IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
DISTRICT OF MARYLAND

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

V. Civil No. WMN 05 CV 1297

JOHN BAPTIST KOTMAIR, JR., et al.,

Defendants.

S’ t” v gt gt “mprt “mnt” i’ Nopper”

UNITED STATES® REPLY TO DEFENDANT SAPF’S RESPONSE TO UNITED
STATES’” MOTION TO COMPEL DEFENDANTS’ DISCOVERY RESPONSES

I. BACKGROUND

On January 10, 2006, the United States moved to compel Defendants John Baptist
Kotmair, Jr. and Save-A-Patriot Fellowship (SAPF) to answer several of the United States’
interrogatories and requests for production of documents.” Defendant Save-A-Patriot (SAPF)
fifed a memorandum in opposition on February 1, 2006. The United States now files this reply.

Defendant SAPF raises several objections to the United States’ discovery requests, some
for the first time. In this reply, the United States addresses: (1) SAPF’s objections based on
relevance; (2} SAPF’s assertion that certain interrogatories and document requests are protected
by the First Amendment; and (3) SAPF’s claim that the production of certain documents is
purportedly in the possession of the IRS is unduly burdensome. SAPF’s objections should be
overruled for two reasons. First, these objections are deemed waived and, second, even if the

Court were to consider these untimely objections, they are meritless.

' The United States’ Motion to Compel, Memorandum in Support of Motion to Compel,
the United States’ L..R. 104.7 Certificate of Conference, and Notice of Service of Motton to
Compel were sent to the Court on December 30, 2003, and filed by the Court on January 10,
2006.



II. SAPE’S OBJECTIONS TO THE UNITED STATES’ DISCOVERY REQUESTS ARE
DEEMED WAIVED

Federal Rule 33(b)(4) explicitly provides that “[a]ll grounds for objections to
interrogatories must be stated with specificity and that any ground not so stated in a timely
objection is waived unless excused by the Court for good cause.” Id.; see also, Richmark Corp.
v. Timber Falling Consultants, 959 F.2d 1468, 1473 (9th Cir. 1992); Dorrough v. Mullikin, 563
F.2d 187, 191 (5th Cir. 1977); Drexel Heritage Furnishings, Inc. v. Furniture USA, Inc., 200
F.R.D. 255, 258-59 (M.D.N.C. 2001); Hall v. Sullivan, 231 F.R.D. 468 (D. Md. 2005). While
there 1s no similar provision in Federal Rule 34(b), the “procedure under Rule 34 [is] intended to
be governed by the same procedures apphied under Rule 33" requiring the raising of objections
within thirty days. /d. The burden of avoiding waiver rests with the party that failed to state its
objections. Id.

SAPI’s objections are deemed waived because they are untimely and no good cause has
been shown. On October 25, 2005, the United States served interrogatories and requests for
production of documents upon SAPF; its responses were mailed on December 1, 2005. SAPF
amended those responses on December 29, 2005, and for the first time raised an “unduly
burdensome and financially prohibitive” objection. United States’ 1.R. 104.7 Certificate of
Conference, Ex. B, D, and H. In its response filed on February 1, 2006, SAPF objected to
request for documents number eight for the first time. As SAPF did not raise these objections
within thirty days of the United States’ discovery requests, it waived them, absent a showing of

good cause.



Factors relevant in assessing whether good cause exists in this case include:? (1) the
reason for the delay or failure to particularize; and (2) whether there was any dilatory or bad faith
action on the part of the party that failed to raise the objection properly. Here, the objections
should be deemed waived as SAPT failed its burden of proving good cause and the relevant
factors indicate an absence thereof. Although the United States addressed SAPF’s delinquent
objections in the Motton to Compel, SAPF provided no explanation for the for the delay in the
opposition filed with the Court. The absence of any explanation suggests that there is no reason
for the delay in raising any objections.

