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From: May 16, 2014
MElias Agredo-Narvaez &
c/o 1080-R East veterans highway
Jackson, New Jorsey
[ Q527 -949498]
non-Nomestic, non-Assumpsit
Without The United States

TO:

Alln

Layne Carver

Employee ID#1000099691 M/S 4450
[R5(alleged) Department of the Treasury
1973 N Rulon White Blvd M/S 4210
Ugden UT 84404-0040

In Re: k——’_-

LTR3176C

Layne Carver,

This, and any/All future notices, Letters, Documents or writings that | submit to you or to
your principals are done so Without Prejudice and Without Recourse, and with all
Rights and Liberties expressly and implicitly Reserved Under U0, 1-308 [ see exhibits at
the end), And 1 demand that you make it part of the permanent records that vou rmaintain
on the Subscriber.

Me, Also Reserve the right to record all correspondence created during this case, by
whatever means available; physical or electronic, whether with the secretary of stale or
other. The subscriber continues to Reserve any and all Rights afforded to Me as an
American Citizen, and will never stipulate to a changing of venue out of the Common Law
Jurisdiction knowingly or unknowingly, and the caplions is at no time to be altered and or
changed to introduce the fictitious person ™ELIAS AGREDO-NARVAEZE, as you have
intended to do by sending your letter to that name., Notice that you have sigred vour letter
using your proper name (upper and lower case) wha on earth dao you think you are? Asto
make that legal determination that my name is spelled in all caps?

LEGAL NOTICE AND WARNING:
The subscriber hereby gives notice to all that nat hing in this document is to be construed
as, ani is not: "subscriber's personal opinions”, Opinions out of "laxpayer's frustration”,
"Frivolous or baseless or unfounded claims”, “tax protest”, or even * intent of % evasion”.
You are nat authorized Lo refer tofor Me as Taxpayer or any of the above, Much leus are
you aulhorize to at least try to associate Me with any of the criminals that you may have to
deal with, some times, :
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[ have always particularly complied with all laws Federal and State: although sometimes [
can not agree with them.

[ have always complied and paid what T was told to be the law and, before [ dared Lo
challenge the way the IRS applies the alleged law while guing bevond allowed parameters,
Me, Specifically negate to be in any wa ¥ asseclate with any tax protester group or
individuals who try to violate the Law just because they cannot agree with it

All of My claims herein included are only a Re-statement of what the subscriber has
Personally Rescarched, Founded, Compared, and Investigated to be the Law, Wot for
moments but for thousands of hours. Precious times of my live have been invested in this
Journey and when | was/am supposed to be playing with miy kids, | am trying to recover
some of the time wasted at scheol and to become an Fducated Citzen, Lherefore. ¥You may
find included herein; many, many pages of documents of public record with hand written
notes; while al the same time are herein included by reference as if they were actually here
all the allegations, Affidavits, exhibits and writings on/in correspondence AKA certified
Mail Numbers 7012 1640 0002 1362 8568 and 7012 1640 0002 1363 9069, Which are
also part of the public records and your own records on the file for the subseriber,

&

On May 12, 2014, I received what portraits to bea pre-typed letter thal contains
information about some frivolous position hat has no relevance to Me. Such letter seems to
have originated because you did not like The Formal Statement of income with the
corresponding Jurat as per 28 US.C §1746 That | sentin to claim back the unlawfull ¥
collected equity of $3,635.02 from my earnings.

Tour pre-typed letter states in part: you recently filed a return or purparted return
claiming one or more frivolous positions...... Well, Dear Layne Carver, even though you
mentioned what the Courts have allegedly ruled, vou still did not provide any af the alleged
Court cases. Will you please tell me where did you get vour definition of frivolous? Was it in
the IRS manual by any chance? Because according to Baron's Law dictionary 1984 we find

that: /

Frivolous: clearly lucking in subsionce; Clearly insufficient as a matter of law, 185 N.E 2d
S84, 593; presenting no debatable question, 227 F supp. 773, 740, For example, a clafm is
frivalous if it clearly appears either that it is insufficlent Pecouse is not supported by the facts
or that it is one for which the Law recognizes no remedy. An oppeal is frivalous if it presents
na Justiciable question or merit. "if a court of appeals shall determine that an appeal is
frivofous, it may award.... Damages... Fed, App. & 38.

Dear "Taxpayer”, [explanzlion later]

As You can see, the definition of frivalous, does not apoly in this case because My Formal
statement of income was supported by the Case Law, and needless to say that the form

1040 that vou want me to file is lor government agents to raport their income as well as

for people who work with alcohol, tobacco or other substances that | have never dealt with.

I was never told this, or that the tax did not applied to me, 2 man who does notant has

never worked for the government, in Leuth and in reality, [was never lfable for the alleged g
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federal taxes that | have paid in good faith because [ was mislead to believe that | was
liable,

[n your letter You also claim to have based your determination of frivelous on an alleged
Section 6702, and vou also offared me a chance to contract with you under threat that if [
don’'t accept your offer (o contract and submit the alleged required 1RS form 1040 you il
allegedly send me a bill for $5000. [FORM: Model of a document containing the phrases
and words of art that are needed to make the document technically correct for
procedural purposes as opposed o meet substantive requirements. Forms are used by
lawyers in drafting legal documents. Boron's Legal guides Law Dictionary 1984] No
waonder your ingistency on having Me submitting such a furm.

Lel me now put you on notice under " Principal Agent Doctrine” That You do not have my
consent or agreement to proceed for various reasons, | will only mention a very few of
them for your convenience. 17 you will consult the 1966 re port on legislative intent, you
will find that third parties are nat exempted from liability where they erroneously
surrender "property”, including money, to the Internal Revenue Service. Additionally,
consult the Code of Federal Regulations at 27 CFR § 70.163(c). lnrelevant part, this
subpart states as follows: Any person who mistakenly surrenders to the United States
property or rights to property not properly subject t¢ levy is not relieved [roim liability to
a third party who owns the property...,

Your pre-typed letter also makes mention of an alleged IRS publication 2105, titled why do |
hove to pay Taxes?

And to that [ respond, that, the IRS publication 4.10.7.2.8 (01-071-Z006) it self states in
part: while a good source of general information, publications should not be cited to
sustain a position. Do you still hold your position that my Statement of income is
frivalous? If so, then wait until you reach the final pages of this legal document.

Am I Required to File?

26 C.F.R., Section 601.103(a), is the only place which tells us who is required to file a
return, provided that person has been properly noticed b y the District Director to
keep records, and then is properly noticed that he/she is required to file. It states,
"In general, each taxpayer {or person required to collect and pay over the taxes)is
required to file a prescribed for|m| of return ...." am 1 a taxpayer? "Of course not”

* Since the discovery that the federal income tax does not apply to non-governmen
agents, the subscriber has, sent the alleged RS, documents with Lawiul questions
as to the authaority of the alleged IRS to enforced its statutes on me. On July 23,2013
the IRS office in Kansas City received Document #12231972-EAN-DFD by Certified
mail# 70121640000213639069 a discovery process in Affidavit form, and demand
with valid subpoena establishing your mandatory obligation to timely respond and
rebut 137 facts of truth which was never rebutted or answered thersfore woll have
already contracted and agreed with me, by tacit procurement and stopple was _
activated by your inability or neglect ta rehut or answer iL In fact i stch dociment g8
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was not contested, you agreed with my position that will allow me ta send any
requested form from your agency with (he words NOT LIABLE ar them. | really
Crceurage you to read a copy of that document for VOUF W protection as we are
talking about a legal documents and [ am now holding yvou Layne Carver, liable in
your personal and commercial capacity under Common Law for an y damages you
me cause on this Free American citizen.

* OnDec,23, 2013 the disclosing office of Atlanla GA receivd document#12231972-
EAN-IRS-FOIA by certified mail# 70121640000213628568 requesting documents
pertaining to the zlleged liability on my part to comply witk your alleged statules,
and for the IMF under my name. The answer, was in part that the IRS has no
obligation to respond to my questions, and including in the IMF was mastly
infarmation that has no relevance to me, however sufficient as to learn that vour
agency has false infarmation entered into that IMF (see copies attached showing the
wrong information) and [ he reby, at this time make a lawful demand that voy
carrect the erroneous informaltion in that IMF before vau even try to harass me
again with your frivelous claims of my letters been frivalous, again, | am holding
you personably liable for any damages you may willingly or unknowingly cause
my person or the person of my collateral ™ELIAS AGREDO-NARVAEZD, Mow I will
ask vou, if your agency has no obligation to respond to Me or my demands, what
makes you think that | do have such abligation to respond to your demands? Tt is
you and your agency who are now in dishonor for not been ahle to respond to
questions of authority. Should the truth fear the untruth? Then why are you
agents so reluctant or unable? To respond a simple question of authority as what is
the statute and the prescribed regulation that makes this Free American Citizen
liable for vour federal income Tax?

By now; You probably alveady picked on me, And have discovered by my writings that
you are dealing with a very un-educatid BEing {means equal to the average American
citizens)."That”, L admit. 1admit, that [ did not go farther than high school [lucky Me) and, |
will also confess that; when 1 graduated from HS: my education was by no means heller
than when [ enrolled in to it { Courtesy of our Government controlled Fool system and it's
Slave driving technics), Basically, All | ever learned, was to Obey the rules and to de home
warls that had nothing to do with been a Free and better Citizen,

And although | learned the pledge of allegiance and that 1 was Eoing to pay taxes for the
rest of my life while working. 1 never learned about the Constitution For the united states
of America, or the difference between 1nited States and the united states, THE UNTTED
STATES, U.S, THE 1S, etc, etc, nor did 1 ever learn the difference bebween citizen v. Cilizen,
the difference betwsen Right vs. privilege. Or Income vs. Compensation. Or even the
location the 11,5 on a world's map. And | could go on and on for days just telling you what |
didn’t learn, And to make a long and horing story short and Fun T will tell you that after all
that celebration of happiness, and all that pride for my graduation, and all this years have
gone by and just recently I discovered that: the di ploma hanging on my wall was awarded
to somebody else but Me. :
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Ironic, is it not?, That worthless piece of paper, framed with a $50,00 11.5 worthless federal
Feserve notes rame was awarded to Mr ELIAS AGREDO. And it was sent supposedly from a
Board of Education, but who knows?, Perha s they actually mean “Un-education” or even
INDOCTRINATION since it is coming from a place where Mr: ELIAS AGREDO means ™[jas
Agredo@,

Since Lhave already introduced mysel?, and after makin g sure you are well aware of my
incumpetence to write a well elaborated letter, Nal like yours. All are Pre- typed forms,
Let me direct vour attention for a second, to the 16 ex-president [Dictator] of your
UNITED 5TATES. Abraham Lincoln, AKA the self educated lawyer who was one of the most
Famous country lawyers and adviser to many well known licensed ones.

