 3401(a)-3

Tule 26- Internal Revenue
LARL 2L LMPLOYARNT LANES AND COLLECEION O M ML TAX AL SOURCE
’ v ,

Subprent b Colly ron o fryom Lota t Nenwp

s34 1402(p)- " " )

(a) In general
An employee and hus employer may enter into an agreement under section 3402(b) to provide for the withholding of
income tax upon paymenis of amounts described in paragraph (B)(1) of §31 3401 (a}~3, made afier December 31,
1970 ] be cat nte und ' vith respect (o g i which gre includib

(a)-

is

RS &N (4l

‘had 10l g g B3 TN N R C P st 2L SINOHIE DEt ) 0
The amount to be withheld pursuant to an agreement under section 3402(p) shall be
determined under the rules contained in section 3402 and the regulations thereunder. See §31.3405(c)~1, Q&A-3
concerming _agreer 19 _have more than 20-percent Federal income tax withheld [rom_cligible_rollover

AMdavit of Citizenship, Domicile, and Tax Status Page 40118
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disinbutions within the meaning of section 402,

. If i never give you an IRS form W-4 and thereby consent to call what | eam “wages® as defined in the Internal Revenue Code, then you
can't lawfully withhoid or report anything:

11.1. Everything that goes on tha IRS form W-2 constitutes ‘wages” as legally defined and not commonly understood

11 2. Tax withholding ONLY pertains 10 ‘wages® as legally defined and NOT afl eamings. The US Supreme Court confirmed this.

ng [aIeys . d be I CONK Cﬂal the trm"mcomc'
has no broader mearing in the 1913 act than n f 1909 (see Stratton’s Independence v. Howbert, 231 U S. 399,
416. 417 S, 34 Sup Ct, 136), and for the present purpose we assume there 13 not difference in 1is meaning as used

in the wo acts.”
[Southern Pacific Co.. v. Lowe, 247 U S, 3130, 335, 38 S.CL 540 (1918))

11 3. If you are ordered by the IRS to withhold at single zero because 1 refuse to submit an IRS form W4, then you must withhold and
report ONLY on “wages” as statutorily defined and mited pursuant to the | R.C. “trade or business’ franchise agreement 1 don't
eam “wages” if | never consented to call them “wages” using a private contract called an IRS form W-4.

12.  On the subject of uniawful withholding, the Bible says the following. "Wages” as used below implies the ordinary and excludes the stafutory

defirution;
“Woe (o hsm who burlds lus house by unrighteousness
And his chambers by imyusnice,
w he hwheth tnaivid 2 g Necntl use,
And gives hum nothing for his work,*
ller. 22 13, Bible NKJV]
"Come now, you nch, weep and howl Jor your musertes that are conng upon you! Your riches are corrupted, and
Your garments are moth-eaten. Your gold and sitver are corroded, and their corrosion will be a witness against you
and will eat your flesh like fire. You have heaped up treasure  the last days. [ndeed the wages of the laborers

1 e WL )Y LR POCE PY ITH & 18 L3 ISPC IERCREE InE £
You [the

d.a 4

[RES £7 b8 f) TS A r
of the Lord of Sebeoth, Iness owner who controls pwrse of the workers] have lived on the earth in
Pleasure and lwoury; you have fastened your hearts as in a day of slaughter. You have condemned, you have
murdered the yust; he does not resist you, *
llumes 3, [-6, Bible, NKJV]

"You shall not cheat your neighbor, nor rob him. The weges of him whe is hired shall not remein with vou il
aight yrdl morning, *

v 1913 Bible, Ni
16. TAX REPORTING LEGAL REQUIREMENTS: :
1.  WARNING: You may not file information returns against any payments you make In connection with our relationship. Filing of
faise information returns carries severs civil and criminal penaities. Information returns include IRS Forms W-2, 10428, 1098, and
1099. | can only eam “wages” reportable on an IRS form W-2 if 1 am lawfully engaged in a “public office® in the U.S. Govemment as
required by 28 U.S C. §6041(a). Voluntarily signing a contract/agreement called an IRS form W-4 is the only way that a nonresident alien
NON-individual not engaged in a “trade or business” can engage in such a “public office” per 26 CFR §31.3401(a)-¥a), and 28 CFR
§31.3402(p)-1. Otherwise, it is a cnme to impersonate a public officer in violation of 18 U S C, §912 to file an information retum. If you file
any kind of information return retating to me, you will be guity of conspiracy to commit all the following crimes and cvi infractions

1.1. False information retums submitted in violation of 28U S C §7434. Punishment is all attomey fees pius twice the false amount

reported.

1.2 Impersonating a public officer in violation of 18USC §912. Punishment is a fine and up to three years m jail. Only “public officers”
can act as “taxpayers”, and you are creating a faise presumption that | am a “taxpayer” by filing faise information retums.

1.3.  Conversion of private property to a public use, public purpose, and public office as a “withholding agent® in violation of 18 Y S C_

§654,

1.4. Impersonating a statutory "U.S. citizen” pursuant to 13 US.C.§911. Punishmentis afine and up to three years in jail. Only statufory
and not constiutional “U.S. citizens” can lawfully act as "public officers” engaged in a “trade or business® and | am NOT a statutory
“U S. citizen” pursuant to but rather a non-citizen national.

1.5. False information retums in violation of 26U SC §7206. Pumishment s up to a $100,000 fine and 3 years in jall to file a false
information return.

1.6.  False nformation retums in violation of 26 U $ C §7207. Punishment is up to $10,000 and 1 year in jail to submit a false information

retum :
1.7. Perjury in violation of 18USC §100tand 18U S C_§1621. The IRS Forms W-3 and 1098 submutied with the information retumn (s

signed under penalty of perjury and verifies the accuracy of the accompanying information return  These forms are submitted as a
govemment officer and agent called a “withholding agent” defined in 28 US C §7701(a)(16). Those forms are FRAUDULENT now
that you have been notified that they are false and you willfully refuse to either stop filing the false report or correct the faise reports

already filed.
IRS Publication 515 indicates that nonresident aliens who give you IRS form W-8BEN are exempt from 1099 reporting. This form serves

the equivalent purpose and is a superset of that form

"Foreign persons who provide Form W-8BEN, Form W-8ECI, or Form W-8EXP (or applicable documentary
evidence) gry backup g dFo . "’

26U SC §6041 says that only eamings connected with a “frade or business® may be reported on an information retum such as IRS forms
W-2 W-3, 1042-S, 10986, and 1099

AMdavit of Cltizenship, Domicile, and Tax Status
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rlTw.’a>iumuL£>Cﬂd£I£Rﬂ>&mdmxrA>£d&Lm>$uhm¢B>§Wl
$ 6041, Informanion at source

(a) Payments of $600 or more

[IURE O

SRR 121 6 1] 2 RHIINES. . LY axmen il a R . L
anotlhier persom, of rems, salaries, wages, premums, dnniuifies, compensations, remunerations, emoluments, or other
Jfixed or determinable gains, profits, and income (other than payments to which section 6042 (a)(1), 6044 (a)(l),
6047 (e), 6049 (a), or GOSON (a) applies, and other than paymenis with respect to which a statement 1s required
under the authority of section 6042 (a)(2), 6044 {a)(2). or 6045), of 3600 or mare in any taxable year, or, in the case
of such payments made by the Urited States, the officers or employees of the Umted States having mformation as to
such payments and required to make retwns i regard thereto by the regulations heremafler provided for, shall

‘ifie i. i1

L

il Wi IR SIS SGRIE3Y ¢

None of the earnings connected with our relationship pertains to a “trade or business” as statutorily defined below, and therefore is not

subject to reporting:
260 USC See, 72701(a)(26)
"The term ‘trade or business’ yicludes the performance of the functions of a public office.”

Thehmﬂnmme’hddhedhgﬁ_u&mn).mdmeMnn'mayberepoded. Since | am NOT an “estate or trust”, | eam no
reportable “income®:

TITLE 26 > Subtule 4 > CHAPTER | > Subchapter J > PART [ > Subpart 4 > § 643
$643, Defimtions qpplicable 1o subparts A, 8. C. and D

& Xk i ia ! . el LN & k ’. i NIV Qg el i ‘1,
gross income constituting extraordinary dividends or taxable stock dividends which the Siduciary, acting in good
Jauk, determunes to be allocable 10 corpus under the terms of the governmg instrument and applicable local law
Shall not be considered income.

IRSFonn1o42-8mayonlybepreparedInﬂwcaseofnomesldemallemuhohava‘hoome‘lrom"soueesvdlﬂnm'umbdsmm'mat
isnotoonmdedwﬂha‘uadewwﬂnm'ammaehmwmms'gmslnwme'mmmmdm. All such sources
are expressly indicated in 26 U S C_§871(a). A,lolmeseswcesmgovamntpawnents. The transactions likely to occur between us
are NOT govemment payments and are not listedin26 U S C_§871(a), and therefore may not lawiully be reported. For further details, see
the follo rticle: RS form 1042 o #04.003:  hitp.//sedm org/Forms/Formindex htm .

Copyright SEDM, hitp.//sedm org, Form 02.001, Rev. 6-11-2009

T has }O tax iabl or “gross Income’ pursuant 1o 28 GER &1872.2(1. 28 CER &1 871-1(a), and Z8.U S.C_S881(a)3HCH) and
therefore no need to deduct or withhoid,

2.  Submitter is not a “taxpayer” as defined in 26 U.S.C §7701(a)(14) and not subject to the revenue laws.

[Amc uzem/AmenamNb .mbjl [ exclus
Junisdiction of the Federal Government and not engaged in the “irade or business” franchise as a pubhe officer].
The latter are without ther s 0. oro res gre prescribed for non-taxpay nd ne atterpt is made &
any; gy g aeir Nigaty or Remedies in due conrse ¢ {a+ +

(L3 308 7P { q IS IBEY SIE NIeuner o [ S ISy OF I FRJEN

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

3. Submitter is not "exempt” or an “exempt individual® as defined in 26 USC §7701(b)(5) because one must otheswise be subject to the
L.R.C. to be such a legal "person”. Rather, Submitter Is "not subject” to Intemal Revenue Code Subtitie A franchise agreement. Since IRS
forms very deliberately do not have a block for “not subject” and are only for use by those who are “taxpayers®, Submitier had to make my
own form, THIS form, to avold committing perjury on a govermnment form in describing my status under penalty of perjury. Those who are
not subject” are described NOT as a “person”, “Individual®, or Taxpayer”, but simply as “foreign™ or a “foreign estate” in 26 USC,
§7701(a)31).

LITLE 26 > Subutle F> CUAPTER 79 > § 7701
$7700 Definstions
(a) Defimitions
(31) Foreign estate or trust
(A) Foreign estate
The term “foreign estate” means gp
4. Submitter Is a "nonresident” as statutorily defined pursuant to 28 US.C_§7701(b)(1)(B) but not a “nonresident alien indhvidual’. A
e 2o 13 defined 23 one who is neither 3 ciizen : ; 2
AfMidavit of Citizenship, Domicile, and Tax Status Page 6of18
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e
National, or “national® bomn In a state of the Union who is not domiciled on federat territory In the “United States” is. The only withhoiding
form that a “nonresident” who is neither an “alien” nor an “individual® and who Is not engaged In federal fmnchlu.s can.M out_haW~88€N
with block 3 modified to add the word “nontaxpayer” or “human being® to it. All taxpayers” and “individuals am'allem per 26 CFR
§1.1441-1(c )(3) and therefors submitter cannot check the “Individual” block of the W-8BEN form without committing perjwry. Even
statutory “U.S. Cltizens® per 8 U.S.C. 1401 must be aliens in refation 1o a foreign country under a tax treaty per 28 USC §911 in order to be
‘taxpayers”. .,

5. Submitter is not engaged in a “trade of business”, which is defined in 28 U,8.C. §7701(a)26) as "the functions of a public office”. Receipt
of earmings from the District of Columbia Inconnedlonwima‘lradoorbuskms‘undu:ﬁ_ﬂ_i&_jﬂ(b)ano(comodedund«aq
US.C §871(a) are the only types of “gross income” or “taxable income” that nonresidents who are not aliens can have under I.R.C. Subtitle
A

8. smem.rha‘tmnslomforeigner’bmmta“fmlgnpersorfot'alen'lnmspedtoﬂnnaﬂomlgommﬂandfederdtenﬂgry.Ahuman
belngoraniﬁdalemtysudvaustatecorpomﬂondomldledhastatcom\eUnionlu‘u'amlemfomlgmrbumu'p«sm.'Indivldual'.
ov'fordgnpeuon"forttwpurpomofﬂnInhmalRmmnCodebeeausehtenn'UnltodStatu‘lsdeﬂnodh2§_§_$_&._§_7_7_Q1(a)(9)
and (a)(10) as the District of Columbia and is nowhere expressily expanded to include any state of the Union.

7. Submimrlsno(inmcelptofanylmatybeneﬁtuwﬂuntemuofanlmmmmwvvimaforeigneounﬁy. .

8. swmnuhanotmadoanelodontobetmatedua'resldeﬂalbtfadeﬂnedmwmm)wundumoaumwofz&
U S.C.§6013(g) and (h).

9. Submutter Is not a statutory "Individual” as defined in 26 CFR §1.1441-1(c )(3) or a “"person” as defined in 268 L.S C §7701(c ) because not
domldledotreﬂdetnmfedemltenﬂoryandnoleugiblcotcovmmmllypamdpaﬁngInanyfedanlfrandllseor'beneﬂt'lnmcomenof
this private and not public transaction. Assudw.helsheisnotn'publcofﬂou‘mhhmgovemmembutmuwupdvamrnmanbdng.
Theonfylfhgthogovemnemeanregulaboﬂaxmpubucacﬂvmes,publcofﬂcen.andpubllc'employm'mmmmly'pemm
mentioned in the LR.C. franchise per 26 U.S.C. §7343 and 6671(b). Itis otherwise unconstitutional to regulate private conduct.

