IN THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUIT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff-Appellee

V.

JOHN B. KOTMAIR, JR.,
dba Save-A-Patriot Fellowship
dba National Workers Rights Committee

No. 07-1156

Defendant-Appellant

SAVE-A-PATRIOT FELLOWSHIP,

an unincorporated association
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Defendant-Appellant
APPELLEE’S OPPOSITION TO MOTION OF
APPELLANT SAVE-A-PATRIOT FELLOWSHIP
TO EXCEED TYPE-VOLUME LIMITATION

Appellant Save-A-Patriot Fellowship (“SAPF”) has filed a motion
to exceed the type-volume limitation for opening briefs provided in Fed.
R. App. P. 32(a)(7)(B). SAPF requests leave to extend the word limit
for its opening brief to 21,000 words. For the reasons discussed below,

the United States, as appellee herein, opposes SAPF’s motion to exceed

the type-volume limitation.
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STATEMENT

1. Background

Appellant John B. Kotmair, Jr. (“Kotmair”), has been a proponent
of an anti-tax argument known as the “Section 861” or “U.S. sources”
argument, arguing that U.S. citizens need not pay any taxes on income
earned within the 50 states. (Doc. 68 at 1.)! In 1984, shortly after

having served a two-year prison term for willful failure to file income

basis of membership fees and donations. (Id. at 1-2.) Through its
website and other publications, SAPF informs its members of various
products and services that it offers for sale and which it represents will
enable members legally to stop paying income tax on their “U.S.-source
income.” (Ibid.)

When the Internal Revenue Service advises SAPF members that
the “U.S.-sources” argument is frivolous and requests that they file

properly completed returns, SAPF (upon payment by its members of

1 “Doc.” references are to documen
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should they sutter a 10ss oI cash or property to LKS collection activities.
(Id. at 4.) To obtain these benefits, members “must prove they used
every Court proceeding and delay tactic possible.” (Ibid. (citation
omitted).)

2. Proceedings in the District Court

The United States brought suit in the District Court for the
District of Maryland, alleging that Kotmair’s and SAPF’s activities
violated Sections 6700 and 6701 of the Internal Revenue Code (“I.R.C.”

or “Code”) (26 U.S.C.) and seeking an order pursuant to I.R.C. § 7408
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