Now back to husiness:

From here on, You will see what T did not learn at school, Bul instead was learned thanks
to the continuous efforts made by aur dlleged gavernment to put every body in jail
indiscriminately for allagedly violating any of the over 63 millions laws (all Privale and
Copyrighted)

[ learned that in the pledge of allegiance's, The United States of America, [s not the same as
to say: the united states of America, and that perhaps, that, is how the indoctrination ar
some point begins,

It reads:

[ pledge allegiance to the flag of The United States of America and to the “republic” for
which stands............50 a5 you can see “Dear taxpayer”, We still have today a Republic form
of government, and it is the same form of government guaranteed by both, [Your]The
Constitution of The 1nited States, And [mine] the Constitulion for the united state of
America. see?,

And | promise you, That whenever [ recited Lhe pledge with my right hand over my hearth |
was 2lways thinking of the 50 states of the union, never on 4 single state, Much less the
State of Washington or even the District of Columbia which is in Fact the real UNITED
STAES or THE U.5.

Dear tax payer Layne Carver, how long will we remain silent?

The Act of 1871 formed a corporation called THE UNITED STATES. The corporation,
OWNED by foreign interests, moved in and shoved the Original Constitution into a dusthin.
With the Act of 1871, The organic Constitution was defaced in effect van dalized and
sabotaged when the Litle was capilalized and the word * for” was changed e " of” in the
title.

However,
Article IV, Section 4 The United States] this is the second Constitution AKA an Act to provide
a Government for the District of Columbio, See copy af the Act with the pertaining

information | shall guarantee to every state in this unmionf and this is the first and Orlginal A
ane | a republican form of government, and shail protect each of them agoinst
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invasion; and on application of the legislature, or of the executive (when the legislature
cannot be convened) against domestic violence. (see a copy of the pertaining section
included with the list of definition 5)

[¥d 1 say both constitutions? That's correct. The firs L; articles of confederation (17 76) was
by an Act of TREASON AKA The Act of 1871 allegedly done away with, Notwithout first
making changes to it in the year 1784, {Unfortunately Dear Taxpayer, vou are going fo
have to do your own research on this subfect since the subscriber is not a historian,
Additionally doing your own research will really give you a strong understanding of
the alleged laws you have being enforcing on your fella American citizens)

NOTE:

The paragraphs immediately before are nota charge against You, as ta You being
intentionally committing Acts against Puhlic policy, or even TREASON, for example Tom
Cryer, Sherry Peel Jackson, [oe Banister, Just to menlion a very few, Thev were [RS8 apents,
and during the time they worked as agents they were sincere in their actions and enforced
what they believed was the law, hawever, after doing their own research they found
disturbing information that contradicted their trainin B, 50 instead of continuing with their
nowy unfair enforcement, they are today dedicating their time to help informing the public.

S0 this is just to say. You, the recipient of this document may be sincere in ¥Our actions,
however that does not mean that you are always daing the right thing. You know: “The
road to hell is paved with good intentions”. Remember that all statutes were permitted
to be, as long as thay were in full compliance with the Constitution and the Common law
which was by no means ever intended to be abrogated and has never heen. That is the main
reasan | always claim Commaon Law Jurisdiction in this or anv case.

“Whatever the form in which the Government Sunctions, anyone entering into an arron GEment
with the Government takes the risk of having aceurately ascertained that he who purports to
act for the government stqys within the bounds af his authority. fund that is exactly what 1
am daing.| The scope of this authority may be explicitly defined by congress or be limited by
delegated legizlation, properiy exercised through the rule making power. And this is 5o even
though, us here, the agent himself may have been unaware af the limitations upon his
outhority. Utah Power & Light Co v. United States, 243 1.5, 389, 40 9, 391; United
States v Stewart 311 1.5, 60, 70, 108.

As a second note:

Any negative response from the reader with comments like:
tou [meaning, Me| are being misguided by the misinformation flowing from the internet,
are baseless and unacceptable because misinformation is everywhere; even in the public
Is fool System, and The Church. Furthermore; The Police, The FBI, The White House, even
the OBAMA and his Obama-care act, inclusive of the TRS, and the GOV with all it's TITLEs
including TITLE 26 and CFR. The Natioral Archives, All Courts and Reputable liars have 2
site on the web. So | think that alleging that information from the internet is haseless is
Unacceptable.
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" Steve Miller, former Director of the Internal Revenue Service (IRS), admitted at a
Congressional hearing that the taxes collectad by the TRS are not mandatary -- but
voluntary.

When questioned at the House Ways and Means Committes (WMC) hearing 2013,
Miller told House Representative Devin Nunes that “America's tax system is
voluntary™. When Nunes remarked for clarification that the US tax code is 3
“voluntary system", Miller said, "Agreed.”

House Representative Xavier Becerra comme nted that the ruse of the IRS is
kept as a public confidence in the system scheme to keep Americans paying
money to the [RS,

Miller canfirmed this is so.

The shufile at the TRS has landed Danny Werfel as the new acting director,
hipefdwvaw youtube. comiwilch e =XN I Z 0w delist=FLIV IDOY TV PILA v DIAIBRCA

and I truthfully Recommend you see this viden.
http:/ fwwnwyoutube.com fwatch =11 Xlsl45aljk&list=FLEVIDOY{V P]I1AVDAIBE[A&index=
37

Back to business:

S0, no one at school ever told Me that T was been ind octrinated or programmed to be a
subject to the 14" amendment to that Constity tion (wia Tacit Law. See definition] or, that
tor purposes of avoiding been Jailed for treason, The Congress passed an Act AKA Public
Law; 15 Inited States Statutes gt La rge, Chapter 249, pps 223-224 (1 B6H] also referred to
as the "Expatriation Act™. [ see exhibit Expatriation Act).

But why would they do that? Well, since the 14" amendment wis not vet Lawfully ratified
then a remedy had to be in place before the actuz] activation of the amendment. The 140
Amendment of the Constitution of the United States has, in essence, negated the Tenth
article in Amendment of Americans. This has been noted in cases such as LS. vs
Cruikshank, Which was a case decided by the US Supreme Court in 1R75. Although,
Generally the justices in cases like Cruikshank do not clearly come out and say it, it is
understood that the nations of the several American republics are in fact not politically
dulunomous as they were prior to the 144 Amendment. And accordingly, in the case of
state of Georgia v. Stanton ( 73 1.5, 50 18 L.Ed 721, 6 wall. 50 ). the Supreme Court came
right out and stated that the “new states” forced by the United States were UNLAWEL

50, what did | learn? Well
My findings can be reduced to the fullowing:

Finding Number 1:

In the law governing income tax, "income” is defined as foreign earned income, offshore oil
well or windfall profits, and war profits. A return” is prepared by a taxpayer to suhmit te
the federal government taxes that hefshe collected. A "raxpaver” is one who coilects taxos
and submits the taxes as a return to the federal government. An "employee” iz o whi'is
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employed by the federal government. An ‘employer” is the federal government, An
“individual” is a citizen of Guam or the U5 Virgin Islands. A “husiness” is defined as a
government, a bank, or an insurance company. A “resident” iz an zljen citizen of Guam,
the U.5. Virgin Islands, or Puerto Rico, who resides within one of the 50 Stales of the Tnion
known as the United States of America, or one of the other island nnssessions.

In addition,

The law iz expresszed hy Conatitution, Court ruling, Statule, and regulation. In order for a
statute to have the force of law, there must be an accnmpanying implementing regulation.
[ see The Administrative Procedure ActfAPA), Pub.L. 78-404, for more in farmation) ltia
one of the most importznt pieces of United States administrative law. The Act became law
in 1944,

The Administrative Procedure Act defined "rule” gs

[TThe whale ar a part of an agency statement of general or particular applicability and
future effect designed to implement, interpret, ar prescribe law or policy or deseribing the
erganization, procedure, or praclice requirements of an Agency . ..

The Attorney General's Manual took the definition one step further to contrast rulemaking
from adjudication, The definitions are important because apencies face different
procedural requirements under APA, depending on how an agency action is classified.

The Attorney General’s Manual said that rulemaking is:

[Algency action which regulates the future conducl of either groups of persons or a single
person; it is essentially legislative in nature, not only because it operates in the future but
because it is primarily concerned with policy considerations,

Adjudication, on the other hand, is the quasi-judicial "determination of past and present
rights and liabilities."

The APA describes two kinds of rulemaking — formal and informal.
“Formal rulemaking” calls for a trial-like, on-the-record proceeding. Most federal agencies,
however, develop rules through “infarmal rulemaking.

" The main requirements for informal rulemaking are:

- Publication of a "Notice of Proposed Rulemaking” (NPRM) in the Federal Register;

- Upportunity for public participation by submission of written comments:

- Consideration by the agency of the public comments and alher relevant material; and
- Publication of a final rule not less than 30 days before its effective date, with a
statement explaining the purpose of the rule.

Executive Order 12866
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Executive order 12866, issued by President Clinton on September 30, 1993, amended and
consolidated long-standing executive orders putin place during the Reagan
Administration.

Its objectives, the President stated, are " (o enhunce plunning and coordination with respect
to hath new and existing regulations; to reaffirn the primacy of federal agencies in the
decision-rmaking process; to restore the integrity and legitimacy of regulatory review and
oversight; and to make the process more aocessible and open to the public.”