“The power to “legislate generally upon” [ihe PRIVATE] ife, liberty, and property, as opposed to the “pawer 1o
provide modes of redress” against offensive siate [e.g “public officer'/"employee”] action, was “repugnent” (e
the Consiltution, Id.. at 15. See also United States v, Reese, 22 US 214,218 (1876); Unm;'io %m: vfl;:m Lag
L3 629 639 (1883): James v. Bowman, [90 US. 127, 139 (1903). Although the specific Ings of these ear.

cases might have been superseded or modified, see, e.g., Heart of Atlanta Motel, Inc. v. United States, 79 US 241
(1964); United States v. Guest, 383 US. 745 (1966), their treatment of Congress’ §5 power as corvective or
preventive, not definitional, has not been questioned.”
[ 1 1Q 0

10. Submitter s NQT subject to 1099 reporting, withhoiding, or backup withhoiding pursuant to 26 U.S,C. §3401(a}6) or 26 CER
§21 3401(a)(6)-1(b):

"Foreign persons who provide Form W-8BEN. Form W-8ECI, or Form W-8EXP (or applicable documentary evidence) gre exempt

(70M PECAND WHRROITING BN e L077 reportin
.

I&S Publication 515, year 2001, p 3]

11. Submilteris nota “US person” as statutorily defined pursuant to 26 U,S.C._§7701(a)}(30). The term "U.S. person” is statutorily defined as
follows:

LITLE 26 > Subiitle F > CHAPTER 79 > Sec. 7701,
Sec. 770/, - Defimtions

(a)(30) Lnited States person

The term "United States person” means -

(A4) a cttizen or resident of the United States,

(B) a domestic partnership,

(C) a domestic

(D) any estate (other than a foreign estate, within the meaning of paragraph (31)), and

(E) any st of -
() a cowrt withun the United States 1s able to exercise primary supervision over the administration of the trust, and
(i1) one or more Umted States persons have the authority to control all substantial decisions of the trust.

12. The term “United States” as used in “U.S. person” above is defined in 26 U.S.C. §7701(a)(9) and (a){10) as follows:

LILE26 > Subiigle F> CHAPTER 79 > Sec 7701. [Internal Revenue Code]
Sec. 7701 - Defimuions

(a) When used in thus title, where not otherwise distinctly expressed or mamfestly incompanble with the intent thereof—
(9) United States

The term "Umited States” when used in a 8eographical sense includes only the Sigres and the District of Columbia.

(10) State

The term “State” shall be consirued 10 include the District of Columbia, where such construcuon 1s necessary to carry owt provisions of
this atle.

13. Pursuant lo the rules for statutory construction, if the states of the Unlon are not mentioned anywhers in Subtitie A of the Intemal Revenue
Code and are not included in the definition of “United States” above, they can be safely assumed to be EXCLUDED by implication:

“Expressio unius est exclusio alterius. A maxim of siatutory interpretanon meamng that the expression of one thing is the exclusion
of suother. Burginv. Forbes, 293 Ky. 456, 169 S.W 2d 321, 325; Newblock v Bowles, 170 Ok, 487, 40 P.2d 1097, 1100. Mention of
one thing implies exclusion of another. d

ALK certain person e _specified W, confract ¢

’ pRNRES 4 'y { 5 i R VI il (REHUN
cxclude all others from ity operation may be inferred Under this maxim, Y statute specifies one excepnon to a general rde or
assumes (o J=Cla the eaecn o‘ a certain grovision, other exceﬁmm or eﬂecu are excluded, "
AfYidavit of Citizenship, Domicile, and Tax Status : Page 70f 18
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(Black’s Law Dictionary. Sixth Edition, p 581]

14. Nonresidents not engaged in a “frade or business” such as the Submitter are not required to provide identifying numbers to open financial
accounts. The regulation below mentions *nonresident allens”, and nonresidents who are not statutory “aliens” must be treated the same:

Tule J1* Money and Finance: Treasury
LART {03 FINANCL, Y

(x) non-resident allen Rare notengaged in raae or ousiness in (A

In instances described in paragraphs (a}(3), (vili) and (ix) of this section, the bank shall, within 1S days following the end of any
calendar year in which the interest accrued in thet year is $10 #r wiore use its best effort to secure and maintain the approprinte
taxpayer identification number or application form therefor.

identified me as any of these three types of entities.

be anything other than that described herein. All franchises are contracts between the grantor and the grantee:

e spring from co ¥ ¢ sovereign power ang 13 made upon valuable considerations, for
Ppurposes of mdividual advantage as well as public benefit, * and thus a franchise partakes of a double nature and character. So far as
# affects or concerns the public, 1113 publics jurs and 1s subject to governmental control, The legisiature may prescribe the manner of
granting 1t, to whom 1t may be granted, the conditions and terms upon which 1t may be held, and the duty of the grantee (o the pubhic m
exerciung t, and may also provide for us forfeiture upon the farlure of the gransee to perform that duty. But when granted, it becomes
the pr)apcrry of the grantee, and 1s a private righs, subject only to the governmental control growing out of us other naturs as publict
Juris,

[Am.Jur.2d, Franchises, §4: Generally]

into a “taxpayer”.
Spectifically, Rowen seeks a declaratory judgment aganst the Umited States of Amenica with respect
taxpayer pursuant to, and/or under LS C £ 7701(a)(14).” (See Compi, at 2.) osry lack;

St S My ARET YeCHon

o "whether or not tln

[N

plaintiff 13 a

1n/ (4

[t

ode s i Ot Gf LISHE In IR instant sction. S g LG §2201: see also Hugl % Untled Slates S ’ 0
Oth Clr, 1991} (affirmmg dismissal of claim Jor declaratory relief under § 2201 where clam conce; question of tax hability).
Accordingly, defendant’'s motion to dismuss is hereby GRANTED, and the instant action is hereby DISMISSED.

, 3 N

“And by siasutory defimition, ‘axpayer’ includes any persom, trust or estate subject to a tax imposed by the revenue act. ..Since the
statutory defirunion of taxpayer’ is exclusive, the federal courts do not have the power io create nonstatutory iaxpayers for the purpose
of applying the provisions of the Revenue Acts. .”

[C.LR v. Trustees of L. Inv. Ass'n, 100 F.2d 18 (1939))

"4 reasonable construcnion of the taxing statutes does not include vesting any tax official with absolute power of assessment aganst
indniduals not specified in ithe statutes as a person lable Jor she tax without an opportunmity for judicial rewew of this siatus before the
appellation of ‘taxpayer’ 13 bestowed upon them and their property s seized...”

[Bota v. Scanlon, 288 F.2d. 504, 508 (1961)]

Table 3 of the ndix to this document to clarify the statements herein.

15. 1t amounts to “compelied to assodiation” in violation of the First Amendment 1o force me 10 associate with or be identified as a “U.S. person”
(under 26 USC_§7701(a)(30), a statutory “U.S. citizen® (under 8 U SC §1401), or a taxpayer” (under 26 U S,C_§7701(a)(14) or any
status OTHER than that described above. | would also be committing perjury under penaity of perjury to sign any government form that

18. lvdunotallowyoutocompelmotopa:ﬂdpatelnﬂn‘tmdewbmhess'handiuoreonnctwlmmegovemnembychanglmnwmmto

17. Pursuant to the Declaratory Judgments Act, 28 U S.C_§2201(a) and the federal courts, the recipient of this form and any govemnment agent
handling this case has NO authority to assume any tax status other than that indicated on this form or to convest an innocent “nontaxpayer”

18. A summary of Citizenship Status v. Tax Status and the meaning of “State” and “state” in the context of federal and state laws Is found in

SECTION 3: DURESS STATEMENT

If any other govemment form which the Recipient of this form might have received or viewad which | might have signed contradicts anything

contained herein, the reasons are that:
1. Iwas threatened or feit threatened:

pertain to me and membyoommnwhatlknwlobefraudand/orpeﬁuryonagovemmemfonn...OR
12. By the Reciplent because | was told that | would be denied

1.1. By the Recipient to either not be hired or be fired if 1 did not sign a W-4 agreement or submit a specific government from that doesn't

the EQUAL right of all to engage in a business opportunity or financial
account needed to sustain my life if | did not fll out and submit the form indicated and which | knew misrepresented my status or had

no options to correctly represent my status. . OR
| 1.3__By the govemment bacause | would become the target of unlawful or “selective” IRS/govemment enforcement that the legal

' GeorgiaR & Powsr Co v Allanta, 154 Ga 731, 113 SE 263, Lippencolt v Alander, 27 lowa 460; State ex rel Hutton v Beton Rouge, 217 L 857, 47 So 2d 688, Tower v Tower & S Street

R Co 88 Mmn 500, 71 NW 691

2 Georga R & Power Co v Atients, 154 Ga 731, 115 SE 263, Lippencolt v Allander, 27 lows 460, Siate ex rel Hutton v Bston Rouge, 217 La 867, 47 So 2d 606, Tower v Tower & S Steet

R Co 68 Minn 500, 71 NW 691

Affidavit of Citizenship, Domicile, and Tax Status Page 8 of 18
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profeasion, the courts, and the government routinely protect and encourage because of conflicts of interest, undue consolidation of

power, and greed,

“For the lave of money is the root of all evil. which while some coveted afier, they have erred from the fanth, and pierced themselves
through with many sorrows.

But thou, O man of God, fleg (A

glled and hast professed a good profession before

many w mn.
{1 Timothy 6.5-12, Bible, NKJV]
accept this form or sent it back, because they knew they were violating both the law and

1.4. By the Reciplent, who may have refused to a
my rights and wanted to obstruct justice, destray evidence of their wrongdoing, and tamper with a federal witness because this form

”

i$ signed under penalty of perjury.
2. | was therefore undes unlawful duress and the target of racketeering, extortion, and/or unconscionable “adhesion contracts” by the
reciplent/govemment
acting In a quasi-govemmental and “public officer” capacity as a "withholding agent”

3. The origin of the duress was the Recipient of this form
fore legally liable to respect my constitutional rights and REFUSED demands to do so.

Put!uamD 028U S.C §7701(a)(16) and who is there
.. .AN|
4. mmsunofﬂnmlawludmuwasmIwascomlhdtownﬁadﬁhmengagehmmm%ﬂngmmm:galmtmwﬂ
andlor religious bellefs in viclation of Article 1, Section 10 of the United States Constitution, and to donate private properly o a public use,
govemment such as the “trade or business” franchise that is the heart of the Intemal Revenue

public purpose, and/or public office in the
Code. Participation in all govemment franchises is an act of contracting because all franchises are contracts.

| hereby for the record declare as void, untmsMoMy.andnoladnisslbbumddomoofanyoblgaﬂononmypananyand‘alforms.
dedamumsofmuu,oromerowespondemohconmmmmfomormynuamedfounlmayhavepmvldedbeauuswmuedunder

unlawful duress,

3y COETX |

S RV e 6 N

ompcllzd to execuse the agreement as mnof
been made which the make:

“ SETE NN kI ETISNER CO Ed ERIEEY, COLTCIon Ay T
mmmandlhcmtummmhtlnmbywhwhllnmh
mind induced ° Duress, hke fraud, rarely becomes material, except where a contract or conveyance has
:mhe:laavmd 4 228 / ke com idable, not vold, at th

f PRI

LT

,,,,,,

DELS

1y EANSCERRE OF raliicalion ik CIREY VRICADIE () A B 4! it IVRIGER B ' 0 A0 [0 SY0iE 8
However, duress i the form of physical compulsion, in which a Party is caused to appear 10 assent when he has no intention of dong
30, 13 generally deemed to render the resulting purported contract void, **

[American Jurisprudence 2d, Duress, Section 21)
This affidavit of duress and void declaration especially includes, but is not kmited fo, anything relating to govemment franchises, disclosures of
govenmeﬂldenﬂanunbensuchasSSNwﬂN.mwmmammmmammmmmmcm §31.3401(a)-
3(a) and 26 CFR §31.3402(p)-1), tax retums, or any other declarations of status (e.d. “employee”, “taxpayer”, “Individual’, “inhabitant”, “UJ.S.

forms provided 1o the govemment such as driver's license applications, appiications for 1D

citizen) arising out of any tax, citizenship, or licensing
cards, voter Tegistration, or benefit applications.

> Brown v Plerce, 74U S 208, 7 Wall 208, 19 L Ed 134
on the mnd, and fall short of actusl physical

* Bametie v Wells Fargo Nevece Nat? Bank, 270U S mmLum.asammmmhmwmmwm
compuision, lnnolmdubv,Mnmm,dhmdmmmmmmbyd).Fmv Gershman, 30 Mis 2d 442, 215 NYS2d 144, Glenney v Crane (Tex Civ
mm(iuuu»mmm.mrdnu(uq 18, 1902), Carroll v Fetty, 121 WVa 218, 2 SE 2d 521, cert den 308U S 571,84 L Ed 479,805 C185

:Fmv.cm-\aouuczdm. 213 NYS2d 144, Helder v mu.m,uzomo.mmmumwv om.(r-cnvmnm(mou»aszsvmm.mmnro(uqio.
dmanmwﬁ“mmmmh“w&unmmw

® Restatement 2d, Cantracts § 174, statng thet ¥ cond. that appeers 1o be &
duress, the conduct 18 nol effechive as & manifestation of assent

Affidavit of Citizenship, Domicile, and Tax Status Page 9of 18
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SECTION 4: ENCLOSURES

Block 17~ ... . .
cnlojck fzilf;;r; o:onccdmn QQE :m order provided) ‘ incl. # mglog onal

O | L2 RsForn WeeXP B Optional -

[0 | 1Z3 Withholding Attachment Form c Optional
FREE REFERENCES AND RESOURCES:

SECTION 5: SIGNATURE OF SUBMITTER /]

17.Worker [ | certify under penalty of pasary)irom wiliold the -United States” in | 18, Date
signature: - oaccordanca with 746(1) that §Hé information provided on )

Is trye, comrect, Anq compiete. m/y

natu

NOTARY PUBLIC CERTIFICATION i -
igned authority, a Notary Public, of the County of anwm
(statename), this __ 5  day of __%_, 2o/f

above signed human being did appear and was by (circle one): /drivers

first being duly swom and/or affirmed, deposes and says that the aforegoing asseveration is

BEFORE , ME, the

Z/
‘ KA IS OASIDOIVO
best of hisher knowledge and bellef.

| certfy under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of d ; that the foregoing paragraph Is true and correct.
WITNESS my hand and official seal.