In addition, there is evidence of bad faith on the part of Kotmair and SAPF. As an initial
maiter, it should be noted that Kotmair responded to both the discovery requests served on him
and SAPF. In both responses, Kotmair failed to certify the answers under oath as required, even
after the United States notified the parties of this deficiency by letter dated December 20, 2005.°
In addition, in Kotmair’s opposition to the Motion to Compel he objects to several requests based
on his assertion that he is not authorized to disclose the information, individually, while in
SAPY’s responses Kotmair states that he is the only SAPF employee holding a supervisory

position. United States” L.R. 104.7 Certificate of Conference, Ex. ID. However, neither

? There are a total of six factors courts consider in assessing whether good cause exists:
“(1) the length of the delay or failure to particularize; (2) the reason for the delay or failure to
particularize; (3} whether there was any dilatory or bad faith action on the part of the party that
failed to raise the objection properly; (4) whether the party seeking discovery has been prejudiced
by the failure; (5) whether the document production request was properly framed and not
excessively burdensome; and (6) whether waiver would impose an excessively harsh result on
the defaulting party.” Hall v. Sullivan, 231 FR.D. 468 (D. Md. 2005).

3 See Fed.R.Civ.P. 33(b)(1); United States’ L.R. 104.7 Certificate of Conference, Ex. E.
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Defendant has explained SAPF’s apparent refusal to allow Kotmair to disclose the information.
Because SAPF’s objections were delinquent, and facts exist that demonstrate bad faith, the

objections are waived.

II1. SAPF’S OBJECTIONS TO THE UNITED STATES’ DISCOVERY REQUESTS

1. The information sought by the United States is Relevant to this Case.

Though documents requested to be produced under federal discovery rules must be
relevant to the litigation, the concept of relevancy is to be given a liberal interpretationm. Duplan
Corp. v. Deering Milliken, Inc., 397 F. Supp. 1146 (D.S.C. 1974). SAPF objects to the United
States interrogatories numbers 6, 9(a), 11, 21, 22, and 24 and request for documents numbers 10
and 16 based on relevance. The requested information in dispute includes: (1) amounts of wages
paid to SAPF employees; (2) the names of SAPF members who were represented by SAPYF
before the IRS; (3) the names of SAPF members for whom SAPF assisted in drafting court
filings; and (4) payments to members that benefitted from SAPF’s “insurance-like” programs that

reimburse a participant who violated the federal tax laws.

This information is central to the United States’ suit. The complaint seeks to enjon
Defendants from engaging in activities subject to penalties under LR.C. §§ 6700 and 6701. The
activities subject to Section 6700 penalties inchude the organizing of a group that promotes, inter
alia, “the excludability of any income™ that the person or group knows to be false. /d. Section
6700 imposes a penalty on fifty percent of the gross income derived from the activity or $1,000

on each sale, which cver is less. 7d.



The information sought deals specifically with the amount of income received by
Defendants for conducting this activity and the extent of their activity. Defendants advertise the
sale of services such as sending letter responsive to notices from the IRS, filing of Court
documents, and filing bankruptcy petitions for a fee in an effort to inhibit the collection of tax.
See Declaration of Thomas M. Newman 9 3(a)-(d), Exhibits A, B, C, and D. Since information
requested by the United States may be relevant to identify SAPF customers who may be potential

witnesses or sources of documents.
2. SAPF’s Activities are not Protected by the First Amendment.

Courts have repeatedly held that the freedom of association does not apply to customer lists.
In re Grand Jury Subpoena Served Upon Crown Video Unlimited, Inc., 630 F. Supp. 614, 619
(E.D.N.C. 1986). Despite Defendants’ choice in terminology, the SAPF “members” are in reality
customers—they pay fees in exchange for products and services designed to assist them n
dodging federal taxes. SAPF “members” pay SAPF (or NWRC) for frivolous letters to their
emplovyers demanding that the employers stop withholding federal tax from their wages. They
pay SAPF for audiotapes, videotapes, and books that Defendants advertise will show them how
to avoid the IRS. See Declaration of Thomas M. Newman § 3(a)-(¢), Exhibits A, B, C, D, and E.
SAPF is, in short, a commercial enterprise, not a political advocacy group. Since producing
customer lists does not offend the First Amendment because commercial transactions do not give
rise to associational rights this objection should be overruled. IDK, Inc. v. County of Clark, 836

F.2d 1185, 1193 (9" Cir.1988).