All executive branch agency, except for the independent regulatory agencies, are subject to
E.0. 12866, Before a regulation can go on the books, they mustL:

* Assess the general economic costs and benefits of all regulatory proposals;

= Porevery " major® rule, complete a regulatory Tinpact Analysis (RIA) that describes
the costs and henefits of the proposed rule and alternative approaches, and justifies
the chosen approach;

* submit all " major” proposed and final rules to OME for review;

*  Waitundl OME completes its reviews and grants approval before publishing
aroposed and final rules;

* Submitan annual plan to OMB in order to establish regulatory priorities and

improve coordination of the administration’s regulatory program. This requirement

also applies to the independent agencies; and

Periodically review existing rules,

Finding Number 2:

The Paperwark Reduction Act [PRA)

The PRA provides that agencies "shall not conduct ar spansor the collection of infarmatien
without first obtaining the approval of the OMice of Management and Budget” [OMB). The
FRA covers information submitted to an agency, whether the submissian is valuntary or
mandatory, and it also covers recordkeeping and information disclosed to third parties. In
general, before publishing a proposed rule in the Federal Register, an agency submits the
proposed rule and supporting information to OMR,

OME has 60 days to approve the "collection of information” or file comments. [F OMB files
comenenls, the agency must resubmit the requirement at the final stage of rulemaking,
OMB has 60 days [rom publication of the final rule to disapprove the enlleclion of
information. Independent agencies, like the CPSC, may vote t override OMB's disapproval.
[f 2 collection of infermation is approved, denied but overridden, or not acted upon by OMB
wilhin 60 days, it receives an OMB control number, OMB regulations establish the
procedures for obtaining OMB approval under the PRA. It should be noted that, under
OME's regulations, "no person shall be subject to any penalty for failing to comply with a
collection of informatien” that has not received OME approval.

5 U.5. Code § 552 - Public information; agency rules, opinions, orders, records, and

IJI'DCEEI]EI‘.I.EE. Reucls in port,
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(a) Each agency shall make available te the public information as follows:

(1) Each agency shall separately state and currently publish in the Federal Register for the
guidance of the public—

(A) Descriptions of its central and field organization and the established places at which,
the employees (and in the case of 3 uniformed service, the members) from whaom, and the
methads whereby, the public may obtain information, make submittals or requests, ur
obtain decisions;

(B) Statements of the general course and method by which its functions 2re channeled and
determined, including the nature and requirements of all farmal and informal procedures
available;

(C) Rules of procedure, descriptions of forms available or the places at which forms may be
obtained, and instructions as to the scope and contents of all papers, reports, or
examinations;

(D) Substantive rules of gereral applicability adopted as authorized by law, and statements
of general policy ar interpretations of general applicability formulated and adopted by the
apency; and

(E) Fach amendment, revision, or repeal of the foregoing.

Except to the extent that a person has acrual and timely notice of the terms thereof a persan
may nat in any mananer be required to resort to, or be adversely affected by, o matter required
te be published in the Federal Register and not so published,

For the purpose of this paragraph, matter reasonably available to the class of persons
affected thereby iz deemed published in the Federal Register when incorporated by
reference therein with the approval of the Director of the Federal Register.

“The result is that neither nor the statute nor the regulation are complete without the
other, and only together do they have any foree. In effect, therefore, the construction of one
necessarily invelves the construction of the other, When the stofute and regulation are so
inextrically interfwined, the dismissal must be held to involve the construction of the statute.
"UNITED STATES v. MERSKY, 361 11.5. 431, 438 (1990,

" wee think it important to note the Act's civil and crimingl peaulties attach only upon
vialation af regulation promuigated by the secrerary; if the secretury were to do nothing, The
Act itself would impose no penaities on anyone” CALIFORNIA BANKERS ASSN. v. SHULTZ,
416 1.5, 21, 26 [1974).

S0 the main consideration which has become part of my thinking after learning all this
powertul information is to question any statement made by any IRS agent or gavernment
official as to whether a regulation has the effect and force of law.

Specially considering a case which has never been overturned. The case of Federal Crop
Insurance Corp. v. Merril, 332 US 380, 384 (1974) This Supreme Court case states a
principle that it does well to remember....... That if you accept an agent’s statement
coencerning the law and if his stalement is incorrect or deceptive, then you are taking a risk.
Well, I am not taking that risk any longer!l Therefore, just as | did it before by the fwn
previous certified correspondences to date yet to be answered, here poes the guestion
again, publicly; Show me the statule and regulation that gives vou or vour apency
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authurity to continue extorting my sweat equity by deceiving my private emplayer in Lo
slealing it and passing it on to vou?

“Whatever the form in wiich the Government functions, anyone entering Intu an arrangement
with the Government tokes the risk of having accurately ascertained thet he who purports to
act for the government stays within the bounds of fis authority. The scope of this authority
may be explicitly defined by congress or be Fmited by delegeted legislation, properly exercised
through the rule making power. And this is o even though, os here, the agent himself may
have been unaware of the imitations upon his authority. Utah Power & Light Co v. United
States, 243 U.5, 389, 409, 391; United States v Stewart 311 1.5. 60, 70, 108.

" Direct taxes bear upon persons, upon possession and the enjoyment of rights; Indirect toxes
are levied upon the happening of an event.” Knowlton v. Moore, 178 US 41, 74 (1900,

And, although the nature of this document is at least not vet to challenge the validity of the
OMB# 1545-0074 on your [RS form 10440,

This information should, for the time been, cover that section:

The 10™ Circuit stated in a published decision that "as lang as the 1040 form complies
with the act, nothing more is required” (LS v. Dowes, 851 F.2d 1189 (10% Cir.1991),

The 10 Circuit also, in quoting from the 27 Circuit in (Inited States v. Weiss, 914 F.2d
1514, 1520-22(2% (ir. 1990, quating United Stotes v. Smith, 866 F.2d 1092,1098-99 [

Cir. 1989]) held that the paperwork reduction act did protect Mr. Smith, where he was
prosecuted for failure to file a plan of operations with the forest service. The Second Circuit
reasoned that the Act “only protects a person from penalties for tailing to file information.
It does not protect one who files information which is false. "Td. At 1522 115, v. Collins, 920
F.2d 619 (10% Cir. 1990)

[just to menton few cases].

It is My responsibility then, and ohligation to learn the law and to know how it applies to
Me; therefore, Thave taken the time and due diligence to research at the expense of my
own resources as have been demanstrale by my previous writings and documents sent to
you in order to establish as a matter of Law and facts my alleged liability to fill out any IRS
income tax forms withoul committing perjury. It is also the Constitutional duty of this Free
American citizen to ensure that the united states of America and the land lchawn as
America docs not descend into tyranny or needless war and to ensure the present and
future Liberty of My fellow men and woman and children of America.

I have studied just about every and each “Term or code word” used by the TRS throughout

the IRC and 31 and 27 CFR or Title 26 specially sub-Title A, et al, which could apply ta Me,
But sincerely; had have no results

e, Have also learned that:
Finding Number 3
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concerning IRS and Commissioner of Internal Revenue anthority.

a) Parallel Table of Authorities and Rules, heginning on page 751 of the 1995 Index
volume to the Code of Federal Regulations. It will be found that there are no regulations
supportive of 26 1ULS.C. §5 7621, 7801, 7802 & 7B03(these statute listngs are ahsent from
the table). In other words, no regulations have been published in the Federal Registar,
extending authority to the several States and the population at large,

[1] to establish revenue districts within the several States,

[2] extending authority of the Department of the Treasury [Puerto Rico] to the several
States,

[3] giving authority to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue and assistants within the
aeveral Stares, or

[4]) extending authority of any other Department of Treasury personnel to the several
States.

General procedural rules at 26 CFR § 601.101(a)

provide a beginning-point:

[a] General.

The Internal Revenue Service is 4 bureau of the Department of the Treasury under the
immediate direction of the Commissioner of [nternal Revenue. The Commissioner has
general superintendence of the assessment and collection of all taxes impased by any law
providing internal revenue,

The Internal Revenue Service is the agency by which these functions are performed...

The fact that there are no regulations extending Commissioner of Internal Revenue, or
Department of the Treasury authorily o Lhe several States (25 U.S.C § 7802(a)), has
greater clarity in the light of the general merging of functions between IRS and other
agencies presently attached to the Department of the Treasury.

The Cominissioner is given respansibility for issuing rules and regulations for the Code at
26 CFR § 301.7805-1, with approval of the Secretary, but there are no cites of authority for
this CFR subpart, whether Treasury Order, publication in the Federz] Register, or even
statute cite. In other words, there is no actual or effective delegation which vests the
Commissioner with significant independent authority which might be conveyed to [R5,
BATF, Customs or any other Department of the Treasury agency with respect to powers
extending ta or affecting the several States and the population at largs.

Consulting the index for Chapter 3, Title 31 of the United States Code, one finds that RS and
the Bureau of Alcohal, Tobacce and Firearms are not listed as agencies of the United States
Department of the Treasury, The fact that Congress never created a "Bureau of Internal
Revenue” is confirmed by publication in the Federal Register at 36 FJL 849-890 [CE, 1971
-1,698], 36 F.R. 11946 [CB. 1971 - 2,577], and 37 F.R. 489-490; and in Internal Revenue
Manual 1100 at 1111.2. {see exhibit section)

Another direct evidence of the fraud is found at 27 CFR § 1, which prescribes basic
requirements for securing permits under the Federal Alcohol Administration Act
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The problem here is that Congress promulgated the Act in 1935, and the same vear, Lhe
United States Supreme Court declared the Act unconstitutional. Administration of the Act
was subsequently moved offshore to Puerto Rico, along with the Federal Alcohol
Administration, and operation eventually merged with the Bureau of Internal Revenue,
Puerto Rico, which untl 1938, alung with the Burean of Internal Revenue, Philippines,
created hy the Philippines provisional government via Philippines Trust #2

(internal revenue]{see 31 11.5.C. § 1321 for listing of Philippines Trust #2 (internal
revenue)], administered the China Trade Act (licensing & revenue collection ralatin gt
apium, cocaine & citric wines),

Further more,

Ina Treasury Order published in the Federal Register of December 15, 14976, the Secretary
of the Treasury used something of a slight of hand to confuse matters more by determining,
"The term Director, Alcohol, Tobacco, and Firearms has been replaced with the term
Internal Revenue Service.” Obviously, it is impossible to replace a person with a thing
when il comes to administrative responsibility. However, the order demonstrates that [RS
and BATF are one and the same, merely operating with interchangeable hats. Therefare,
definitions and designations applicable to one are applicable to the other.