WENDY BIRDSONG
Notary Public - Arizona

Pinal County
My Comm. Expires Oct 20, 2013

Notary Publ| J

My Commission Expires On;

AfMidavit of Citizenship, Domicile, and Tax Status Page 10 of 18
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APPENDIX: LEGAL POINTS AND AUTHORITIES
who seek of ststemonts made in this

1. A’national® is statutorily defined as follows:
LILES > CHAPTER |2 > SUBCHAPTER | > Sec 1101.
‘(a)(z 1) The term "nanonal” means a person owing permanent allegiance 10 a state.

2. The “state” in the above defirvtion is a state of the Union. AR states of the Union are “foreign states® with respect to federal govemment
legisiative jurisdiction, and therefore are lower case. Federal teritories are capitalized as "State” within federal law For example:

TITLE 4 - FLAG AND SEAL, SEAT OF GOVERNMENT, AND THE STATES
CHAPTER 4 - THE STATES

Sec. 110, Same; defimuons

(d) The term "State” includes any Temmtory or possession of the United States.

3. Evenﬂn'umndswuomm'passponmcogntummmuotdﬂzemmpdeﬂmdlnfederalstamtorylaw‘ On the inside cover
of the passport it says the following. Note the phrase “citizen/national”, which means “citizen OR national":

“The Secretary of State of the United States of America hereby regquest ali whom 1t may concen to permit the Citizen/national of
the United States named herem 1o pass withowt delay or hindrance and in case of need to give all lawfil asd and protection”

4, BelowansomodmﬂmembllshmeforelgnMaﬂmsﬂpbemntmaabmdfedemgovemmemfwuupupmofleglshﬁve
Jurisdiction:
Foreign States; “Nations outside of the United States Term may also refer to another siats; i.e. a sister siats. The term ‘foreign
nations', . should be construed to mean all nanons and states other than that i which the action 13 brought; and hence, one state of

the Union is foreign to another, in that sense. "
{Black’s Law Dictionary, 6* Edition, p. 648]

Eamm_lm:A “The laws of a foreign country or sister state. "
[Black's Law Dictionary, 6® Edition, p 647]

g

onSiip o

bECEH ?, ‘0

"G‘ma”y, i HIOR Susian foward each ot (e reiationsh o ihgependent sqy " Nacpenacild joreign siats
except in so far as the Uy States 15 paramount as the domnaan, government, and in so far as the siates are bound to recogmze the
Jraternity among sovereignires esiabiished by the federal Constitutton, as by the provision requiring each state to grve full faith and
credit 1o the public acts, records, and judicial [Pproceedings of the other states...”

{814 Corpus Juns Secundwum (C J 5.} §29, legal encyclopedia]

1t 13 no longer open 1o question that the gencrel eovernment, unlike (he sigtes, Hammer v. Dagenhart, 247 S 231 275 33 S.Ct
3529, 3 ALR 649, Ann.Cas.1918E 724, possese the internal allairs of the states: and enphaticall

Yaion ang in the fici pternation n‘ ‘ waoth ." .,’

[Carterv. Carter Coal Co., 298 1! S 238, 56 S.C1, 855 (1936)]

5. mmmammgwmmamunmsummohmdhFmaleummmmum.mnmmwum

within states of the Union, including taxation. All of it's revenues must derive onjy from the extemal affairs over which it has axclusive

legistative jurisdiction. ThemlngobelowoeumdAFTERmwmdummmwsmmnmmm
exclusively to external matters in relation to states of the Union.

“The States, after they formed the Umon, continued 1o have the same range of [INTERNAL] taxing power which they had before,
barring only duties affecting exports, smports, and on tonnage [whick all deal with FOREIGN/EXTERNAL commerce only]. 2
Congress, on the other , 10 lay taxes in order to pay the Debis and provide for the common Defence and general Weifare of the
United States', Art. 1, Sec. 8, US.C.A.Const., can reach every person and every dollar m the land with due regard to Consntutional
lumuanions as to the method of laying taxes. "

[Graves v. People of State of New York, 306 LS 466 (1939)]

"The difficulties arising out of our dual form of government and the opportwusies for differing opiions concerning the relative rights
ofstaumdmonalgavemmnummany: ut o g rime i w1 has stead g fo hat the igxing
4o basic reasomng which leads 10 that

204 NiK N 0 X i (2L 17 D) 2€1 , 7 i, !
conclusion, we think, requires like mitanon upon the power which springs from the bankruptcy clause. United Siates v. Butler, supra *
[Ashton v. Cameron County Water Improvement District No 1, 298 U'S 513; 56 5.Ct 892 (1936)]

r Bus, when a State proceeds to regulate
commerce with foreign nations, or among the several States, 1t is exercising the very power that is granted to Congress, [22 US 1,
200] and is doing the very thing which Congress is authorized to do. There is no analogy, then, between the power of taxation and the
power of regulating commerce. "
[Gibbons v Ogden, 22 'S 20 (1824)]

T

Affidavit of Citizenship, Domicile, and Tax Status Page 11 of 18
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“lt will contribute 10 the elucidanon of the question if we first
i el qomestic or infernal gffars. Thas there are differences between them, and

differemt, both in respect of their ongin and

2, QIeEign ol LI QUAITS ang (10

3 . LEN
nces are fundamental, may not be doub,

LESEN
that these differe

ted, two classes of powers are
thewr nature. The !

LY SOT RIS MICTE 2O LG POTTIONS d e 5 £*1{s] R2.YI AN 4 fl 4
ot included in the enumeranon sull in the staies, Carter v. Carter Coal Co., 208U 238, 294, 56 8.Ct. 855, 865. . ...
The Umon extsted before the Constitution, which was ordained and established among other things to form ‘a mors perfect Union.

QIUEaeraiion i

{United States v. Curniss-Wight Export Corporation, 299 'S 304 (1936)]

6. The states of the Unlon are *foreign” to federal legislative jurisdiction, because, as the U.S. Supreme Court heid above, they are nof subject
toit. This is a result of what is called the “Separation of Powers Doctrine”, which was explained by the Supreme Court as foliows:

HEon of sovereign power.” Coleman v. Thomopson, 50 L 72 2(1991) (BLACKMUN, J., dissenting) "Just as the separati
and independence of the coordinate branches of the Federal Government serve to prevent the accumslation of excessive power m any
one branch, a healthy balance of power between the States and the Federal Government will reduce the risk of tyranny and abuse from
esther fromt.” Gregory v. [SOS US 144, 182] Asheroft, 301 .S, at 458, See The Federalist No. 51, p. 323, (C. Rossiter ed. 1961).”
[New York v, Umted States, 505 LS ]44 (1992)}

7. The federal govemment has n Jegis/ative power outside of its “territory”.
“Judge Story, in hus treatise on the Conflicts of Laws, lays down, as the basis upon which all reasomngs on the law of comity must
necessarly rest, the following maxims: First 'that gvery natlon Ie tatel p s @ exclusive so ! ction within it

BeyY 8 35 i L b 4 s
Judge then adds: 'From these two maxims propositions thers follows a shird, and that is that whatever force and obligation the laws
of one country have in another depend solely upon the laws and muucipal regulation of the latter; that is {0 say, upon iis own proper
Junisdction and polity, and upon us own express or tacit [voluntary] consent.” Story on Conflict of Laws §23."
[Baltmore & Ohio Railroad Co. v. Chambers, 73 Oho St. 16: 76 N.E 91; 11 LRA., NS, 1012 (1903))

8. The states of the Union are NOT "territory” of the federal govemment. They are instead INDEPENDENT and SOVEREIGN states:

24 D IR Ik L MM w44
"§1. Defimtrons, Nature, and Distinctions
"The word ‘tervitory,’ when used to Mmcpudcdammkdmhaam,ﬁmwkgdmmqudamm
institutions of the United States, maammmmommawmmumafmuw&m but may include
anblhepadcmlhmofwldcbmomdnlaadnpwmmnulﬁandbuuudamofcmm"

“While the term ‘territory’ 13 often loosely used, and has even been construed to include mumicipal subdivisions of a terntory, and
‘ternitories of the' Umited States 15 somenmes used to refer to the entire domain over which the United States exercises domiraon, the
word ‘territory,’ when used (o designate a political orgamzation, has a disnnctive, fixed, and legal meaning under the political
instinasons of the United States, and the term ‘territory’ or ‘territories’ does not necessarily include only a portion or the portions
thereaf which ars orgamzed and exercise government Junctions under acts of congress. The term ‘territortes’ has been defined 1o be
pohuical subdivisions of the outlying dominion of the Umited States, and in this sense the term ‘terrvsory’ 13 not a description of a defimie
area of land but of a political unit governing and being governed as such. The question whether a particular subdision or entity isa
lerritory s not determmed by the particular form of government with which 1t ss, more or less temporanly, invested,

"Territories’ or ‘territory’ ax including 'state’ or 'states,” Whils the term 'territories of the' United States may, under certain
circumstances, include the states of the Union, as used in the federal Constitution and in ordinary acts of congress "territory” does
not include s reign state.

"As 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. ®
9. States of the Union retain their essential character as independent nations and foreign countries with respect to the federal govemment

except in the matter of EXTERNAL affairs delegated by them to the Federal Govemment in their corporate capacity as the "United States
of America™

"The States between each other are sovereign and independent. They are disanct and separate sovereigntles, except so far as they have

parted with some of the attributes of sovereignty by the Constitution. wuth all thew nights, and under all

thewr national obligations, and with all the rights of nations n every particular; except in the surrender by each to the common

purposes and objects of the Union, under the Consntution The nights of each State, when not 3o yielded up, remam absolute.”

[Bank of Augusta v. Earle, 38 U S (13 Pet) 519: 10 L Ed, 274 (1839)] .

"In determining the boundaries of apparently con rctin ery between states and the general government, the )per question is,

Affidavit of Citizenship, Domicile, and Tax Status Page 12 of 18
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not 30 much what has been, in terms, reserved to the states, as what has been, expressly or by necessary imphcation, granted by the
people 10 the nasonal government; for cach state pessess oll the powers of em independent and soversign natom, cxcent s far as e
The federal government is but a creature of the peopla of the siates, and, like an agent
apponted for defimte and specific purposes, must show an express or necessarily implied authonty in the charter of its appointment, to
gve validity to ity acts.”

[Peopleex e Atty Gen V Naglee, / Cal. 234 (1850)]

10. A human being ( but NOT “person”) who Is born in a stats of the Union, which is oytside of federal exclusive legisiative jurisdiction, is calied
a “nalional”. A person who is a "national” is subject to the “political jurisdiction” but not the “legislative jurisdiction” of thew moth?r country
because they are outside of the teritorial reach of its general laws. The circumstances or qualifications for becoming an “American
National” as such cannot be prescribad in any federal statute or law, because the Congress cannaf write any law that govemns what
happens within states of the Union, as the above citations indicats (see, for instance, Carter v. Carter Coal Co., 298 U S, 238, 56 SCt.
855 (1936)) The reason is that the states and the people in them are SOVEREIGN, and their creation, the federal government, cannot
be greater than its Creator, which is the states and the people in them. The federal government is a SERVANT to the states, not their
master: the equivalent of an independent contractor that handies EXTERNAL affairs only. This was confirmed by the Federalist Papers,
which were written prior to the ratification of the Constitution by the states of the Union in 17889:

“No legislative act [of Congress] contrary to the Constitution

o _enadie 1A REHIYEY 0L ing Peopie fo subvstislily thelr will to thet of thelr constituents ltufwummwmlto
suppose, that the courts were designed 1o be an intermedsate body between the people and the legislaturs, in order, among other things,
10 keep the latter within the limits assigned 5o thewr authority, The interpretation of the laws is the proper and pecuhar province of the
cowts. 4 Consttution is, in fact, and st be revarded by Indges. as fundamental lgw. If there should happen to be an irreconcilable
vanance between the two, the Constitution is to be preferred to the statute.”
[Alexander Hamlton, Federalist Paper ¥ 78]

1. ltlsabsuwyddmwstodemandﬁomMsubniﬂerammMoMcmmb\nnotdeﬂmsclﬂzemm;:stamaapenonpom
outside of federal jurisdiction. Tholmofﬂnsmtummumon.af\dnothderallaw.govemmeaﬂzemupstamofpeoplebomwnmh
their exclusive jurisdiction. States of the Union have exclusive and “plenary” jurisdiction to determine the status of people bom within their
juisdlcﬁonandmeyhawneveryieldedthatauﬂwﬁtytoﬂnfeduﬂgovunmﬁammhmc«\sﬂmﬁonorinanywbsequem
amendment or enactment. To conclude otherwise is to admit that states of the Union have NO SOVEREIGNTY, because the federal
govemment could just pass a law 1o literally STEAL all of their citizens. if the federal government had jurisdiction to pass a law that
allmvethoSTEALaumedﬂzemoﬂhes'ates.mmmmummmmmgml .

12. Congushaamepowuto'nmm'peopleoonungmmmda.mmnwydomh.mmbewmmtutoty'naﬂonab
and constitutional but not statutory "Citizens®.

lon shall lose Jns nanonality by residing

"Provision of Nanonahty Act of 1940 that g_person beconsin pationa gizatl

contimuously for three years in terntory of a  foreign state, being practically identical to its successor, which was condemned by United
States Supreme Court as discriminatory, would have been nvalid as a congressional attempt to expatriate regardless of intent.”
[United States v. Luctenne D'Hoteile, 558 F.2d 37 (1976)}

The statutory definition of "naturalization” confirms that in America, naturalization means conferring the character of a statutory “national®
and not a statutory “citizen™

SUSC $1101(a)23) naturalization defined

(a)(23) The term "naturahzanon” means the conferring of naslonglity [NOT "cttizen” or "U.S. citizen” status, but "nationality”, which

means “nationqi”] of a state [of the Union] upon a person afler birth, by any means whatsoever.