In definitions at 27 CFR § 250.11, the following provisions are found:

Revenue Agent. Any duly authorized Commonwealth Internal Revenue Agent af the
Department of the Treasury of Puerto Rico.

secretary. The Secretary of the Treasury of Puerto Rico. Secretary or his delegate.

The Secretary or any officer or employee of the Department of the Treasury of Puerto Rico
duly autharized by the Secretary to perform the function mentioned or described in this
part.

The twa delegations of authority to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue thus lar located
tend to reinforce canclusions set out above.

Treasury Department Order No.150-42, dated July 27, 1956, appearing in at 21 Fed.

Rep 5B52, specifies the following:

The Commissioner shall, o the extent of the authority vested in him, provida for the
administration of United States internal revenue laws in the Panama Canal Zone, Puerto
Rico and the Virgin [slands.

Un February 27, 1986[51Fed. Reg. 9571), Treasury Department Order No, 150-01 specified
the following;

The Commissioner shall, to the extent of authority otherwise vested in him, provide for the
administration of the United States internal revenue laws in the U.S. Territories and

insular possessions and other authorized areas of the world.

To date only three statutes in the [nternal Revenue Code of 1986, as currently amended,
have been located that specifically reference the several States, exclusive of the federal

states District of Columbia, Puerto Rico, Guam, the Virgin Islands, etc.): 26 11.5.0. §§

5272(h), 53R2(c) & 7162,

The first two pravide certain exemptions to bond and impoert tax reguirements relating to
imported distilled spirits for governments of Lhe several States and their respective

political subdivisions, and the last pravides that reports published by the United Stalas Tax ©
Court will constitute evidence of the reports in courts of the United States and the severalSg
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States. None of the three statutes extend assessment or collections authority for 1RS or
BATF within the several States,

IRS is contracted to provide collection services for the Agency for International
Development, and case law demonstrates that the true principals of interest are the
International Monetary Fund and the Waorld Bank (Hank of the United States v. Planters
Bank of Georgia, & L. Ed {Wheat) 244; U5, v. Burr, 309 11.5. 242; sec 22 USCA § 2HA, et
seq.). In other words, RS seemingly provides collection services for undisclosed foreign
principals rather than collecting internal revenue for the henefit of constitutional Tnited
States government operation. And | now put vou on notice that Collection apencies are
governed by U.5.C. 15.

To date, IRS principals have failed to dispute the published Cooper/Bentson allegation that
the agency, via these foreign principals, funded the enaormous tank and military truck
factory on the Kama River, Russia.

The Internal Revenue Service, a foreign entity with respect to the several States, is not
registered to do business in the several States,

S0 Dear Taxpayer, now this:

Finding Number 4

provides the subscriber with sufficient evidence that since vour alleged agency named
sometimes as an agency of the US Government is nothing more than a collection agency just

as to say PRESSLER AND PRESSLER LLC, or PEGASLS Collection Agencies, ete, etc. The
difference been; that these companies do most of the time show their true nature of their
business and not a storefront masquerade like vour collection agency claiming to be AN
AGENCY OF THE UNITED STATES. /
Therefore; Dear Taxpayver, hefore going into more detail about my findings about

Collection agencies, [ will first pause so that ] can explain in detail the reason why | have

been referring to you as Dear Taxpayer.

26 L5 Code § 6331- (a) Levy and distraint

(2] Authority of the secretary

If any person liable to pay any tax....... Levy may be made upan the accrued salary or wages
of any officer, Employee, or elected official, of the United States, The district of
Columbia, or any agency or instrumentality of the United States or the District of
Columbia.........

a0, can you naw lell Me who the real taxpayer is hera? 15 it Me? Or, are yvou? Who is
claiming o work for the 1S government? Who is the official for the U5 government? Can
vou really prove that T am a taxpayer? And why it is called Federal income Tax? [s it not

because it is only lawfully enforceable on federal employees? \

[R5 publicalion# 525, enlitled *Taxable and nonlaxable income®, has acknowledged that
wages and salaries are NOT "income”, PPublication# 525 states: " wages and salarios ave the
main S0URCE of income for most people.” In the Court decision of Graves v.” Peapnl: of
the State of New York ex rel o'Keefe, 59 5.Ct 595 (1939) The lUnired Stacex Supreme
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Court ruled that a source of income is not income, and the source is not subject to the
income tax. Therefore |, had not have Income:

Ha, dear Taxpaver!!! Are you still alleging thal my position is frivolous? Even if 1 tell you
that [ am relying in previous Supreme Court cases? For example, a few of them are:

"If the defendant had a subjective good faith belief, no matter how unreasonahle, thar he
was not required ta file a tax refurn, the government cannot establish that the defendant
acted willtully.” - Cheek v, 1,5,111 5.C. 604 [1991)

"...There may possibly arise cases of plain and obvious conflict between the provisions of
the Constitution and the provisions of a statute. In such cases, there is no roam for
construction, no ground far argument: and in all such cases, net only the judiciary
Department, but every Department, and indeed every private man whe is required to act
upan the subject matter, must determine far himself what the law of the land, as applicable
Lo Lhe case in hand, really is. He must ohey the law, the whola law; and if the conflict
batween the Constitution and the act of Congress -- the higher and the lower law -- be plain
and ungquestinnable, he must, of necessity, disregard the one or the other. e cannat
disregard the Constilution, for that is the supreme law: and therefare he must ohey the
Constitution, even though, in doing so, he must disregard a statute. The Constitution is the
highestand strongest law of all, and therefore the lower and weaker law must vield to it in
every case, before every tribunal, high ar low, judicial or executive, ., "[Opinions of the
Attorney General, 31 0P, 213

"..Those of us wha hold office in this Government, hewever humble or exalted it may be,
are creatures af the Constitution. To it we owe all the power and authority we possess,
Outgide of it we have none, We are bound by it in every official act.”

“We know that this instrument, without which we would not be able to call ourselves
presidents, judges, or legisiators, was carefully planned and deliberately framed to
establish three coordinate branches of government, every ong of them to be independent of
the others, For the protection of the people, for the preservation af the rights ol the
Individual, for the maintenance of the liberties of minorities. . ."|Senate Report 711, 75th
Congrass, 1st Session, 1937, on Page 8]

"..a federal afficial may not with impunity ignore the limitations which the controlling law
has placed on his powers..."[.]

“..the official would not be excosed from liability ifhe filed to obsarve statutory or
constitutional limitations on his powers or if his conduct was a manifestly erroneous
application of the statuze.." | ..]
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"... federal officials... even when acting pursuant to congressional authorization, are subject

to the restraints imposed by the Federal Constitution..."[ Butz v. Economaou, 438 [1.5. 478
(1975}

"But it cannot he assumed that the framers of the Constitution and the people who adopted
it did not intend that which is the plain import of the language used. When the language of
the Constitution is positive and free from all ambiguity, all courts are not at liberty, by a
resort to the refinements of legal learning, to restrict its obvious meaning to avnid
hardships of particular cases, we must accept the Constitution as it reads when its language
is unambiguous, for it is the mandate of the sovereign powers." [State v, Sutton, 63 Minn.
147, 6895 WX NW, 262, 30 L.RA. 630, 56 Am. S5t 459; Lindberg v. Johnson, 93 Minn. 267,
100, NW.74; Cook ve Iverson, 122, N.M. 251]

Also,

The Brushaber court ruled that the 16% amendment separated the source (capital)
Frorm the income [profic) permitting the collection of an indirect (excise ) 2% on income,
bt living the source [wages, salary, compensation, fees for services, first Lime
commissions and capital) untouched and free of tax If these things were to be taxed, it
could only be construed as a direct tax, unquestionably in violation of the constitution,
making the entire tax in income void.

Mot to forget that the Brushaber court referred to an earlier case, Pollock v, Farmers
Loan and trust Co., 158 15 601 [1895] which declared the Income Tax Act of 18%4-
unconstitutional, as it's effect would have heen to leave the burden of the tax to be born by
professions, trades, employments, or vocations; and in that way, what was intended as a
tax on capital would remain, in substance, a tax on occupations and labor. This resull, the
court held, coulil NOT have been contemplated by Congrese,

aince the term "income" is not defined in the Internal Revenue Code,(U.5. v. Ballard,[1976]
235 F2d 400] and the 115, Supreme Court has ruled the Congress may not, by any definition
it may adopt, to conclude the matter, since it cannet by legislation alter the Constitution,
form which alone it derives it's power to legislate, and within whose limitations alone, that
power can be lavwlully exercised.

[t becomes essential to distinguizsh bebtween what is, and what is not income”.. [ Eisner v.
Macomber,b[1902] 252 [1.5. 1889].

“One does notderive income by rendering services and charging for them" Edwards v.
Keith, [1916] 231 F111

"Thereis a clear distinction between profit and wages or compensation for labor.
Compensation for labor cannot be regarded as profit within the meaning of the law” Olive
v. Halslead,[1955] 196 Va, 992 86 5.E. 2d 858

" Rezsonable compensation for labor or services rendered in not profit” Lauderdals
Cemetery Assoc v. Mattews, 345 Pa. 239, 47 AZd. 277 280 [1946]
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Any person required o file income tax return who willfully fails to do so is guilty of
misdemeanor.[26 USC 7203; Spies v, US, [M.Y 1943] 63 5. Ct. 3641)

Any person who willfully makes and subscribe any return, statement, or other document
which declares that it is made under the penalties of perjury and which such person does
nal believe to be true and correct as to every material maller is guilly of a felony.[26 USC
7206(1]) wnd this is just one reason why | did not and will not file the IRS form 1044,
because the information in that form does not pertain In me, peringd.