[NOTE: Compare with the definition of "expainiation”]

“The power of naturahzation, vested in congress by the constitution, is a power 1o confer citizenship, not a power to take 1t away. ‘A
naturalized citizen,' said Chief Justice Marshall, 'becomes a member of the soclety, possessing ail the rights of a native citizen, and
standing, mn the view of the constitution, on the footng of enstitution docs not guthorize congress to enlarse or abri

Filtr] o ',.' PRSI e P H H i IREIEE B

2
f tdod4 [ RE REIION

i

ke 91 HH ey CXNANIE . 30 ! a1 EIPCCH
[US. v. Wong Kim Ark. 169 U.S 649 (1898)]
13. A human being who is a “national” but not a “citizen* under federal statutory law Is Iidentified as a "citizen of the United States” within the
E The United States Constitution confines itself to describing citizenship within the states

of the Union and therefore, the term “United States”, as used within the Constitution, means the collective states of the Union [calied 'I'hg
United States of America”] and EXCLUDES federal tenitories and possessions and the District of Columbia,

(NEILIONET N (NG s X1 8ng inNe pieg otates™ mentioned in most federal e 1B CHTH are i ere d
excluslve places. This is shown In tabular form in Table 4 of the following pages. This is VERY important and fundamental to
understanding the 3

14. If you would like to leam more about why people bom in states of the Union are "nationals® rather than “citizens” under federal law, refer to

the pamphiet below:

hitp.//sedm.org/Forms/Formindex.him
15. It recipient of this form disagrees with any of the facis stated in this section, then please provide the following within thirty calendar days or
forever be estopped from challenging these statements of fact:
15.1. Written evidence signed under penalty of perjury (not opinion, but enacted positive law, regulations, and Supreme Court rulings but
not those of lower courts) of same.
15.2. Admissions to sections 1, 3, and 14 of the questions indicated below signed under penalty of perjury as required under 26 USC

wg: Tax D_emstﬁon QuestlomI Form #03 016|- hgg://sedm.ﬂljomwlFonnlndex.m ;
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18. The foliowing tables describes the relationship of citizenship to legal jurisdiction in the context of citizenship as described on this form.

Table 1: Citizenship summary

Citizenship Defined in Domiclle inthe | Subjectto U.S. Subject to A “nonresident
District of govemment “pofitical allen”?
Columbia? lurfsdiction™?

police powers? .

ol » 8USC §1401 Yes Yes Yes No

“resident™ 8USC §1101(a)(3) Yes Yes No No

*allen” 20U S C §7701M)(1)(A)

“national” 3U.SC. §1101(a)(21) No No Yes Yes

susc 8t 191(32‘22)

17. The table below describes the affect that chang
“domestic nationals®.

es in domiciie have on citizenship status in the case of both “foreign nationals® and

A "domestic nationai” Is anyone bom anywhera within any one of the 50 states on nonfederal land or who was bom
In any territory or possession of the United States. A “foreign national” Is someone who was bom anywhere outside of these areas.

Table 2: Affect of domicile on citizenship status

- " CONDITION : :
Description Domiclle WITHIN Domicile MITHIN Domicile WITHOUT the FEDERAL
" _the FEDERAL ZONE and located | the FEDERAL ZONE and ZONE and located WITHOUT the
in FEDERAL ZONE .| tem located abroad In | FEDERAL ZONE
foreign country
Location of domiclie “United States” per “United States® per Without the “United States” per
26 U.S.C. §§7701(a)(9) and 26 U.S C. §§7701(a)(9) and 26 U.S.C. §7701(a)(9) and (a){10),
(a(10), 7701(a)(39), 7408(d) (2)(10), 7701(a)(39), 7408(d) T701(a)(39), 7
Physical location Federal territories, possessions, Foreign nations ONLY Foreign nations
! and the District of Columbia (NOT states of the Union, States of the Union
. ’ federal territories, or Federal possessions
I . possessions -
Tax Status “U.S. Person” *U.S. Person” “Nonvresident allen®
| 26USC §7701(a)30) | 7701(a [ 28U.SC ST70IBKN®B) |
Taxform(sjtafie - | IRS Form 1040 IRS Form 1040 pius 2555 : “alien
Is . a individuals®, “nonresident alien
. Individuals®
P “non-citizen
nationals*®
Status if DOMESTIC | Citizen Citizen abroad “non-citizen National®
national ' -1 8USC §1401 26USC §911 8U.8.C §1101(a)21)
. | (Not required to file if physically (Meets presence test) 8U S C. §1101(aN22)(B)
. -} present in the “United States” §1408
— because no statute requires it) _ 8USC 81452 —
Status if FOREIGN,, | "Residert alien" “Resident alien abroad® *Nonresident alien individual”;
national - . -1 28 U.S.C, §7T701(b)(1)(A) 20U9C §911 26 CFR §1.1441-1(c M3XH)
{Meets presence lest) “Allen”: 8U S C. §1101(a)}3)
"Alien individual®

NOTES:
1. “United States" is defined as federal teritory within 26 U SC §§7701(aX9) and (a)10), 7701(a)(39), and 7408(d). and 4 U.S C. §110{d). 1 does not include any

portion of a Constitutional stale of the Union, .
2 m'DbﬁddCduM'bMWdehedaamwwmwmdaphmmn'bodypolﬁc’,ondopn'govmmmmomd
Coumbia Act of 1871, 18 Stat 419, 426, Sec 34.  See 0 _and Prvatzation of the Govemmert Form #05.024,

American nationals who are domiclled cuiside of faderal jurisdiction, either in  siate of the Union or a foreign country, are “nationals” but not “citizens” under
foderal law. They also quaify as “nonresident aliens™ under 26 U S C §7701bX1XB). Sea sactions 4.11 2 of the Great IRS Hoay for delails
Tempomydumd.nﬂmmddbcdummmomm&mmmhdm‘mwwmmwm

‘FEDERAL ZONE"=District of Calumbia and tarritories of the Unitad Statss in the above table

The term “ndimdual” as used on the IRS form 1040 means an “zlien” engaged in a “rade or business’ A “taxpayers” are *akens® engaged in a “rade or
business’. This is confirmed by 26 CFR §1.1441-1(c X3), 28 CFR §1 1-1(a)2)(u), and 5 U S C, §552a(aN?). Statutory “U,S qitizens” as defined in § U SC §1401
mmw'mwwmmbmmmmmbmmmmmuwcomty. in that capacity, statutory
US cihzeng® interface with the | R.C as "aliens” rather than *U S. citizens® through a tax treaty with a foreign country.

owe w

18. The following table describes the definition of various terms used on this form and in other contexts.
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Table 3: Summary of meaning of various terms and the contexts in which they are used

Law Federal Foderal Federal State State statutes State
constitution statutes reguiations constitutions ulations
Author yvnllonmw Federal Government “We The People” State Government
L
Peapie”
“state” Foreign country | Union state | Union state Other Union state Other Union state Other Union
or faderal or federal state or federal
government govemment | govemment |
“State” Union state Federal Federal state Union state Union state Union state
state
“Inthis NA NA NA NA Federal enclave | Federal enclave
3::" of “In within state within state
“State™ NA NA NA NA Federal enclave | Federal enclave
(State within state within state
Revenue and
taxation code
| only) _
“wm_al Union states | Federal Federal Federal “States” | Federal “States” | Federal “States”
States’ collectively’ “States” “States’ collectively collectively coflectively
co coll
“United slates of the Federal Federal United [ United States* the | Federal United Federal United
States” Union United States* country States™ States**
States™

Whuthoabovuabbdudyslmlsmumw&m’mwmnamm»wmme{nothcludesl)
federal States only under Tile 48 of the /.S, Code , and thase arees do ot include any of the 50 Union States. This Is true in most
2308 and esps ® intema e, In the context of the above, & “Union State” means cne of the 50 Unian states of the
er’;MSMu‘(tmcounhxnotm Unltodstatas"),whldnmsovuulgnmdmmmnspadtofodaubdshﬂw

19 mmﬂmtabhstanmonhemxtmdmmemwolgﬂu_mwgmmsmnAhmmndmm ‘

? See Caisormia Revanus and Taxmbon Code, secton 8017 e hito /Mww legnfo

* See CaMomia Revenus and Taxalion Code, sacion 17018 st hitp vww e

® See, for nstance, U S Consthuon Arcle [V, Section 2

" See htto (Avwwd taw comeil eduiuscode/4sy
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Table 4: “Citizenship status” vs. “Income tax status”

#

Citizenship staties

Place of Domicile Accepting | Defined in Tax Statns under 26 U.S.C /Internal Revenne Code
birth fax tresty “Citizen” “Resident alien” “Nonrevident “Nonresident
benefits? (defined in 26 CFR (defined in 26 allen alien NON-
Li-py uscC INDIVIDUAL” | individual”
§7I01(bXNINA), 26 | (definedin26 | (defined m 26
CFR §1.1441-1(c CFR §1 1441- Usc.
X3)D)and 26 CFR | 1(c X3)) §TT015X1XB)Y)
. §1.1-1@)2Xii)
1 “US cttwzen” or Anywhere n | District of Columbya, NA 8USC §1401 Yes No No No
“Statutory U S Amenca Puerto Rico, Guam, 8USC §1101(a)22XA) (only pay income tax
citizen™ Virgm Istands sbroad with IRS
Forms 1040/2555. See
Cook v Tat, 265U S
47(1924))
2 “US national” Anywhere in | American Samoa, NA S8USC §1408 No No Yes No
America Swamn’s Island, or 8USC §1 101(a)22)B) (see26 USC (sce IRS Form
abroadto U S 8USC §1452 §7701(bX1XB)) 1040NR for
national parents under proof)
8USC m:o&w
31 “national” or Anywhere in | State of the Unton NA 8USC §1101(a)21), No No No Yes
'state national” or America (ACTA 8USC. §1452,
“Constitutional but not agreement) | 14* Amend Sect 1
statutory U S citizen™ 8USC §1101(a)3)
32 | “national” or Anywhere in | Foreign country Yes 8USC §1101(a)21), No No Yes No
“state national” or Amenca 8USC §1452,
“Constituhonal but not 14* Amend Sect 1
statutory citizen” 8USC §1101(a)3)
33 | “national” or Anywhere in | Foreign country No SUSC §1101(a)20), No No No Yes
“state national” or America 8USC §1452,
“Constrtutional but not 14* Amend Sect |
statutory citizen” 8USC m:o_?uu:
41 | “ahen”or Foreign Puerto Rico, Guam, NA 8USC §1101(a)3) No No Yes No
“Foreign national” country Virgin Islands,
Amencan Samoa,
Commonwealth of
Northern Mariana
Islands .
42 | “alen” or Foreign State of the Union Yes 8USC §1101(ax3) No No Yes No
““Foreign national” country
43 | “ahen”or Foreign State of the Union No 8USC §1101(a)3) No No No Yes
“Foreign national” country
44 | “alien”or Foreign Foreign country Yes 8USC. §1101{(a)3) No No Yes No
“Foreign national” )
45 | “ahen”or Foreign Foreign country No 8USC §1101(a)3) No No No Yes
:mo_Mm:’B:QE.. ocountry
NOTES,

C but retamns their status as a “resident alien™ under
What turns a “nonresident alien NON-indvidual™
States while m that foreign country

Affidavit of Citizenship, Domicile, and Tax Status

[RC Subtitle A See 26 CFR §1 1441-1(c X3Xn)
into a “nonresident alien individual™

1s maintarning a domxcile in a foreign country and accepting the “benefits” and “privileges” of a tax treaty with the Umited
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Figure 1: Citizenship and domicile options and relationships

NONRESIDENTS

Domiciled within
States of the Union OR
Foreign Countries
Without the “United States”

INHABITANTS

Domiciled within Federal
Territory within the
“United States"”

(e.g. District of Columbia)

“Nonresidents Aliens” “U.S. Persons”
26 U.S.C. §7701(b)(1)(B) “Dectaration of Domicte 26 U.S.C. §7701(a)(30)
1 to within the United States”
Constitutional ! 28CFR§1.671-4 -~
and Statutory | - .., Statutory
*Aliens” - ) Residents” (aliens)
8 U.S.C. §1101(a)(3) | 28U.S.C.§7701() 26 U.S.C. §7701(b)(1XA)
(Foreign Countries) : 28 U.S.C. §6039G
A ;' ]
“Expatriation” .: *Naturalization”| "Expatriation”
“Naturalization® | 8 %c §1481 | 8U.S.C. §1421| 8U.S.C. §1481
8U.S.C.§1421 | 28 u.S.C. §7701(n) | ! 26 U.S.C. §7701(n)
26U.S.C.§6039G | ! 26U.8.C. §68039G
i y
Jr 5
! Change Domicile to
. | within *United States”
Cit?::ns:lm:; s | _IRS Foms 1040 and W4 _ Statutory
8US.C.§1101(a)21), o1 ! U.S. Citizens
8U.5.C. §1452, and ' Change Domicile to 8 U.S.C. §1401
8 U.S.C. §1101(a)(3) ! without “United States™ 8 U.S.C. §1101(a)(22)(A)
(States of the Union) ! IRS Forms 1040NR and W-8
Statutory /
“U.S. nationals® | pomicie o
8 U.S.C. §1101(a)22)(8), " OnNY ined 92 . .
8U.S.C. §1408, N “Tax Home” (I R C 911(d)(3))
8U.S.C. §1452 f for Federal “officers”,
(U.S. Possessions) g federal "employees®, federal
.: elected officials serving within
: the Federal Government

If you would Iike a concise summary of akl citizenship, domicile, and tax status options that is a superset of the abave, see:

}fﬂmmmudnmm&mmm Form #10 003
http //sedm org/F ormy/Forminden htm
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Figure 2: Federal Statutory Citizenship Statuses

FEDERAL STATUTORY CITIZENSHIP STATUSES

“The term ‘United States’ may be used in any one of several senses. 1) It may be merely the name of a sovereign
accupying the position analogous to that of other sovereigns in the family of nations. 2) it may designate the territory
over which the sovereignty of the United States extends, or 3) it may be the collective name of the states which are
united by and under the Constituton,* [Numbering Added] [Hooven & Allison Co. v. Evatt, 324 U.S. 652, (1945)]

us'. Context used in matters describing our sovereign country within the family of nations.
US’ - Context used to designate the territory over which the Federal Government is sovereign,
US’ - Context used regarding the soversign states of the Union united by and under the Constitution.