“The result is that neither nor the statute nor the regulation are complete without the
other, and only together do they have any farce. In effect, therefore, the construction of one
necessarily involves the construction of the other, When the statute and regulation are so
inextricably intertwined, the dismissal must be held to involve the construction of the statute.
"UNITED STATES v. MERSKY, 361 U.5. 431, 438 (1990).

“.owe think it important to note the Act’s civil and criminal penalties attach only wpon
violation of reguicbion promulgoted by the secretary: if the secretary wera to do nothing , The
Act itself would impose no penalties on anyone.” CALIFORNIA BANKERS ASSN. v. SHULTZ,
416 U.5. 21, 26 (197 4).

“The basic purpose of a written constitution has a two-fold aspect, first securing [not
granting] to the people of certain unchangeable rights and remeadies, and second, the
curlailment of unrestricted governmental activity within certain defined spheres."
[Du Pont v. Du Pont, B5 A 724

"No higher duty, or more solemn responsibility, rest upon this Court than that of
translating into Hving law and maintaining this Constituticnal shield deliberately
planned and inscribed for the benefit of every human being subject to our
Constitution-of whatever race, creed of persuasion,” [Chambers v, Florida, 309 1.5
227 (1938)]

"The Censtitution of the State is a higher authority than any act or law af any officer
or body assuming Lo acl under it. And in the case of conflict, the Constittion must
govern, and the act or law in conflict with it must be held to have no lagal validity.”
[Jobhrson v. Duke, 180 Md. 134]

"A judge has no more right to disregard the Constitution than a criminal has to
viglate the law,” [People ex rel. Sammaons v. Snow, 72 A LR, 793]

"In ascertaining the meaning of the terms af the Constitution, recurrence may be had to the
principles of the common law." United States v. Brody, 3 Cr. Law Mag, 69,

"The Lerms of a constitutional amendment are not controlling in giving constructionte the
provisions of the Constitution as they ariginally stood.” Norton v. Bradham [ 15584, 215 C.0
375. g
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“We are baund to interpret the Constitution in the light af the law as il existed at the time it
was adopted.” Mattox v. United States, 156 0. 5 237, 243,

"In this, as in other respects, it (a constitutional provision) must be interpreted in
the: light of the common law, the principles of history of which were familiarly
known to the framers of the Constitution. Minor v. Happersett, 12 Wall. 162.. . .The
language of the Constitution, as had been well said, could not be understoad
without reference to the common law. 1 Kent Comm. 336. ... " Kepner v, United
States, 195 11, 5. 1400, 126.

"It is elementary whean the constitutionality of a statute is assailed, if the statute be
reasonably susceptible of two interpretations, by one of which it wauld he
uneconstitutional and by the ather valid, it is our plain duty to adont that
construction which will save the statule from constitutional infirmity. [Cite
omitted.] And unless this rule is conzidered as meaning that our duty is to first
decide that a statute is unconstitutional, and then proceed to hold that such ruling
was unnecessary because the statute is susceptible of a meaning which canses it nat
Lo be repugnant to the Constitution, the rule plainly must mean that where a statute
is susceptible of twa constructions, by one of which grave and douhtful
constitutional gquestions arise and by the other of which such questions are avoided,
pur duty is to adopt the latter.” [United States v, Delaware & Hudson Co., 213 U5,
366; 29 S.0L 527 [1904)]

In the case of People v, Boxer (December 19492, docket number #5-03001¢, U.5 Senator
Barbara Roxer fell tatally silent in the face of an Application 1o the California Supreme
Court by the People of California, for an ORDER compelling Senator Boxer to witness the
material evidence against the so called 16 amend menl.

That sn-called "amendment” allegedly authorized federal income taxation, even though it
contains no provision expressly repealing two Constitutional Clauses mandating that direct
taxes musl be apportioned. The Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals and the 115, Supreme Court
have both ruled that repeals by implication are not favored. Crawfod Fitting Co. et al. v,

[ T.Gibkons, Inc, 482 U8 437 442(1987)

The material evilence in question was summarized in AFFIDAVIT's that were properly
executed and Mled in that case, Boxer fell totally silent, thus rendering those affidavits
"truth of the case.” The so-called 16% amendment has now been correctly identified as a
major fraud upen the American people and the United States [ lef me remingd youo that the
documents with 137 chollenging questions that I sent you were also seat in AFFIDAVIT form
and so far you have also remained silent and silence always equate with Frawd)]. Major fraud
against the United States is a serious offence. See 18 U.5.C. 1031,

similarly, the se-called 14™ amendment was never properly ratified either. In the casc of
Divett v, Turner, 439 P2d 2466, 270 (1968), the Utah Supreme Court recited numeraus
historical facts proving, heyond any shadow of a doubt, that the so-called 14 amendiment
wis likewise a major fraud upon the American People.
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Those facts, in many cases, were Acts of the several State Legislatures voting for or against
that propasal to amend the LS. Constitution. The Supreme Law Library has a Collection of
references detailing this major fraud.

The 11.5. Constitution requires that constitutional amendments be ratified by three-fauths
of the several States. As such, their Acts are governed by the Full Faith and Credit Clause in
the U.5. Constitution, See Article IV, Section 1.

Judging by the sheer amount of litigation its various sections have generated, particularly
Sectionl, the so-called 14™ amendment is one of the worst pieces of legislation ever written
in American history. The phrase * subject to the jurisdiction of the United Siates” is
properly understood to mean * subject to the municipal jurisdiction of congress.”

For this reason alone, the Congressional Resolution praposing the so-called 14t
amendment is provably vague and therefore unconstitutional. See 14 Stat. 3548-359, Joint
Resolution No. 48, jJune 16, 1856

Other Supporting cases:

Simpson v, U.S.|D.C. lowa 1976] 423 F.Supp. 720, reversed on other grounds, Prescott v.
Commissioner o f the Internal Revenue,[(C.A] 561 F2d 1287) Further, the labels used do
nol determine the extent of the taxing power

(Simmons v. U.5.[C.A Md. 1962]308 F2d 160; Richardson v. U.5.,|C.A Mich.1961] 294
F2d 593, cert. denied 82 5. Ct 640,360 1.5, 802, 7 L.Ed.2d 549).

" Statutes levying taxes should be construed in case of doubt, against the government and
in favor of the citizen.” Miller v. Gearing, 258 F 225.

Revenue officers or employees who commit specific acts or omissions constitute criminal
offenses.(see 478 )5 1271).

The Caurts have also stated that:

" Broad discretions given to tax officers with regard to investizations, is for legitimate Lax
investigations and is nut license for official harassment of the citizenry” ULS. v. Cutter,
374 FRupp. 1065

"An exaction by the [1.5. Government, which is not hased upon law, statutory or otherwise,
is a taking of property without due process, in violation of the Fifth Amendment of the U.S.
Constitution.

Dear Taxpayer, Did you know, that one of the Bank’s owners Known as the Rothschild
Brothers of London allegedly said once in the year 1863: “The few who understand the

system, will either he so interested from it's profits or so dependent on it's faver, that
there will be no apposition from that class.”
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Now, regardless of whether or not that was truth, which of the two classes are you taking
sides with? And this question arises from the fact that you do not seem to be educated
enough as to been able to redact a letter in the same fashion that [ am now doing, but
instead you have to malke use of only, and are limited w pre-typed forms and letters that
only show ane of the two classes mentioned above, 11! And why is it that you don't appose
a system of tyranny? Is it the "Favors,? or are the profits?” that keep vou going?

Another question to you, Dear Taxpayer, in the cases decided by the Courts, including The
supreme Court in regard to the Frivolous positions that vou mentioned on your pre-Lypead
letter, did you included only the ones decided thanks to the hrolen system of Laws in the
115, ar the ones decided thanks to the Kickback (Bribes)Racket Programs.? [ know what

Judge who successtully prosecute innocent victims for the alleged violation of any of the
non-existing Tax laws, receives cash bribes for several thousands of dollars, but of course
even the 1.5 president gets his cut of up to $35,000 this also includes the agent who started
the alleged prosecution, every hody in the chain of command gets paid, No wonder there
are go many criminals in our jail system.

This, concludes my response to your FRIVOLOTIS pre-typed letter sbout my Statement of
income been Frivolous, and to your proposal Lo assess a $5,000 penalty against Me, if [
don't make the alleged corrections which I will not, since you obviously lack the lawful
and Constitutional authoricy to make any demands from Me.

Do vou, Layne Carver, have in your power any valid contract with wet ink signature thal
binds Me to your demands? Because the only thing standing hetween yon and Me, is aur
Creator, and unless you can demonstrate that you have the delegated authority from The
Creator over me, you are notin the position to demand anything from Me.

Now let me introduce you to my counter proposal to you.

Counter-proposal

Me, Elias Agredo-Narvaez, hereinafter Proponent, hereby propose to assess 2 $ 250,000 fee
againstyou, Layne Carver, hereinafter Respondent, for the violation of my rights and
Liberties under color of Law but without any Lawful, at least demonstrated Authority, as
per "Public Communication ta All, Public notice of reservation of Rights under UCC 1-
308, published on the Monmouth /Ocean Counties by the Ashury Park Press, National
republic Registry, [copies attached for yvour convenience] and mailed on the Private site of
the public to: United States District [udges for the District of Now Jersey

“Honorable Jerome B. Simandle, Chief Judge

" Honorable Jose L. Linares, and

“Monorable Joel A. Pisano,

WHAT YOI NEED TQ DO
T'o avoid the fee, vou need to do all of the following:
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*Make, or cause 1o be made, the following corrections on the 1MF MO Transeript-Specific,
under the name of ELIAS AGREDO-NARVAEZ, and inform Me of such corrections within 10
business days, | assume, since you claim to have the authority to do what you say, then
making or causing such changes to take place should nat he any inconvenience for vou,
however ag a courtesy, more time will be granted if needed and requested in writing.

a) The VAL-1 field, means that you have my information for the alleged 55# as
INVALID. Using an invalid S5# i< a felony is it not? Then why haven't vou
prosecuted Me, if you believe that 'am the one exercising fraud? Before vou can
make any further entries on this IMF vou should have investigsted this invalidated
aa#. This must be corrected immediately.

h) The FYM-12 field, means Fiscal year, and fiscal years are anly for business and
corporations, and Me as a human Being or individual have no such thing as fiscal
wear, This field must also be corrected immediately.

c] The BOD-WI field, means Business operation division, and it is an invalid entry far
an IMF. Again, I'am not, nor do [ own any business, much less business that pay Me
with WAGE INVESTMENTS. One can pay wages and investments but how can | get
paid with wage investments? Stop looking at and treating Me like a business, This
tield must alse be corrected immediately,

d) The MFR-02Field, means to identily the types of forms the IRS MUST mail to the
alleged Taxpayer, Required by Law? [ Document 6209 at 8-61 and LEM
[3(27){68)0). Even today when you claim that I'am reguired to file your forms but
vet, you have not sent one to Me, ever, this Field must also be corrected
immediately.

2] Form W-2 is for Business file source and it is a class § Tax, Gift Tax. Where is the
law that requires Me to Gift my hard earned equity to your Collection agency? Be
reminded that the W-2 forms included with my Statement of income was never
authorized by Me, and that they were included in Without Prejudice.

Those are just 5 of perbaps endless error[Fraudulent?] entries [By tesign?] found
nn the mentioned IMF, but, while | keep an doing the research for more mistalkes,
this are the first cnes to be corrected. And | believe that those “mistakes, or errors
by design” are your only jurisdiction over the American people, thanks to the lazy
mentality of them as to make this huge discoveries.

f) Stop referring to Me as TAX PAYER, ELIAS AGREDD-NARVAEZ, 1.S. cI'TIZEN.

g) Stop or cause to stop the Extortion currently underway throughout my private
employer.

h} Stop or cause to stop your letters of frivolous positions at least until you really
understand the meaning of that phrase.

1] Intorm your chain of command, higher or lnwer to stop the harassment on my
persan or the Person of my Collateral, and infurm them that for every letter thar T
receive fram your business in relation to frivelous positions, they will be 2esessad a
fee of $250,000 to vour name, and to their Christians names and to their personal
liability until | perfect my claim by way of 1ICE,
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I) Accept my Formal Statement of return, HEREBY REAFIRMED, and refund all [he
equity that has been stolen from my paychecks without delay (You have 14 business
tlays from the day you receive thiz letter) to make that refund effective before the
first bill herein included for $250,000 becomes effectively triggered and due.

Asserting a frivolous position about my documents which are based only on demonstrated
and written Law, and with the scle intent of coerce Me for the purpose of extorting
exorbtant amounts of money, will assess the $250,000 fee far cach intent of violating My
Creator's given and Constitutionally protected Rights, Liberties, and Freedoms and send
you a separate bill.

I'will only respond to vou, or to your co-workers with a $250,000 bill, for any separate
letter of frivolous positions about my pesition been frivolous.

In addition, if I do not hear from you within 14 days timeframe, the first bill for $250,000
included herein will become effective and due immediately. 1f you do not pay the first hill
during the first 14 days, a second bill will be send to vou and interests will start accruing, if
during the next 60 days you still haven't paid the bill, L, may then validate my claim against
you[oy serving you with an administrative non-Judicial process) by recording an affidavit
of True facts in regards the bill, with the Secretary of State and under the Real State
property, and your name will be added to a 1ICC addendum as a Debtor, as per the self
executing agreement recorded therein. For your own protection 1 recommend you to visit
the following wehsites for mare pertinent information.

http:/ fappextd0.dos. ny gov /ASPIMGYiew/ imgview.asp? pdocid=2 487821 3&pidmname=T)
EFAULT&pApp=UCC

hlip:/ fappextli.dosnygov/ASPIMGView fimgview aspe? pdocid=2477 65998 pidmname=T
EFAULT&pApp=UICE

http:/ /eliasagredonarvaez.com fuploads /Letter_to Federal Jud ges.pdf

http:f Mwvew nationalrepublicregistry.com/pablic /2013 SN0 30000002, pdf

http:/ fwww.nationalrepublicregistry.com/public/ 201 3/N] /092000000 1. pd

[ have enclosed (returned) your publication 2105, Because it containg misleading or not
relevant information. Additionally, IRS publication 4.10.7.2.8(01-01-2 006) it selfl states
in part: while a good source of general information, publications should not be cited to
sustain a position. | also encourdage you to seel Wisdom and adviss from edurated and
competent People, not necessary Frofessionals. Seel and You will find, Wisdom and
Freedom are for Free.

Hespecthally,
Withrar prejudics and without Becourse :
= o
Eliaz Ap-eclu-Mar caeza :

NoLa TAK-FAYER a5 por [RZ, Mol an UE erbzar, Mot a 140 a0 e admmenl sbizen
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Invoice
Bill tu:  Invoice#02140515 Pay to:
Respondent: Proponent:
Layne Carver | Elias Agredo-Narvaezis
tfo Alleged Department of the Treasury ¢/o 1080-b
INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE 1080 Fast veterans highway
1973 N Rulon Whit Blvd M/S 4210 Jackson, New [ersey
Ogden UT 84404-0040 [0B527-09C4]
Payment Terms: 14 business days Invoice date: 14 business days from the cay recsived
Payment amounl: $250,000 ; Payment method: Bl
Two hundred fifty thousand LS. dollarsand | Certified funds Certificd check anly.
no cents

Whereas Layne Carver, an alleged emplovee of the alleged 1RS (115 v. Constanthie, 296 (1.5 287
(1825} ; Chrysier Corp, v. Browen, 441 115, 287(1979)] a purported U5 government official acting in
mala fide 726 USL §72T4)Title 15, Part 1, Chuprer 153) without first rebulting an Aflidavit of true
and a subpoena to answer lawful questions of Authoricy [now for more than 180 davs], (FRCF Rule
S{bI(&L, (UL v. Prudden, 424 F2d, 1021; U5, v. Tweel, 551 F.24, 29930001997}, and Lrving to coerce
Me into surrender my Constitutinnally Protected Rights, Libertizs, and Freedoms by intent of
forcing me to file an alleged 125 form 1040 which has ne applicability to Me under the Law [26
AL GTIONa)[26); 26 US.L Sec F701{a){26); IRS Publication 519 year 2000 page 15); Econemy
Mlumbing &Heating. V. U5 470 F. 2d. 585] 1972 )

Please pay the amount of $250,000 by Certified funds check only and make check payahle to
Elias Agredo-Narvaez, and send it to the address on the top of this invoice.

Hespondent is assessed the fee for her actions, should she fail to act as demanded on the porlion of
thiz document entitle Counter-proposal.

Waver & grace;
Provide irrevocable written withdrawal of action proposed by respondent and causing this invnice
te be issued in order for this inveice to be waved,

iespornse o [RS LTRAT76C 0 Mermir1 224197 2-EAN-IRSLTRI FAC 1
Eilis Agredoomarvaer, All Rights Brrerved 107021004
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af gxating laws on & subljecs matier and aims for 1o Mpravement of those laws wilhaut Changing
ther meaning o effect. To achiave his resut, (ha O aclively soks inpul from Facera agencies,
worgressinal committess, axpans in 1he area of law Being codiied, and ather imlanse ed parsans
That mpis (9 essertial in Erturing that the lows ars madated comeslly srd in KIEr g oosaie
aMBQUCLE, O INCONSIBLENT DITWSIING Brd Feaching 1 CONSARRLE an Aow Bosa proviesons shaukd ba
hansied. Becawsa misch sesaarch conaifeations. and carsans souikling ame essential in comactty
reslaling the laws, the process of podilive law eodficssion s irtherantly b consuming

An explanalion of the Hill I8 cregared along weh e cadifeation Bl The axplanatian 2orcgirs 1he
[afoairyg

1. Dspesiien lale—Tha dispes lion lable bts aach Cods gestion aftaclad Gy the bl Jrefemed Lo as
*famer actions”). For each forner section. & fIspositan s prowced. |1 the foemear sesiion s
restaied & & sechion of the new postive low tie. the e section number g given, If the oo
seation is fasesled, or nof mpealed Lu: omitted, an axplanaton is puen, Fangls

. Sechondy-gaction analysis—T% sectionby section anaktsis cormsire saures cnadil labkes and
Eeision notes far each sectan of (e e fille

A Source credit fables—Sowse credil fabkes provide scrce credit Inf o adicn Tor meiobed
prosedang in @ cadification bl
B Inasoure crealt tagle Tor eack section of & new Gille. the first celumn provides the
naw gedlen rumber (which & Soretimes orken down Al smalisr unisl, The saccred
calumn provides e former section numbsr (broken down inge smalker units, §
gpplicabila)l snd the ifid coivmn provicas the Public Law sounce coedi. IF the Srffos
of the Lawe Rlevision Counsed belisves that it woult Se heipful, 198 hird ealumn My

M’Fﬁ&ﬁ'ﬂ!‘-ﬂlﬁﬁﬂ#'ﬁx HElERepalan ﬁmﬂ timl L



Interns]l Revenue Sarvios Jeparlmesnt of the Tressury

Intarnal Pavanana Pid=ht_ornbis Ragion F. C. BIX 240, EBendalen, 2 L3020
SRIVICE CenTen Fntlada“phnia, FPa

Hereon ko Tontock
Te_cphonc Wuinkar
Fefexr Japly bu:

Dates

Dear Mro,

This iz in response to your Frivacy Act regquest dated December
12, 1945,

The Internal Reverue Code i3 not positive law, it is special
law. It appllies to specific persons in Ltlre United States aiee
choose to wake themselvas buLtht oo The regairements of-the
specdslviESvessnehhesinveEfiglslerafivemoge by entering nte an
amployment agresment withia the 7.8. Gowvernment,

The lsw is thaz income [ruin souzces not effectively connected

ﬁ‘"it"‘ the conduct of & trade or business within the 0.5,
Gowernment is not subjest to sny tax under subtitle ™ A " &f
the Irnternal Revenue Code,

Thia caoncludes our responsge to your request

Sincerely yours,

frzf«w

— sathia J. Milla
acloaurse Officer

Erclosvure
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legal information mnstitute  y§ CODE COLLECTION Sl

TITLE 26 > Subtitle F > CHAPTER 80 > Subchapter B > Sec,

MNext
7851. T
Sec. ?BEI.‘-ﬁcahiliw of revenue laws

{a) General rules \

Except as otherwise provided in any section of this title -

(1) Subtitle A
(A)

Chapters 1, 2, 4, [11 and 6 of this title shall apply only 50 Th '*_f-‘mx '
with respect to taxable years beginning after December Gnaihey Ll ik

P31, 1953, a# ending after the date of enactment of fev Wi
this title, an® with respect to such taxable years,
chapters 1 (except sections 143 and 144) and 2, and

section 3801, of the Internal Revenue Code of 1930 are
hereby repealed.