Domiciled

Us?

Statuto Statutory
citizen & na?i’onal nationals but not citizens
8 USC §1401 and 8 USC §1408 and
8 USC §1101(a)(22)(A) 8 USC §1101(a)(22)(B)
-District of Columbia -American Samoa
-Territories belonging to US; -Swains Island

Puerto Rico, Guam,
Virgin Island, Northem
Mariana Islands

us?
Constitutional
Citizen/national

®

Defined in:
8 USC §1101(a)(21)
Amdmt XIV of Const,
Law of Nations

Constitutional but not statutory
“State” of the Union

() 8 USC §1101(a)(21)-"nationat*
(2) 8USC §1401-"citizen & national of the United States™
(3) 8USC §1101(a)(22)-"national of the United States*" I @ and @ Describe thoss bom wethn and

domiciied within states of the Umon

8 USC §1408-"national of the United States? at birth"
(3) 8 USC §1452-"non-citizen national”
(®) 8 USC §1101(a)(3)-"allen" Rev 91609
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PINAL COUNTY RECORDER
LAURA DEAN-LYTLE
31 NPINAL ST - BLDG E
PO BOX 848
FLORENCE AZ 85132
PHONE: 520-866-6830 FAX: 520-866-6831

STATE OF ARIZONA)
) SS
COUNTY OF PINAL )

I hereby certify that this is a true copy of the official records on file
in the office of the Recorder of Pinal County located in

DKT/PG or Fee No:__2010-043070

Pages: 1 thru 19 of__19
Date: 09/20/2010

Witness my hand and official seal:

Laura Dean-Lytle,
Recorder of Pinal County

BN e, 000 ke

g Deputy Recorder

DO NOT REMOVE THIS CERTIFICATION PAGE FROM DOCUMENT; IT IS NOW PART OF
THE DOCUMENT.
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OFFICIAL RECORDS OF
PINAL COUNTY RECORDER
LAURA DEAN-LYTLE
When recorded return to: DATE/TIME: 05/05/2010 1418
FEE: $13.00
JANICE SUE TAYLOR ) PAGES: q

PO BOX 982 FEE NUMBER: 2010-043069
FLORENCE AZ 85132 ‘

(The above space reserved for racording information)

AFFIDAVIT

DOCUMENT TITLE

DO NOT DISCARD THIS PAGE. THIS COVER PAGE IS RECORDED AS PART
OF YOUR DOCUMENT. THE CERTIFICATE OF RECORDATION WITH THE FEE
NUMBER IN THE UPPER RIGHT CORNER IS THE PERMANENT REFERENCE

NUMBER OF THIS DOCUMENT IN THE PINAL COUNTY RECORDER’S OFFICE.
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Janice Sue Taylor
%Post Box 982 .
Florence, Arizona 85132

NOTICE BYAFFIDAVIT OF RENUNCIATION OF RESIDENT/AGEN CY STATUS

I, Janice Sue Taylor, being of sound mind and competent age to make this affidavit with
personal knowledge of the facts contained herein and in my private capacity states the following:

(1)

)
)

4)

©)

(6)

That the law discharges the contract or presumption of agency as it does other
contracts (real or quasi) on the grounds of public policy or necessity if the law
makes the act for which the agency was created an illegal act and is terminated by
operation of law,

That the law of principal and agent provides for the renunciation by the agent of
their agency and it can be terminated at the will of either party.

That it is the generally adopted international law in this country that the existence of
a state of war between the country of the principal (the United States, Inc, it’s

. political subdivision State’s Inc. and the political instrumentality’s of the state

incorporations - cities, towns, counties, etc.) hereafter referred to as governments
and that of the agents (private Americans , terminates the agency. This is because of
the international rule, which prohibits all trading or commercial intercourse between
the countries at war.

That the governments as described in paragraph (3) have shadowed in a de facto
form, the de jure states and the United States of America governments. Which
guaranteed the life, liberty and property (pursuit of happiness) of the private
American people as well as the guarantee of a republican form of government in the
Constitution for the United States of America at Article 4, Section 4. The de facto
governments as described in paragraph (3) have created an illegal act by coercing,
unduly influencing and forcing the private American people to contract by
registration, of themselves and their fairly and honestly acquired properties with
various departments of the de facto governments. This illegal act of the de facto
governments terminates all contractual or presumed agency of the private American
people with these de facto governments by operation of law in accordance with
public policy and the doctrine of necessity.

That the resident/agency status of this Affiant is gratuitous and purely voluntary
although by mistake due to the coercion, undue influence and threatening force of
these de facto governments. Thus the agent can, by law, renounce the authority of
the principal de facto government at any time and by the will of the agent.

That these de facto governments described in paragraph (3) have declared the
private American people to be the enemy of the governments in the Trading with the
Enemy Act of 1917 and its later amendments. That further acts of war have been
perpetrated by these de facto governments against this Affiant and the rest of the
private American people (a) forcing the registration of our bodies and the rest of our
fairly and honestly acquired private properties for the commercial use and benefit to
tax and regulate without paying just compensation for the taking; (b) further act of
war was the taking of the wealth of the private American people by removing the
coin of the realm which is real value, and with no authority to replace said value
coin with worthless paper notes and to further declare that said paper notes are to be
equal to money; (c) further act of war was to send gunmen in uniform out on the
roadways of America for the governments purpose of extorting more of the private

Affidavit of Renunciation of Resident/Agency Status 1
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Janice Sue Taylor
%Post Box 982 -
Florence, Arizona 85132

roadways of America for the governments purpose of extorting more of the private
American people’s wealth under the pretense of taxes, fines, fees in violation of the
real laws’ (d) further act of war was to turn the courts of this country into a
collection agency for the enforcement of the taxes, fines and fees that have been
imposed upon the private American people and their fairly and honestly acquired
private property in direct violation of the real laws and the guarantee of a republican
form of government.
(7) Further; Know all persons by these presence that:

Due to the above stated facts and in accord with the law of principal and agent, this
Affiant does by his absolute will renounce and thus terminate any contractual or presumed
benefits, privileges, or opportunities of resident/agent status with all of the above names de facto
governments, ab inito.

Further, that I do solemnly attest that the aforegoing facts contained herein are true,
correct and complete to the best of my knowledge and belief under the penalty of perjury in
accordance with the laws of the United States of America, 1791 A.D.

Further; Notice to the principal is notice to all the agents and notice to the agents is

notice to the principal.
Further; Affiant sayeth not.
IN WITNESSMAWEREOF, 1 have hereunto set my hand and seal this &%/ d,y , day
of %JZ 2010.
—~
Signed and sealed ame)

In the presence

In the State of A /)- :

In the County of ‘inal) :

On this, the 5 day of 7V af 2010,
before me, a Notary Public, the undersi gned, personally appeared M&&zﬂéjg&
Known to me to be the person whose name is subscribed to within instrument and acknowledged

that he/she executed the same for the purposes therein contained.
In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and notarial seal.

WENDY BIRDSONG
Notary Public - Arizons

otary Public)
y Pinal County My commission expires
My Comm. Expires Oct 20, 2013 Date

Affidavit of Renunciation of Resident/Agency Status -2



Case 2:10-cr-00400-MHM ~Document 17— Fited-t07/04/t60—Page 4 tof 66 —

Janice Sue Taylor
%Post Box 982
Florence, Arizona 85132

CCto

President Barack Obama

The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue NW
Washington, DC 20500

Secretary of State Hillary Rodham Clinton
U. S. Department of State

2201C Street N\W

Washington, DC 20520

Secretary of Arizona State, Ken Bennett
Capitol Executive Tower, 7th Floor
1700 West Washington Street

Phoenix, AZ 85007-2888

The Honorable Jan Brewer
Governor of Arizona

1700 West Washington
Phoenix, Arizona 85007

Affidavit of Renunciation of Resident/Agency Status 3
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PINAL COUNTY RECORDER
LAURA DEAN-LYTLE
31 NPINAL ST -BLDG E
PO BOX 848
FLORENCE AZ 85132
PHONE: 520-866-6830 FAX: 520-866-6831

STATE OF ARIZONA)
) SS
COUNTY OF PINAL )

I hereby certify that this is a true copy of the official records on file
in the office of the Recorder of Pinal County located in

DKT/PG or Fee No:__2010-043069

Pages: 1 thru 4 of 4

Date: 09/20/2010

Witness my hand and official seal:

Laura Dean-Lytle,
Recorder of Pinal County

BY:QQM,Q ~on REoren >

Q Q Deputy Recorder

DO NOT REMOVE THIS CERTIFICATION PAGE FROM DOCUMENT; IT IS NOW PART OF
THE DOCUMENT.
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Internal Revenue Districts

The US government has decided to play a little trick on you. But don’t worry, it only
allows them to scour the country for so-called “tax evaders” (who aren’t actually
evading anything), summons people for books and records the IRS has no right to see,
assess taxes that aren’t really owed, create liens they have no legal right to exist, and
levy upon your property without any legitimate right to do so.

All of the activities listed above begin with “‘canvassing” and “examination”, which
requires you or your business to be within an internal revenue district. Of course that
would lead us to ask where such revenue districts are located, Although that's a
reasonable question, the first question we need to ask should actually be, “Who is
authorized by law to establish internal revenue districts and has that person actually

established any”?

There are several legal documents that speak to this subject, but one should start with
the tax code. Section 7621 authorizes the President to establish internal revenue

districts:

The President shall establish convenient internal revenue districts for the purpose
of administering the internal revenue laws. The President may from time to time

alter such districts.

t"w the President actually done that? Well, sort of. While the President hasn’t
acteully created any internal revenue districts, he delegated that particular job to
<niorher member of the government. The note at the bottom of 7621 states:

~or delegation to Secretary of the Treasury of authority vested in President by this
sectlon, see section 1(g) of Executive Order No. 10289

So we know that the President delegated this task to one of his cabinet officers — the
Sacretary of the Treasury. The next prudent question is; has the Secretary actually
established internal revenue districts, and if so, where?

The answer to that question is “yes’, the Secretary has established internal revenue
gistricts. He has done so in Treasury Order 150-01. In T.O. 150-01 we find that the
Secretary has created 33 internal revenue districts that span the nation and cover
every state in the Union. O.K., so what's the problem?

Although many Americans are aware of it, all written authorities (except Acts of
Congress) that purport to have “general applicability” upon any person or group of
j-ersons, must have corresponding “regulations”, and these regulations must be
published in the Federal Register. There are however a few exceptions.
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“octien 7621 does not require regulations for two reasons. First, the statute is so short
rud clear that no regulations are required; additionally it has no impact on the public
ge..zrally because it simply “authorizes” the President to do something and does not lay

any duty upon the public.

However, once the President delegated that authority to the Secretary, the Secretary
needed to create regulations to let the public know exactly what he was doing and how
it would (or might) affect the public. Accordingly, the Secretary created regulations
associated with the authority delegated to him by the President in Executive Order

10289.

Th.e regulations the Secretary created for EO 10289 are found in Title 19 of the Code of
tederal Regulations (CFR), Part 101. We know this because the nice folks at the
Plational Archive and Records Administration (NARA) have very kindly provided us
witi a cross-reference index that shows us which regulations correspond to which
nliattes or Executive Orders (EO). This index is known as the “Parallel Table of
Auhurity and Rules”. Here is the entry for EO 10289:

L0 1D289 e 19 Part 101

T

S0, what decs 19 CFR, Part 101, say? Here is the opening statement that defines the
scape of the Part 101:

<cope. This part sets forth general regulations governing the authority of
Customs officers, and the location of Customs ports of entry, service ports and of
Customs stations. It further sets forth regulations concerning the entry and
clearance of vessels at Customs stations and a listing of Customs pre-clearance
offices in foreign countries. In addition, this part contains provisions concerning
the hours of business of Customs offices, the Customs seal, and the identification
cards issued to Customs officers and employees. [underlines added]

As you can see, the Secretary has not chosen to create internal revenue districts for
general tax purposes, but has created said districts only for certain matters pertaining
*G the customs laws of the United States — including the collection of customs duties

(taxes).

Tin+ dovetails perfectly with the CFR's Parallel Table of Authority and Rules entries for
‘carvassing” and “examinations”. According to the National Archive and Records
Adriatistration (the nice folks who compile and publish the CFR and the Federal
Pagiser) the only “implementing regulations” for 26 USC 7601 and 7602 are for issues
Porteanaag to aleohol importation:

TBUE—TB06 e, 27 Part 70
7502 ... 27 Parts 170, 296
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Since the Secretary's regulations designate only certain “places” as internal revenue
districts, I have underlined the phrases (in “Scope” above) that designate the places the

Secretary has established as U.S. internal revenue districts.

La short, the internal revenue districts named in T.O 150-01 do not cover the entire
area of a county, or part of a state, named as a district. These revenue districts are
lizited to the boundaries of “Customs ports of entry”, “service ports” and “Customs

stativns”,

As an example: the internal revenue district referred to in T.O. 150-01 as the “Los
Angles district” only embraces the Long Beach and Los Angeles harbors and the Los
Asgeles International Airport. A complete list of ports designated by the Secretary of
.. Tr2asury for customs purposes can be found in the 19 CFR, Part 101, pages 314
oo agh 323 (1998 Ed.) Airports so designated can be found in regulations promulgated

i
by the Secretary of Commerce.

Li1 other words, while most IRS officers blindly believe that when they are assigned to
the Los Angeles District Office they have authority to “canvass”, and conduct
“examinations”, anywhere in the Los Angeles area, the law says something entirely
different. The law says that such activities may only take place within “internal
revenue districts” and that these “internal revenue districts” are specifically designated
locations within the broad area known as the Los Angeles district.

Now that we know what the law actually says, lets look at the impact.

Internal Revenue Code, section 7601 - The Secretary shall...cause officers or
employees of the Treasury Department to proceed...through each internal revenue
district and inquire after and concerning all persons therein who may be liable to
pay any internal revenue tax...

It yva orly read T.O. 150-01, you'd think that is a blanket authority to canvass the
eitire country for people who may owe a tax. Having read the regulations for EO
14289 (which authorizes T.O. 150-01) we now know that such canvassing (and its
arsociated “examinations”) can only take place in a designated customs area, because
those designated customs areas are the internal revenue districts, as established by the

Secretary of the Treasury on behalf of the President.

Arn argument might be possible in which, because 19 CF R, Part 101, also establishes
the general authority of customs officers, internal revenue districts exist wherever a
customs officer is executing his official duties. However, even if that is so, the
significance is still evident - places that might be considered an internal revenue
district would be such place as where a customs officer is conducting his official duty.
That still means that there are no internal revenue districts established for any other

tax-purpose.
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Ed Note: Within the last few years it appears that Executive Order 10289 has been cancelled, as
was Treasury Order 150-01 in March of 2001. This information is provided solely to educate
people concerning the limited jurisdiction of the IRS in most matters. Researchers are currently
attempting to determine were these “authorities” can be found now. Interestingly, the statutes
that rely on these important authorities have not been amended since the underlying E.O. and
T.O. disappeared. MORE BAD FAITH!!! DECEPTION IS RAPID IN GOVERNMENT.
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ECENED .

VI R N4 3 0 2010
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CLERK U S DISTRIGT COURT
DISTRICT OF ARIZOKA
8y DERUTY

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF ARIZONA
. United States of America,
NO. CR [0 - HOO-PHX- MHM CEcV)
Plaintiff,
' INDICTMENT
V.
VIO: 26 U.S.C. § 7201
Sue J. Taylor, Evasion of Assessment)
aka Janice Sue Taylor, ounts 1-4
26 U.S.C. § 7203
Defendant. (Willful Failure to File Retum)
Counts 5-8
THE GRAND JURY CHARGES:
INTRODUCTION

At all times material to this Indictment:

1. Defendant SUE J. TAYLOR, aka JANICE SUE TAYLOR, was a resident of
Gilbert or Florence, Arizona.

2. The Internal Revenue Service (IRS) is an agency of the United States
Department of Treasury responsible for enforcing and administering the tax laws of the United
States and collecting taxes owed to the Treasury of the United States.

3. National Landbank LLC was a limited liability company organized under the
laws of the State of Arizona and for which Articles of Organization were filed on February 27,
1995 with the Arizona Corporation Commission. The two members of National Landbank listed

in the Articles of Organization were TAYLOR and Speck Trust. National Landbank filed
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Articles of Termination/Winding Up on or about November 22, 2006 with the Arizona
Corporation Commission.

4. An Employer [dentification Number (EIN) is used by the IRS to identify a
business entity. On or about October 13, 1995, TAYLOR applied for an EIN for National
Landbank and was assigned EIN 48-1173 566.

5. During the years 2003, 2004, 2005, and 2006, TAYLOR represented National
Landbank to be a real estate brokerage or agency through which she did business and earned
commissions as a licensed real estate broker or agent. TAYLOR did not report these earnings
to the IRS on any tax forms issued by National Landbank or on a personal tax return as required
by law. '

6. During the years 2003, 2004, 2005, and 2006, TAYLOR profited fromreal estate
transactions in which she held an ownership interest. TAYLOR did not report these earnings to
the IRS. Instead, TAYLOR hid her ownership interest in the properties from the IRS and from

other participants in the transaction through the use of trusts and other business entities. For

example, on or about July 1, 2004, TAYLOR obtained an ownership interest in real property
purchased for $500,000 by “CG 40 Hilltop Trust,” an entity associated with TAYLOR.
TAYLOR paid for a portion of the purchase price through her National Landbank account.
TAYLOR told the seller that the buyer was a very wealthy client and did not disclose her
ownership interest. On or about November 4, 2005, the property sold for $2.4 million, and
| TAYLOR’s $72,000 commission along with $1.3 million in proceeds from the sale were
diverted to “Burning Bush Ministries,” another entity associated with TAYLOR.
(Attempt to EvadeC gxglnggl?ﬁssessment of Tax)
26 U.S.C. § 7201
7. The factual allegations in paragraphs 1-6 of the Indictment are incorporated by
reference and re-alleged as though fully set forth herein.
8. During the calendar year 2003, in the District of Arizona and elsewhere,

defendant SUE J. TAYLOR, aka JANICE SUE TAYLOR, knowingly had and received taxable
2
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income on which she owed income tax to the United States of America. Well-knowing and

believing that she had taxable income and a tax due and owing, defendant TAYLOR willfully

attempted to evade and defeat the proper assessment and determination of the tax due and owing

by her to the United States of America for calendar year 2003. She did so by failing to make an

income tax return on or before April 15, 2004, as required by law, to any proper officer of the

IRS or other proper officer of the United States, by failing to pay to the IRS the tax due and

owing, and by committing the following affirmative acts of evasion, the likely effect of which

would be to mislead or conceal her true and correct income tax due from proper officers of the

United States of America:

A.

Throughout 2003, TAYLOR (1) deposited commission checks written to
National Landbank and diverted the funds for personal use, (2) used cash
transactions, cashier’s checks, and néminee entities to receive income a;xd pay
for goods and services, and (3) used trusts and other business entities to conceal
her ownership interest in and profits realized from sales of real property.
Throughout 2003, TAYLOR directed that commissions from real estate
transactions be paid to National Landbank so that the earnings would be
reported, if at all, through the Nationél Landbank EIN and not associated with
TAYLOR’s social security number. National Landbank did not issue TAYLOR
any tax forms for real estate commissions as required by law.

On or about July 31, 2003, in First American Title Insurance Company escrow
number 206-4134682, TAYLOR concealed her eamed commission of
approximately $2798 by directing that it be applied to reduce the closing costs
to nominee and purported buyer Herbal Research Institute.

On or about January 3, 2005, TAYLOR wrote a letter to Bank of America
threatening legal action and requesting that it not respond to an IRS summons

seeking TAYLOR’S bank records for 2003.

[n violation of Title 26, United States Code, Section 7201.

3
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COUNT TWO
(Attempt to Evade and Defeat Assessment of Tax)
26 U.S.C. § 7201

9. The factual allegations in paragraphs 1-6 of the Indictment are incorporated
by reference and re-alleged as though fully set forth herein.

10. During the calendar year 2004, in the District of Arizona and elsewhere,
defendant SUE J. TAYLOR, aka JANICE SUE TAYLOR, knowingly had and received
taxable income on which she owed income tax to the United States of America. Well-
knowing and believing that she had taxable income and a tax due and owing, defendant
TAYLOR willfully attempted to evade and defeat the proper assessment and determination
of the tax due and owing by her to the United States of America for calendar year 2004. She
did so by failing to make an income tax return on or before April 15, 2005, as réquired by
law, to any proper officer of the IRS or other proper officer of the United States, by failing to
pay to the IRS the tax due and owing, and by committing the following affirmative acts of
evasion, the likely effect of which would be to mislead or conceal her true and correct
income tax due from proper officers of the United States of America:

A. Throughout 2004, TAYLOR (1) deposited commission checks written to
National Landbank and diverted the funds for personal use, (2) used cash
transactions, cashier’s checks, and nominee entities to receive income and
‘pay for goods and services, and (3) used trusts and other business entities to
conceal her ownership interest in and profits realized from sales of real
property.

B. Throughout 2004, TAYLOR directed that commissions from real estate
transactions be paid to National Landbank so that the earnings would be

reported, if at all, through the National Landbank EIN and not associated

with TAYLOR’s social security number. National Landbank did not issue

TAYLOR any tax forms for real estate commissions as required by law.
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C. On or about December 20, 2004, in Lawyers Title of Arizona, Inc. escrow
number 01401945-700 G61, TAYLOR concealed her earned commission of
approximately $8277 by directing that approximately $4000 of it be disbursed

to Gerald Ricke.
In violation of Title 26, United States Code, Section 7201.
COUNT THREE
(Attempt to Evade and Defeat Assessment of Tax)
26 U.S.C. § 7201
11. The factual allegations in paragraphs 1-6 of the Indictment are incorporated

by reference and re-alleged as though fully set forth herein.

12. During the calendar year 2005, in the District of Arizona and elsewhere,

defendant SUE J. TAYLOR, aka JANICE SUE TAYLOR, knowingly had and received
taxable income on which she owed income tax to the United States of America. Well-
knowing and believing that she had taxable income and a tax due and owing, defendant

TAYLOR willfully attempted to evade and defeat the proper assessment and determination

of the tax due and owing by her to the United States of America for calendar year 2005. She
did so by failing to make an income tax return on or before April 17, 2006, as required by
law, to any proper officer of the IRS or other proper officer of the United States, by failing to

pay to the IRS the tax due and owing, and by committing the following affirmative acts of

evasion, the likely effect of which would be to mislead or conceal her true and correct

income tax due from proper officers of the United States of America:

A. Throughout 2005, TAYLOR (1) cashed commission checks written to
National Landbank and diverted the funds for personal use, (2) used cash
transactions, cashier’s checks, and nominee entities to receive income and
pay for goods and services, and (3) used trusts and other business entities to

conceal her ownership interest in and profits realized from sales of real

property.
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B. Throughout 2005, TAYLOR directed that commfssions from real estate
transactions be paid to National Landbank so that the earnings would be
reported, if at all, through the National Landbank EIN and not associated
with TAYLOR’s social security number. National Landbank did not issue
TAYLOR any tax forms for real estate commissions as required by laW.

C. On or about August 9, 2005, TAYLOR presented a real estate commission
check drawn on the account of First National Title Agency in the amount of
$17,436 to be cashed at Sunstate Bank in Casa Grande, Arizona. Taylor
provided false information when bank employees informed Taylor that the
bank was required to report cash transactions exceeding $10,000.

D. On or about November 3, 2005, in Fidelity National Title Agency of Pinal
County escrow number 978424-JS, TAYLOR concealed her earned
commission of approximately $72,000 by directing that it be paid by check
written to Burning Bush Ministries.

In violation of Title 26, United States Code, Section 7201.

(Attempt to Evadgz(l)nlcjlp{)’];i?‘e?t[‘{gsessment of Tax )
26 U.S.C. § 7201

13. The factual allegations in paragraphs 1-6 of the Indictment are incorporated
by reference and re-alleged as though fully set forth herein.

14. During the calendar year 2006, in the District of Arizona and elsewhere,
defendant SUE J. TAYLOR, aka JANICE SUE TAYLOR, knowingly had and received
taxable income on which she owed income tax to the United States of America. Well-
knowing and believing that she had taxable income and a tax due and owing, defendant
TAYLOR willfully attempted to evade and defeat the proper assessment and determination
of the tax due and owing by her to the United States of America for calendar year 2006. She

did so by failing to make an income tax return on or before April 16, 2007, as required by




15
o
17
18
19
20
21

Case 2:10-cr-00400-MHM Document 117  Filed 10/04/10 Page 53 of 66

law, to any proper officer of the IRS or other proper officer of thé United States, by failing to
pay to the IRS the tax due and owing and by committing the following affirmative acts of
evasion, the likely effect of which would be to mislead or conceal her true and correct'
income tax due from proper officers of the United States of America:

A. Throughout 2006, TAYLOR (1) cashed commission checks written to
National Landbank and diverted the funds for personal use, (2) used cash
transactions, cashier’s checks, and nominee entities to receive income and
pay for goods and services, and (3) used trusts and other business entities to
conceal her ownership interest in and profits realized from sales of real
property.

B. Throughout 2006, TAYLOR directed that commissions from real estate
transactions be paid to National Landbank so that the earnings would be
reported, if at all, through the National Landbank EIN and not associated
with TAYLOR’s social security number. National Landbank did not issue
TAYLOR any tax forms for real estate commissions as required by law.

In violation of Title 26, United States Code, Section 7201.

(Wl"cflg %ZTuf:YE File)
26 U.S.C. § 7203

15. During the calendar tax year 2003, SUE J. TAYLOR, aka JANICE SUE
TAYLOR, who was a resident of Gilbert or Florence, Arizona, had and received gross
income in excess of $7800, and by reason of such gross income she was required by law,
following the close of the calendar year 2003, and on or before April 15, 2004, to make an
income tax return to the Director, Internal Revenue Service Center, at Fresno, California or
to the District Director of the Internal Revenue Service for the Internal Revenue District of
Arizona, at Phoenix, or to any other proper officer of the United States, specifying the items

of her gross income and any deductions and credits to which she was entitled; and well
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knowing and believing all of the foregoing, she did willfully fail to make such an income tax
return.

In violation of Title 26, United States Code, Section 7203.

(Wlllg?Fl‘Ja]?l’tll‘rselt)(() File)
26 U.S.C. § 7203

16. During the calendar tax year 2004, SUE J. TAYLOR, aka JANICE SUE
TAYLOR, who was a resident of Gilbert or Florence, Arizona, had and received gross
income in excess of $7950, and by reason of such gross income she was required by law,
following the close of the calendar year 2004, and on or before April 15, 2005, to make an
income tax return to the Director, Internal Revenue Service Center, at Fresno, California or
to the District Director of the Internal Revenue Service for the Internal Revenue District of
Arizona, at Phoenix, or to any other proper officer of the United States, specifying the items
of her gross income and any deductions and credits to which she was entitled; and well
knowing and believing all of the foregoing, she did willfully fail to make such an income tax
return.
In violation of Title 26, United States Code, Section 7203.

R
26 U.S.C. § 7203

17. During the calendar tax year 2005, SUE J. TAYLOR, aka JANICE SUE
TAYLOR, who was a resident of Gilbert or F lorence, Arizona, had and received gross
income in excess of $8200, and by reason of such gross income she was required by law,
following the close of the calendar year 2005, and on or before April 17, 2006, to make an
income tax return to the Director, Internal Revenue Service Center, at Fresno, California, or
to the District Director of the Intemai Revenue Service for the Internal Revenue District of
Arizona, at Phoenix, or to any other proper officer of the United States, specifying the items

of her gross income and any deductions and credits to which she was entitled; and well

8
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knowing and believing all of the foregding, she did willfully fail to make such an income tax
return.