(B)

Chapters 3 and 5 1] of this title shall apply with respect
to payments and transfers occurring after December 31,
1954, and as to such payments and transfers sections
143 and 144 and chapter 7 of the Internal Revenue
Code of 1939 are hereby repealed.

(C)

Any provision of subtitle A of this title the applicability
of which is stated in terms of a specific date {occurring
after December 31, 1953}, or in terms of taxable years
ending after a specific date (occurring after December
31, 1953), shall apply to taxable years ending after
such specific date, Each such provision shall, in the case
of a taxable year subject to the Internal Revenue Code
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Joint Resolution of the Georgla General Assembly

Mar. &, 1057 < —

MEMORIAL TO COMGRESSE - FOURTEENTH AND FIFTEENTH
MEHDMEMNTS TO U.B. CONSTITUTION BE DECLARED VOID.

Ho. 4% (Senate Resalution Mo, 39),
Gureral irn,

A A T A Resolution.
eonga Goverdmerd

Toue s

Sk . |
Supi Purmasn Seeenmens & memaonal to the Congress of the Unitad States of &imerica urging tiem o snact such /
U5 Gavemenent : leqislation -as they may deern fit fo-detians that the 1ath &nd 1561 amendments ta tha
AT Congtitution of the Uniled States were rever validly adoptad a0 thal ey are null and void and
af e oMol

Whareas, the Slaks of Georgia 1ogethse: with the ten cdher Soulhem States declared Lo have
been lately M mbelicn agains the Unites Stales lodsaing Ihe terminstion of hostilties i 1865
met all the conddions B down by the Fresident of B Uniled States. in the exercize of his
Constiutcnal powers 1 recogrize the governments of slales, domestic ss well as foreky, for
the rasumpticn of practical «witicns with tha Gaovernment af the Uniled Staios, and at the

carechion of e Prasicent did elecl Senalors and Reprassntatves to the 131k Congress of the
\-—'"ilﬁi Slwles, as a Siats and 3ates in propsn Sonstibdional retstion to the United States: and
whereas, when ho duly alactas Senetors and Rapeesentalives appeared in the Casial of thg
Unitad States in Lako their seate at the fime for the opesing of the 18th Congrase, ana aaain al
the tmes I he opening of the 18th and the 31sl Congreseas, hostila majerales in bal Houses

fuger 1 scdmif thern bo their seats in manitest violabion of grides | and V oof the United States
II cxs i II|I-"|'. AN

Whereas, the said Congreases, not being constiluled of Sanators and Hepresandalives Fom
gach Zlale as roguiod by the Suprame Law of Ihe land, were not, in Consliolicna

conternplation, anyling more than privete azsemtiages uvasefuly attempting 1o exercise e
Legislative Power of the United Sales: and

Whereas, he sc-callad 180 Congress. which pooosed to the Legislalines of tha gevaral States
an armendment 1o the Conathution of e Liviled Slates. knows ag e 140 Amendmesd, aro the

_> so-called 13th Congrass, which propogsd an amendimen| known 85 the 1ath Amendrmsnl worg
witnout lawlul o 1o proposa any smandment wrstssseer B (he Sonstitelan; and

W

Yhereas, two-thrds of the Mambars of the Houss of Repressntatives and of the Senats, =3
thizy should have been constilufed, Feikd o wote for the submission of thees amandmantz; and

Wherens &l proceedings subsegeerdly Bowing from these invali prososals, purpartng 1o
establish the ao-celled 141h and 158 Amendmenis az valid parts of the Consililution, wara null

and woid and of ne affect from Lhe beginning: anc ‘\

Whareas furthermore, when thees invalic propozals wara rejectad by te General Assembly of
U2 State of Georgle, and bwalve alfer Soutlsern Jiaios, as wal as of aundry Northenn Stakes,

Uhez so-callad 349th and 400 Congrasses, in Nagraed disrogsnd of the United States Constitutinn
Ly U= wse: cf miditary forea, diss l:l <ed the duly racognized Sltos Governments 0 Georgls and
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Mote 1: There is @ large group thar is claiming thar the 16" Amendmeni was never properly ratified
and that argument is frarvd to dispute, but oo meoet poine fe Hghe of the Suprewse Conrr™s rulings. A
aran named Bilf Benson from Sopth Helland, T, weni o every stale in the anion and god sworn
affidavits on those who voled to raolify and those who didn 't Remember, in those dayps communications
were slow amd poor, so it was easy in 1913 1w make honest mistakes and just ax easy to deceive ihe
public. Kentucky was livied as ratifying and according to the state records there was a switch in the
numhers, something ke ¥ fo 16 and these numbers weve switched and Kemtucky becante fisted ax
ratifring. You can pet Beason’s book — "The Law Thar Never Was™,

Thare were many irregulorities such as the change of puncinerion or slight changes in wording in
some states in onder o get their lesislators to rarify. Any change in wording or pencteation would have
nullified raiification. In any case, there is a large group of people who are challenging the ratification
Process.

We can uxe this in opr arpaments but in conrt it would reguire that you prodice alf the necessary
documents to prove your case. That s why we don’t rely on it (Yofe: The federal govermment carmo
admit to their “mistake” becawse they have been fraudulently collecting the tax and frouduleniy
putting people in prison for wmany pears. Fraud has no staiute of limitations, and therefore people
could demand their morey back, going all the way back to the 2" World War.)

Note 2: GOULD v. GOULD , 245 LN, 151 (1917); “In the interprefotion of siatutes levying woces i is
the established rule not to extond their provisions, by implication, beyond the clear import of the
laniguage uved, or o enlarge their operations so a5 to smbrace matiers not specifically puoinied out. In
case of dombt they are construed most strongly against the government, and in favor of the ciiizen.
United States v. Wigglesworth, 2 Story, 369, Fed. Cus. No. I6,690; American Net & Twine Co. v,
Waorthingion, 141 U5, 468, 474, 12 8. Sup. €t 35; Bengiger v. United States, 192 [L5 3§ 35 24 8
Sup. Cr. 189.7

J
-1

REPORT CONCERMING LIABILITY OF U5, CITIZENS INHEGARD TS FEDERAL INCOME TARE:
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o =T The other soulhemn Stales and set up miliary secupstion o auppel Slate govermments,
shich complianty ratdiad e inezlid propsala, therzby mzking {ad thz poind af thin bxaiyonet) 8
mockary of Sectlon 4. Aclicis W of the Conatilusion, gquarantssms "o ewsry Stadr in this Union 2
Resuolican Form of Government,” and guarantaens peetection 1o "each of thir adainst
Invaeon’™; and

wWhargas, Fusiher, the prefended ratification of the so-caled 14sh ared 15th Ameenaemante oy
Georgia a8 ather Skees whoss soveralgn powsts Nsd Dean pnlawfully soized by force of ans
agairst tha paacs and dignity of e peopla of hose States, wete necassay 1o gva color 1o the
claim of the so-ralied ddth and 413t Congrosses thal these so-callad amendments had heen
tatifled by thnes-founhs of the Statea: and

whereas, 1l is a well-eatspishod principle of lw that the mee lapss af firne doas not condinn by
cofnon aocucseerca an inalidly-enacted provigion of law just as it oz ol repaa By
general desustudes a provison validly enacled; anrl

wheregs. the continsed sscogrition of the T4th and 15th Armendmanis as wale parts of e

_> CnnEsitution af tha Unitad Slates is incompetible with the present csy possiion of thia Unile
Sigtes as e World's champéon of Constilutional governments regting upan the consan i the
people given hrougs their lawlul representalives

_> My tharefors, be f resolied by the General Assembly of the Slate of Gieargia: A//

The Congrass of the United Statos ks herely menwezized and mnectiully urged In deciars
hl the sxclusions of the Southern Senatore ard Repreeanitalives from he ash, 40tmand 4151
Coxnpeasss wars malignant sots of aioitrary power and rendarad Iheee Longrasses irvalidly
camslilubes: that the forme of law with which thosa invale Congresses atemptad to dothe the
submisgion o the 146 and 15th amendments and b3 doth ihe subseguent acts 1o camds
yrewilling Statas io rmlbily thess invalidly propassa amendrrents, impartas no vaboily [ hase
sota and amendmenis: and thet the so-calied 14ih and 19 Amerdments 1o the Canattutian of
the Linised States are rull and wold snd of no effect

Fe I lurther reschved that cogias of tis memeoria he laramdted forthwith by the Glerk of Tha
Haues and the Seceetlary of the Senate of the Stale of Geongia bo the i#raaidant of 1he Unitad
_>31ah=.-3 the Chiel Justios of the United Steles, the Prasident of the Senate and the: Speaker af
ihe House of Representatives of Congrass of the United Statss, and the Senatars and
Rapresentatives i the Congress from the State of Secnms

Approved March 3, 1967
Source: Ga. Laws 1987, pp, 348-351,

ich Carl Winson ineshuse of Govennresy, The Uniersily of Goorgin
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LN —DRGANLEATION AND
SETANPEN
11 —0acikraatTal AR FPURCTIOHE OF
e TerEaxan He¥EHTE BEnvics