In violation of Title 26, United States Code, Section 7203.

(Willful Failure to File)
26 U.S.C. § 7203

18. During the calendar tax year 2006 J. TAYLOR, aka JANICE SUE
TAYLOR, who was a resident of Gilbert or Florence, Arizona, had and received gross
income in excess of $8450, and by reason of such gross income she was required by law,
following the close of the calendar year 2006, and on or before April 16, 2007, to make an
income tax return to the Director, Internal Revenue Service Center, at Fresno, California, or
to the District Director of the Internal Revenue Service for the Internal Revenue District of
Arizona, at Phoenix, or to any other proper officer of the United States, specifying the items
of her gross income and any deductions and credits to which she was entitled; and well
knowing and believing all of the foregoing, she did willfully fail to make such an income tax

return.
In violation of Title 26, United States Code, Section 7203.

A TRUE BILL

AV N

Date: March 30, 2010

DENNIS K. BURKE
United States Attorney
District of Arizona

Assistant U'S. Attorneys | hereby attestam cerm‘y on "2-3 - ,7)
that the foregoing document is a tul, true and corect
9 copyofme__@na!mﬁbmnwmmdhmym
‘CLERK, U.S;: DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF ' |
By Ll Deputy
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20 N. Gilbert FEE NUMBER:  2010-0888345

Gilbert, Arizona 85234 LTy

April 29, 2005
Certified Mail Return Receipt Requested

Director of International Operations 7005-0390-0004-1464-0056
Internal Revenue Service RE: SUE TAYLOR
Washington, DC. 20224 SSN# 556-56-3002

Firm Offer To Settle (Pay)

STATEMENT IN LIEU OF RETURN FOR TAX YEARS 1997 THROUGH 2005
Pursuant to 26 USC §§ 601, 6012, 6103, 6213(g) and 7203.

Dear Director,

This is a return, for the years 1997 through 2005 as defined at 26 USC 8§ 6103 and 6213(g) of
the Internal Revenue Code, and 26 CFR § 301.72 16-1(b)(1). This return is filed in lieu of an
Internal Revenue Service Form 1040 series and satisfies the requirements of IRC §6012. / /i
cead the lave and wndersiand that all past filings of Internal Revenue Service Form 1040 sericom
that [ have filed. have been in error. and signed by mistuke not realizing thevavere sivned under
penalty of perjury. 1o Sue Tavlor. am not a officer. agent. or cmplovee who is under oath of
office and Ihave not taken any oath prior to Nigiing past 1040 forms. It iy my heliet 1hat fiamd
vitiates all transactions: and all the former filings vere as a resull of constructive frand and
therefore invalid. I am therctore decluring the withdrawal of mv signature, endorsements. and
waiver tronr all former 1040, 1040.1 Jorms submitted under fravd to IRS. and rendering them
void and non-cffective. My past misunderstanding of the law does not in any way reflect
recognition on my part of any legal requirement or authorization to file Form 1040 and/or 1040A
and/or 1040EZ and/or 1040SS. The assigned OMB number identifies the class of individual
who is required to file those forms. | am claiming that £_Sue Tavlor. am not of that class of

idividual defined.

Title 26 USC § 6012, states that every person liable for any income (Internal Revenue) tax must
file a return or statement as provided by law. For the reasons stated herein, I know that I am not
liable for any Internal Revenue income tax or filing requirement. However, this statement is
filed in order to avoid ambiguity or confusion regarding my filing requirement and status, as well
as to avoid any possible sanctions for failure to file. If I am incorrect in my comprehension, 1
direct you to immediately inform Me, Sue Tavlor,_of any mistake and identify the Form or

Statement I am required to file, if any.

Return. - The term “return” includes any return, statement, schedule, or list, and any amendment
or supplement thereto, filed with respect to any tax imposed by Subtitle A or B or chapter
41.42,43, or 44. This Statement complies with all legal requirements and is a statement or return

within the meaning of 26 USC §§ 6011,6012 and, 6213(g)
l.
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In Commissioner v. Lane-ills Co., 321 U.S. 219, 222, 64 SCt. 511, 513 (1944), the Court noted
that section 54 of the 1939 Internal Revenue Code, the predecessor for Internal Revenue Code §
6001, related to the filing requirement; see also Updike v. United States, 8 F.2d 913,915 (8th Cir.
1925). In True v. United States, 354 F.2d 323, 324 (Ct.Cl 1965), United States v.

Carbon, 260 F.Supp. 423,425 (E.D.N.Y. 1966), White v. Commissioner, 72 U.S.T.C. 1126,1129
(1979), McCaskill v. Commissioner, 77 U.S.T.C. 689, 698 (1981), Counts v. Commissioner, 774
F.2d 426,427(11th Cir. 1985), Blount v. Commissioner, 86 U.S.T.C. 383,386(1986), and Beard
v. Commissioner, 793 F.2d 139(6th Cir. 1986), these courts held that Internal Revenue Code
§6011 related to the filing requirement. In United States v. Moore, 627 F.2d 830, 834 (7th Cir.
1980), United States v. Dals, 951 F.2d 1189, 1192, n. 3(10th Cir. 1991), and United States v.
Hicks, 947 F.2d 1356, 1360 (9th Cir. 1991), those courts held that Internal Revenue Code §§
6011 and 6012 governed this duty. In contrast, the cases of Steinbrecher v. Commissioner, 712
F.2d 195, 198 (5th Cir. 1983), United States v. Bolrs, 920 F.2d 220, 222 (4th Cir. 1990), and
United States v. Neff, 954 F.2d 698,699 (11th Cir. 1992), held that only section 6012 governed
this duty. But in United States v. Pilcher, 672 F.2d 875,877 (-11th Cir. 1982), none of the above
sections are mentioned and it was held that §7203 required returns to be filed, It is apparent that
there exists an extreme vicissitude of opinion in the federal courts regarding which statutes

govern the requirement to file income tax returns.

If the Federal District Courts, Tax Court, Court of Claims and the Supreme Court cannot
definitively decide the fundamental question as to which section of the Internal Revenue Code
requires the filing of an income tax return, whether the tax imposed is an excise or a direct tax, it
is obvious that the average American, not educated in the law, will have great difficulty in
understanding the tax imposed and this basic question on filing requirements, the species of the

tax, among many other questions.

Since the courts are so deeply split over this issue, how can anyone understand the law- in an
atmosphere of judicial incertitude? Due process requires that the law be such that the duty
imposed is unambiguous and those subject to it are able to understand the law. This is not the
case with Title 26 USC or 26 CFR implementing regulations.

In 1913, a debate on the Senate floor, regarding the first income tax act under the 16th
Amendment was held. Senator Elihu Root commented about the complexity of that first law:

“I guess you will have to go to jail. If that is the result of not understanding the Income Tax Law
I shall meet you there. We shall have a merry, merry time, for all of our friends will be there. It
will be an intellectual center, for no one understands the Income Tax Law except persons who
have not sufficient intelligence to understand the questions that arise under it
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All the confusion over an eighty-page Act then, is exponentially compounded by the current
ten thousand page, plus, Internal Revenue Code 26 USC, along with more than thirty
thousand pages of implementing Internal Revenue regulations 26 CFR and some,

unauthorized from 27 CFR.

In light of this judicial uncertainty, I am doing my best to comprehend and comply with the
law and regulations. In light of the courts’ and indeed of the Congress’ inability to

comprehend and agree with the interpretations within the Internal Revenue laws, certainly 1
cannot be held responsible for any misunderstanding of Internal Revenue law, that | may

/luve. Since there are no_consistent rulings upon which I can depend, I must do what I

consider as true, correct and lawful. The Internal Revenue Services’ guidance to me in this
matter is absolutely essential and is hereby requested.

Title 26 USC § 7701(a) (14) defines a taxpayer as follows: The term “taxpayer” means any
person subject to any “Internal Revenue Tax.” The phrase “Internal Revenue Tax” does not
appear in the Internal Revenue Code until Subtitle. E: Alcohol, Tobacco and Certain Other
Excise Taxes. 26 USC § 5005, entitled “Persons Liable for Tax”, provides that proprietors of
- distilled spirit plants are the persons liable for “Internal Revenue Tax”. Since I am not an
operator of a distilled spirit plant, I am not, by that definition, subject to any “Internal
Revenue tax”, and therefore, I am not, by definition, a “taxpayer”,

Any past admissions that Iywas. or am at present. a “taxpayer ™ have been. made in orror and
according 1o the court: “In the interpretation of statutes levving taxes, it is the established
rule not 1o extend their provisions, by implication. hevond the clear import of the lunguage
used, or o enlarge their operations so as to embrace matters not specifically pointed out ™,

Gould v. Gould, 245 U.S., 151.

Therefore, I am not authorized to file any form in the Form 1040 series or any other form
pertaining to any internal revenue tax for the following reasons:

. I have not been able to identify any IRS form in the 1040 series, which displays an OMB
number relevant to 26 CFR §1.1-1 and §1.11-1. 7 cunnor file under penalty of perjury a form,
which [ know to be the incorrect form.

. I'find no section of Subtitle A which makes me liable for Subtitle A (Income) taxes and meets
the requirements of the Paperwork Reduction Act in providing an OMB number which ties a
liability section with Form 1040. Therefore, | firmly believe I have no liability for Subtitle A
taxes, and therefore no requirement or authorization to file Form 1044) or any other form
relative to Subtitle A (Tax Class 2).

This return has been mailed to the proper address published in 26 CFR, with copies to any
other interested parties. The Internal Revenue Service Centers no longer have the authority to
receive and process income tax returns. Delegation Order 99 which authorized the Service
Centers to receive and process returns, was declared obsolete, such authority having been
transferred via the functional statement published in IRM 1100, at §1117.22.
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The IRM §1117.22 has also been declared obsolete, and no authority has superseded or replaced
it. The only office listed as authorized to receive returns is the Director of Internationad
Operations according to 26 CFR § 1.6091-3,

Regulation at 26 CFR § 1.6091-4 provides an alternative to filing a return in a required district.

Therefore, if this return, is filed in the incorrect venue, the director will please forward this return
pursuant to 26 CFR § 1.6091-4(a) (2) to the proper destination and infornt,_me of that location,

As there are presently no “Internal Revenue Districts” authorized by law, it is difficult for one to
know exactly what is to be filed, when or where. Perhaps a review of the following will explain

My, Sue Taylor’s, confusion with the matter:

Title 26 USC § 7621 requires the President to establish “Internal Revenue Districts”. Even if I
wanted to volunteer, it would be impossible to comply with any alleged requirement to file Form
1040, in that the Internal Revenue Service has no “Internal Revenue Districts” assigned and
therefore no District Directors exist to whom I could possibly send a return Form 1040 as per the

following:

1. Section 7621— Internal Revenue Districts.
(a) Establishment of Revenue Districts.

The President shall establish convenient “Internal Revenue Districts” for the purpose of
administering the Internal Revenue laws. The President may from time to time alter such

districts.

Via Reorganization Plan 3 of 1940, President Roosevelt reassigned duties of the Federal Alcohol
Administration to the Bureau of Internal Revenue, thereby abolishing an agency Congress
established by law in 1935. Then via Reorganization Plan 26 of 1950, President Harry S. Truman
abolished offices of Internal Revenue assessors and collectors that had existed since 1862
legislation. But these changes did not adversely affect the American people at large. Since
implementation of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954, there have been no “Federal Internal
Revenue Districts” in the several States. The Internal Revenue Code limits IRS assessment and
collection activity to whatever Revenue Districts are established under authority of 26 USC §
7621. The vast majority of Internal Revenue Code taxing authority is geographical in nature and
is limited to the District of Columbia and insular possessions of the United States, exclusive of

the 50 States of the Union.

In 1998, via Executive Order #10289, as amended, President William J. Clinton authorized the
Secretary of the Treasury to establish Revenue Districts under authority of section 7621 of the
Internal Revenue Code. Although section 7621 is not listed in the Parallel Table of Authorities
and Rules, E.O. #10289 is listed. The implementing regulation is Title 19 of the Code of Federal
Regulations (CFR) Part 101. The regulation establishes “Customs Collection Offices” in each
state of the Union; it does not establish “/nternal Revenue Districts .
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A note at Part 301.7621-1 of Title 26 of the Code of Federal Regulations confirms that “ E.Q.
#10289 is the only authority for establishing revenue districts”.

The Internal Revenue Service has no jurisdiction in Arizona State and other States of the Union
to enforce the Internal Revenue Tax laws, as there are no “Internal Revenue Districts” pursuant

to section §7621, within the 50 Union states.

The Federal tax enigma is resolved to a certain extent in understanding that there is another
application of tax other than the geographical. Most of the reorganization plans, executive
orders, etc. are intra-governmental in nature.

The application is for government agencies and personnel, not the general population of the 50
Union States of the United States of America.

The term “income” is not defined in the Internal Revenue Code; see United States v.Ballard, 535
F.2d 400, 404 (8th Cir. 1976). I did not receive “income” as defined in the Code of Federal
Regulations at 26 CFR § 1.643(b)-1, which is the only definition of “income”, published in the
Internal Revenue Code or its corresponding Internal Revenue regulations.

In Nicholas v. Fifteenth Street Inv. Co., (1939, CA10 Colo.) 105 F2d 289, 39-2 USTC 79571, it
was ruled that the power of Congress to lay and collect tax on income cannot be extended by

legislative definition of the term “income”.