EaTapcisgsps® nF THE TNTERNAL
REvESUE FFREVITE

LE31.L TAassTOH

The pusdon of th= Serden 18 o el-
contrigze andl achiove W highess possiila
degree of walunimry camplianos with e
tox laws and mEuladons and 0 main-
tRin the hegheet degrse of public can-
fidenen tr te inlerTity and efeleney of
the Sorvicn, Thiz inchides commlinkent-
ing the roquirements of fhe law ko Hid
pithlic, drtermining (ke extent of coa-
plistee Al ceoses of - oorm L e,
and deing oll thiops seodlil @0 a proper
e foresmeank of tnelaw,

11112 OKOAREC ACT

{11 The ofes af (he Commbssioser ¢f
Interminl Resenus was emablished by an
act of Congress (12 Stat, £3%2 on July 1,
1062, pnd the frst Compeisboner of 1o-
Lermn] Fevenue taok offer on July LY,

111l

e E af Y

MNOTICES

gocuments peclalnmg to b o
'!ntm'n.u.'l TETELLILE." abdur wiokds

ol TEFETLLE" Wik “the bu-
tenn of intecied pevenoe,” aid the act ol
Julr 1, 1862 is the ovgnnie act of Todoy's

T11L.F  HIEPORT

LU11 31 Imderaal feradon. pladzoni
Warge an the Copstitutiooal Convembis
veveel elemely thal the framers of the
Comstiiution balicyend for sume Hme that
the prooegpel, T mot sole, Uppavt ol wdes
e Feders] Geveramenl woenki be de-
et fromm ol oo duties pawl faons oan-
nocted with shippme and iogoreation.
Trierma taxobion wonbd nol be resorted
L cxerpt imf-equently, nnd Dor sprelal
Foasnas, e OrsT peenTs b lelegnpd taxe-
winc, the enastmient of ilermal Teveoue
nws o 1781 and n she Tollowing 10
wpaTs, wis cosaslones by Lhe exigencies
of the puhlic orsdit. These OUE0 RS wens
reqpenled in 1302 Imberonl resenun laws
wore Teenasied Do the pericd 18131817
whnen the efestas of :le war ot 1812
caused Mongress to resort ta internal tu-
ation. Froa: L&LE wo 1341, jewever, Lhe
Irrited ﬁa.i?]a R fio Jrvernal Teveini:

lows pog bhe Pederw] Covrmmment 'ﬁ'ﬁ_

rbiad UF the pevenac trom i

2l the o Emﬂ_ﬁf@:‘“@_ ......
pablic iands. 3 (omgress DLOE [LO0E
feyeedl inbornol reveoas tases, Thls e

sthe espabERmenL of 30 mteroal revenae
BYE ExeluETEl Y ARpendeltl upnn

; gapplcs of forelRn comunéccs wos
_DeCpanemt, :

111138  Backproutd gud erolubioi of
presaat orgarizatitnt, (14 Before L 43-
pahllshment of {the cffioe of Gorbriastnues
of Internnl Ravenor, taxes worn collecked
by “Hupervisers” af ocolleetion Bislrists
whn webs anpoioled by e Fresident,
subject Lo Bennte eonfimntion. Thes:
Aupervisors worked under the direct &nm-
trl wl Lhe Trepsury Deperzment, The
Bevenue Act nf 13 prosided, for the
first sime, T4 p “Colleobor™ and o "PYin-
zipnl Assessopt Ty emch collectlon die-
teles, and for depusy eollectors nnd as-
sutant assseoms. Oolloztors 60 ARsesors
anpeaT o be ihe originod fopgemnrers of
the t=entietlh century Colleetars af In-
ternel FHevenus and Indarnial Revenis
Agrnls L Charge.

(2 Simee 1302, Khe Imternal Hevepla
Beryioe bag nndergone & porind of steady
prowti me the means for fingneing Gov-
croment operakipns shifted trom the

leTring of Jmport dulbess to internal ki
i P

mth Amendnent o (he Con

plErd=sa TOCSIV e

o of an
B es the enwetment of Inoomna tax
aws the work of ihe Hewanus Service
hegan to tREe oo & highly bechusical
echoracler.

12y Frodn the World War 1 = goil
through 1851, the boeic orepnizotiomal
sbracture of the Interonl Revenw: Berv
jpp rpmeined casentinlly wnehnnged even

FEOERAL EEQISTER,

the pimbaey of toxpavers serviessd, roee-
nue Teeeipld. emTicyees and she uverall

Prigl)
2 5 kel
£ o £ 121 Theactof iy §provided:
“'_i: = "'E_ + & = Thgh for the purpees of Soperin-
i teodllnp the collecidon of Imbernal ditles,
i 4 . otemp chriies, lcaldon, of sasm bmp=esd by
c % @ uils Ast, or whigh may be Eereafter imiHsatl,
8 = mid of faseaEing vhe aning, A0 JE0E 5 hemby
y meibsd in the Trewsury Dopartmont to he
g A T
i o iled che office of she Comensslooc of the
o @, 7 Ioternsl Rewemss; * f 0 Commbsner of
L=t i Internel Eewenuc, * ¥ % aball ha chlidrgsd,
el Ji"'-'_nnﬂ Ferahy kb chotgeil, cnifer the direcilen
< [ ool the Secrelacy gl bise Trewoery, wille pre-
¢ Tqmrzg all oo lnetTuetons, regalstiony, ol
. 5\; =l
- i reach ik, PovEns, klarke, stammpn, wod oo,
i gmauuﬂ;mm:«mnﬂn‘rwﬂmrﬂm
b T Wiuf Al DENET Mathers perialuiug Lo koo
= T mespmmainl ol scilection of W Culies,
E;- v == '-':'ﬂ;.umpdul'l.ll, Ihéw:Baafs, Gl brxma, whin =LY
o 5 "|".e e MeCeseary b carcy Lhis Act into eifeci wltdl
T = o ‘wlii the gemersl superinizndenos of e
i f"—_lu 7.y SHECE, R AToreanld, and sl luee salbarlty
e v tnd beceby 5 sutborlzed pod lalred, o
s by peovlde proper and sudlelmi etames oo EEY
= 4 o lar u,sﬂnlﬂ:’ prd  deneling  the several
o ) o skamap dutles, of the ameunt Chestol io the
S F U % reae oI porcaniige datles, bupuscd by this
o) A £ 3 Act, and Lo olber nod rensiy ur Fgilace §ath
- -JI:"- ;mmtmuummm.umdnmnlﬂ
] T 2L meawew v o
i:ll S 'l-_";' (31 Hy gammael parlanen and aodes-
£ -1 stonding of Lhe Ume o offiee of the
;%%mm msinbvar
1 ol InLerh TETILR WS Thus
& _Beorelary of s JIﬂ!lﬂl':d;?_ TELHAL
g tﬂuﬂnﬂ_%
4 '-:.""_',g i stated that "The Hureaw af Int.t =
=R g T nrganimed under the Ack Gl
Sy R e e P
2w men brusl.  Clupsrees  Taad  insended
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work Jopd, The Service ws urgauizod, in
Washingtnn and ¢ feld, ab & DICEram
o1 “trpo-of-tas™ hasls, with forisdiebion-
ally separute sreandzatlons, oo "Tnaks”
cinarged wish 1he administeation of difs
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FEORGANITATION FTAY H.
1352 AMD OTHER CIAKGER

1° Om January 4, 1832 lLe Presl-
et of bhe Uooled Stabtes submibc? o
Congress HeorgaaiEnsion Plan Koo 1 oof
186, ealling (o7 o cooopredenstve Te-
DrEmizasbicn of the Dilernsl Revenue
Herviee. 5 Biareh 13, 19532, the Inzst ou-
pna ko deleal the Plan was voted down
in pne Sepste, @00 the Dlan Geepmos
effentave an Mach 15, 16GE,

17 Reorganization Plon Mo, 1 of 1963
broupril sboul Toar bame changs o she
Internol FEevennue Servioe!

(nl The seganimetion of the SsT9ine
alrmg funclional lines--is. operations,
afminisleation, terhmcal, planning. nad
inepestion

by The abandonment of the syntem
nf Tolitioal apnombmentd T posloioos
bszzlom: thie Cooialzatanes

led The indesration of mosl fiald rev-
fhve propramd undeT Distcich Tirentors
of Tnternol Revenya: aod

1 Thoe estoblistunent of o system of
rerional adminislcation ymider Heglonal
Commmisaionicrs of Toteih] Feveoiss.

1% e Reorganization Plan provided
authorlty for the ostablishent of 25
ofecs of jomsad Coouanissiohiors (TE-
Tarred to og “Distries Somouasloners™ in
{1y Blont, By Desseber 1, 1057, the af-
fiees ol 47 Reglonel Commbsiones bod
heert eslanllshed. The mAlar -
prwikie, lnoluding aleohol nnl tubaceo LAy
enfapcsmen, were intagrated under Tha-
et Dilrectars; Lhe pppellote PooEram
anidl thie permissive aleobo: and LOBACCD

Hlans were placed in the GMees
M_Eﬁh%!@mﬁlﬂﬂﬂ?iinﬂ in Bl
_ Mutivnal Office, wll activities were placed
yocer Asabatang Coounpissioners tor los-
mpentor; Operations; wd Technical; oo
Asgistont Lo ihp  Commisii i
i
ComimisswIoer.
4y ¥ 1063, o oiaswner of orooties-
tdonel pefnements wep etfecved. The
nupber of reslons wae techaced 1a B Lhe
fiold pperations of &lsabed and Tolaccd
Tax wiore ceotralized % the seslonal
level: and the delinguent acecunls aeed
returns program woa ansferred [eom
tne audil Doyvlalons in the Cifiees of Die-

11114 1 0OF

A NRIn: Teoel vinl COmslderakle i - .
- T mith the rAffcallon ot tres IMreciora 0 themr Collocdon Dk

wishoms, In Hhe Matksopl Cffes, che
positton of Ispuiy Commixainiee Wos
rstablishiad o the Bureau of Lolesdal
Rewsqils wang redeslonabsd s the Inlarnal
Bevania Serrice,

(&1 Oither stepificant chhogss Sinea
1859 Inaslnde estabiahment of 1he Ofices
of Asmletent Commlssloner: for Adoio-
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