Since I did not receive “income” or income form any “source”, as identified by the Secretary for
purposes of the income tax, I did not receive “gross income”, and did not have “taxable income”.
I have had no ‘earned income’, or income from any “source” as defined by 26 USC § 861 and 26
CFR 1.861.1. Et seq., as the only “source” for income tax purposes promulgated by the Secretary
is contained in this section I have no federal income tax liability, as I had no income from an

source listed. The term “earned income” means wages, salaries, professional fees, and other
amounts received as compensation for personal services actually rendered including the fair

market value of all remuneration paid in any medium other than cash. Earned income is foreign
earned income, and must come from sources wholly outside the United States, as evidenced by

26 CFR § 1.911-3, and 1RM 3(38) (147) 7.1.

The face of Form 1040 indicates that it originates with the “Department of the Treasury, Internal
Revenue Service”. I cannot determine who or what this “agency” is, or when or how it
originated. Apparently, neither the Department of Treasury nor the National Archives or Records
Administration is able to determine who or what the “Internal Revenue Service” is?? I cannot
file any private financial information with the “Department of the Treasury, Internal Revenue
Service”, since the IRS and Commissioner of Internal Revenue Service are entities of unknown
power and duties. No confidential financial information will be provided to either, nor agents
of either, unless and until I can be provided with the documents which state the origin, powers
and duties of these entities, duly recorded in the Federal Register.
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A note at Part 301.7621-1 of Title 26 of the Code of Federal Regulations confirms that * E.Q.
#10289 is the only authority for establishing revenue districts”.

The Internal Revenue Service has no jurisdiction in Arizona State and other States of the Union
to enforce the Internal Revenue Tax laws, as there are no “Internal Revenue Districts™ pursuant

to section §7621, within the 50 Union states.

The Federal tax enigma is resolved to a certain extent in understanding that there is another
application of tax other than the geographical. Most of the reorganization plans, executive
orders, etc. are intra-governmental in nature.

The application is for government agencies and personnel, not the general population of the 50
Union States of the United States of America.

The term “income” is not defined in the Internal Revenue Code; see United States v.
Ballard, 535 F.2d 400, 404 (8th Cir. 1976). I did not receive “income” as defined in the

Code of Federal Regulations at 26 CFR § 1.643(b)-1, which is the only definition of “income”,
published in the Internal Revenue Code or its corresponding Internal Revenue regulations.

In Nicholas v. Fifteenth Street Inv. Co., (1939, CA10 Colo.) 105 F2d 289, 39-2 USTC 19571, it
was ruled that the power of Congress to lay and collect tax on income cannot be extended by

legislative definition of the term “Income”.

Since I did not receive “income™ or income form any “source”, as identified by the Secretary for
purposes of the income tax, I did not receive “gross income”, and did not have “taxable income”.
I have had no ‘earned income’, or income from any “source” as defined by 26 USC § 861 and 26
CFR 1.861.1. Et seq., as the only “source” for income tax purposes promulgated by the Secretary
is contained in this section I have no federal income tax liability, as I had no_income from an

source listed. The term “earned income” means wages, salaries, professional fees, and other
amounts received as compensation for personal services actually rendered including the fair
market value of all remuneration paid in any medium other than cash. Earned income is foreign
earned income, and must come from sources wholly outside the United States, as evidenced by

26 CFR § 1.911-3, and 1RM 3(38) (147) 7.1.

The face of Form 1040 indicates that it originates with the “Department of the Treasury, Internal
Revenue Service”. I cannot determine who or what this “agency” is, or when or how it
originated. Apparently, neither the Department of Treasury nor the National Archives or Records
Administration is able to determine who or what the “Internal Revenue Service” is?? I cannot
file any private financial information with the “Department of the Treasury, Internal Revenue
Service”, since the IRS and Commissioner of Internal Revenue Service are entities of unknown
power and duties. No confidential financial information will be provided to either, nor agents
of either, unless and until I can be provided with the documents which state the origin, powers
and duties of these entities, duly recorded in the Federal Register.
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[t appears that the “Internal Revenue” is the Puerto Rico special (trust) fund, as evidenced
by 31 USC § 1321 (62), and “Internal Revenue” is the Philippines special (trust) fund, as
evidenced by 31 USC § 1321 (2). I have incurred no liability to either the Philippines
special fund or the Puerto Rico special fund. It may be a quaint notion, but possibly the
Internal Revenue Service could publish in the Federal Register, it’s Structure and field
offices and other recordings which are mandated by Congress for Agencies of
Government by Title 5 USC § 552(a). This certainly would be helpful to all, and reduce
the uncertainty that I now feel with a purported agency of government, which is invisible
to the law. The Form 1040, if processed, would be processed under the supervision and
authority of the Commissioner, Internal Revenue Service. No authority appears to exist
for this officer to administer taxes, other than wagering taxes under Treasury Delegation
Order 221-3. I have had #o_wagering income. Therefore, 1 _have no filing and/or tax

liability with this officer.

Further, I have not been able to locate any statute, regulation or other document which
authorizes and/or creates the office of Commissioner, Internal Revenue Service.

I have made no election for the Internal Revenue Service to make any return for me
pursuant 1o 26 USC §8 6014 or 6020. The Form 1040 is not approved by the ( Mtice of
Management and Budget for use in cither Substitute Return procedures under 26 USC§

60200h) or deficiency: Substitute for Return procedures under 26 USC § 6211

The Privacy Act System of Records 24.030, Individual Master File (IMF), Returns
Processing - Treasury/IRS, is maintained on taxpayers who file Forms 1040 or power of
attorney notifications. Since a taxpayer is defined by law as one who operates a distilled
spirit Plant, and since I do not operate a distilled spirit Plant; the maintenance of any
records in such system of records would violate the provisions of the Privacy Act and 31
CFR §§ 0.735-60 and 0.735-310. The records maintained would not be relevant, accurate
or complete, and may be an indication of computer fraud.

First and foremost, I am, a woman of nature (natural person), and as such I am, a Citizen
of Arizona State, and of the United states of America, and have been so since birth. I am
a non-resident alien to the UNITED STATES (the Corporate UNITED STATES) and Its
Territories, the situs of which is Washington, D.C. I am not a state or federal government
employee or juristic personality and have informed the IRS of these facts on numerous
occasions. I am not, nor have ever been, a non-resident alien “foreigner” for income tax
purposes relative to the UNITED STATES. The non-resident alien “foreigner” may have
an income tax liability to the UNITED STATES anywhere within the American Empire,

regardless of the source of the income.

*“No constitutional right exists under the Ninth Amendment, or to any other provision of
the Constitution of the United States, “...to trust the Federal Government and to rely on
the integrity of its pronouncements.” MAPCO Inc. v Carter (1978, Em Ct App) 573 F2d
1268, cert den 437 us 904,57 L Ed 2d 1134, 98 S Ct 3090.

[ will be the first to admit that I lack the intelligence to understand all tax law, as Senator
Elihu Root commented in 1913. /o hiowever have the intelligence 1o ask questions.
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If there are any error(s) in my facts or in any of the conclusions drawn from them, please indicate
in writing with great specificity, such error(s) and any applicable correction thereto, in
conformance with Rev. Proc. 88-1, and 89-1, within 30 days, or the Commissioner will have

acquiesced to the facts.

Please supply documentation to support any contention on your part that [ am. or may be in error
m-any of the foregoing conclusions. This is my firm ofter to pay any tax | lawtully owe. This
will be paid with the Director of International Operations signing under penalty of perjury that
all amounts are true accurate and correct and all aspects of law have been met. It vou do not
respond o this return within 30 days. I will assume that I am correet in my understanding and in
complete compliance with the law. and the Commissioner will be cstopped from taking any
action against Me regarding the years indicated herein,

[ hereby declaye, pursuant to the common law of Arizona State and the United States of America
that the for?ﬁg is true, accurate, and complete to the best of my knowledge and belief,
(_,_/' ./,, K

.

Sue Taylor, Sui Jufis

State of Arizona )
)
County of Maricopa )

On this day, April 29, 2005, before me, a Notary Public, personally appeared Sue Taylor,
personally known to me as the living soul whose name is subscribed to this instrument and

acknowledged that Sue Taylor executed the same.

Kam . *LJPM

Notary Public

§ ~~\ _ KARENM.HANSON
"} Notary Public - Arizona
./ . MARICOPA COUNTY

My Comm., Exp, 07-11-G6

cc: David J. Villaverde, ID#86-167494
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PINAL COUNTY RECORDER
LAURA DEAN-LYTLE
31 NPINAL ST-BLDGE
PO BOX 848
FLORENCE AZ 85132
PHONE: 520-866-6830 FAX: 520-866-6831

STATE OF ARIZONA)
) SS
COUNTY OF PINAL )

I hereby certify that this is a true copy of the official records on file
in the office of the Recorder of Pinal County located in

DKT/PG or Fee No: 2010-088845

Pages: 1 thru 8 of 8

Date: 09/20/2010

Witness my hand and official seal:

Laura Dean-Lytle,

Recorder of Pinal County
B WORR SN ;Lkvp | a TP
g Deputy Recorder

DO NOT REMOVE THIS CERTIFICATION PAGE FROM DOCUMENT; IT IS NOW PART OF
THE DOCUMENT.
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Exhibit £

The Hard Evidence That Form 1040 Has No Legal Authority

in their “Challenge of Authority” document, the Lears provide hard documentary evidence that IRS Form 1040 has
NO legal authority.

This evidence was presented by contrasting archived government documents that have been filed pursuant to the
federal Administrative Procedures Act (APA) and Paperwork Reduction Act (PRA).

Under the PRA, each and every government form that is used to collect information from the general public under
law must be linked to its authorizing statutes and implementing regulations and have a valid Office of Management
and Budget “OMB" Form number. This requirement of law provides an orderly means to identify which statutes,

regulations and forms are related.

As one item of evidence, the Lears produced a stamped copy of a 1987 Treasury Department document entitied,
“Request for OMB Review” which is required by the Paperwork Reduction Act. The request was for IRS Form
“1040-NR", the tax form used by Non-Resident Aliens to report their “income”,

Several things about this document are noteworthy:

1. The form used for the request is OMB Form “83"
2. Online 5 of Form 83, the administrative requester is required to cite the statutes actually

authorizing the collection of the information. The authorizing statutes are, in fact, cited.
3. Online 27 of Form 83, the administrative requester is required to cite the regulations actually
authorizing the collection of the information. The authorizing requlations are. in fact, cited.

Click Here to See the “OMB Form 83" Treasury request for IRS Form 1040-NR for use by Non-Resident Aliens

Here's where it gets very interesting:

The “Challenge of Authority” document a/so contains a similar Treasury PRA request from 1998, but this one is for
the “regular” IRS Individual Form 1040 that millions of Americans file each year.

This Treasury administrative : made
"83-1" titled, "Paperwork Reduction Act Submnsslon

Several very important differences between the OMB request forms need to be noted:

1. OMB Form 83-1 does NOT require any specific citation of statutory authority.

2. OMB Form 83-1 does NOT require any specific citation of regulatory authority.

3. Inthe “Certification” box found on page 2 of Form 83-1, there are specific references to
both PRA Regulations “S CFR 1320.9" and *5 CFR 1320 8(b)(3)."

4

. The attachments to this OMB Form 83-1 request consist primarily of a list of Title 26 (Income Tax)
regulations and statutes that are merely (quoting) “assoc/ated” with IRS Form 1040.

Click here to see the Treasury request using OMB Form 83-1 for the IRS Individual “Form 104Q"

Here's the punch line:

IRS Form 1040-NR (for Non-Resident Aliens) is certified as complying with the requirements of the PRA found at
regulation 5 CFR 1320.8. In its request to the OMB for IRS Form “1040-NR”, the Department of Treasury (IRS)

clearly cites both the statytory and requlatory authorities authorizing the use of the form to collect information and
ifies i h.

certifies its re
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Click Here to read the Paperwork Reduction Act (PRA) form disclosure requirements found at 5 CFR 1320.8.

Please specifically note that for the Treasury's request using alternative OMB Form 83-1 for IRS Individual Form
1040, the Treasury has formally certified the request under reguliation 5 CFR 1320.9, which is explicitly reserved

for “PROPOSED"” government forms.
Printed just below is the title header for federal regulation “S CFR 1320.9":

[Code of Federal Regulations]
[Title 5, Volume 3]

[Revised as of January 1, 2005)
From the U.S. Government Printing Office via GPO Access

[{CITE: S CFR 1320.9]

" [Page 155}
TITLE 5--ADMINISTRATIVE PERSONNEL

CHAPTER III--OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET
PART 1320_CONTROLLING PAPERWORK BURDENS ON THE PUBLIC--Table of Contents
Sec. 1320.9 ‘Agency certifications for proposed collections of information.

As part of the agency submission to OMB of a proposed collection
of information, the agency (through the head of the agency,

the Senior Official, or their designee) shall certify

and provide a record supporting such certification)

that the proposed collection of information [...]

In short, if IRS Individual Form 1040 was actually authorized under U.S. law, the Department of Treasury
would have submitted it for OMB certification using OMB “Form 83" wh

Form's authorizin an lations

Instead, the IRS used alternative OMB Form “83-1” — which Is designated ONLY for “proposed”
government forms — and which N ire any formal { legal authority aillowing its use.

Furthermore, even though an attachment to the Treasury's request for IRS Form 1040 (on OMB Form 83-1)
contains a lengthy list of statutes and regulations, and “Box 12” on the form is marked indicating the form is
“‘mandatory”, a careful reading of the submission to OMB will make it clear that the Department of Treasury is

QNLY certifying that:

1. ' Form 1040 is a “proposed form” and that, IF authorized, it would meet the collection criteria established by
regulation 5 CFR 1320.9, and

2. That Form 1040 is only “associated” with the statutes and regulations cited in the 1040 request, and

3. If Form 1040 were actually authorized by law, it would be *‘mandatory”. «

As a final observation, it should be noted that both the 1987 Form 1040-NR request as well as the 1996 Form 1040
request were signed by the same IRS officials, one Garrick R. Shear, the IRS Reports Clearance Officer and one
Lois K. Holland as/for the Departmental Reports Management Officer. Lear's pleadings contain additional OMB
certifications, also signed by Shear & Holland.

In short, the Department of Treasury's clear and willful Intent to use OMB Form 83-1 (rather than OMB Form
83) to legaily certify IRS Individual Form 1040 as a valid government document, is compsiling proof
establishing that IRS Form 1040 is merely a PROPQSED tax form, and that there is NOL T

that authorizes its use

From “We The People” 05-0521