In IDK, the Court noted that an association should be characterized as commercial, and
therefore subject state regulation of its membership and other associational activities, when the
assoclation's activities are not predominantly of the type protected by the First Amendment. Id.
at 1995. Here, Defendants’ relationships with SAPF members are predominantly commercial
because SAPF’s primary activity is providing services for a fee. See Declaration of Thomas M.
Newman q 3(a)-(e}, Exlubits A, B, C, D, and E. SAPF advertises that is will send payments to
members enrolled in the Member Assistance Program whose property is levied by the IRS in
excess of the value of the property, provides casework that involves writing letters to the IRS for
$45 per letter, and court filing for at least $300 to $400 per motion. See Declaration of Thomas
M. Newman ¥ 3(a)-(d), Exhibits A, B, C, and D. Defendants’ materials further state that all
services provided to a member are suspended until payment is received. See Declaration of
Thomas M. Newman 4 3(d), Exhibit D. These facts support a predominant commercial activity

and the disputed discovery requests relate to items arising from those commercial transactions.

In addition, SAPF’s attempt to distinguish itself factually from the defendant in United
States v. Bell, 414 F.3d 474, 475 (3d Cir. 2005), is unavailing. The distinction noted by SAPF is
that the defendant in United States v. Bell charged members for preparing frivolous income tax
returnts, while SAPF advocate that members are not required to file income tax returns, and
charges for letters that explain the filing deficiency to the IRS. See Declaration of Thomas M.
Newman ¥ 3(b}-(c), Exhibits B and C. This distinction is without merit and SAPF’s objection

should be overruled because the customer list 1s not protected by the First Amendment.



3. Providing Letters and Documents Sent to the IRS on Behalf of SAPF Members is not

Unduly Burdensome.

SAPF objects to responding to interrogatory number 9(a), and document request number
7, because the requests are unduly burdensome. Specifically, SAPF asserts that the IRS already
possesses the name, Social Security numbers, and 1dentifying information of taxpayers it
represents in a central location. This assertion is incorrect, and the objection should be

overruled.

To carry its burden, SAPF must show not only that the IRS possesses the information, but
also that the IRS can readily retrieve the information. In the context of summoned information
courts have "declined to apply a literal interpretation to this Powel! criterion in favor of a
practical approach to TRS accessibility." United States v. John G. Mutschler & Assoc., Inc., 734
F.2d 363, 367-368 (8th Cir. 1984). In applying such a "practical approach," the courts have held
that the IRS can summon documents that may be in its possession but which are difficult to

retrieve. United States v. Davey, 543 F.2d 996, 1001 (2d Cir. 1976).

As applied to this case, the United States provided support that the letters sent by Kotmair
and SAPF on behalf of taxpayers are mailed to various IRS service centers and associated with
each taxpayers’ individual file. The information is not centrally located, as it is not associated
with either Kotmair or SAPF. Declaration of Thomas M. Newman in Support of Reply to
Defendant Kotmair’s Response to the United States” Motion to Compel Discovery Responses

191-9; See Declaration of Thomas M. Newman ¥ 3(f), Exhibit F.* As such, the requested items

* Kotmair discusses his IRS representative number in his book, Piercing the Hlusion,
states that: “T received a letter from the District Director of the Baltimore IRS Office, notifying
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are centratly located only at SAPF headquarters, and SAPF should be required to produce the

information.

IV. CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, the Court should enter an order compelling SAPY to respond in

full to the above-listed discovery requests.

Respectfully submitted,

ROD J. ROSENSTEIN
United States Attorney

{s/ Thomas M. Newman
THOMAS M. NEWMAN
Trial Attorney, Tax Division
U.S. Department of Justice
Post Office Box 7238
Washington, D.C. 20044
Tel.: (202) 616-9926

Fax: (202) 514-6770
thomas.m.newman@usdoj.gov

me that my representative number had been revoked. I responded by asking for ihe formal reason
for this action [but]... to this day [ have never received an answer to this inquiry.” However, in
Kotmair’s letter to the IRS, he declares under penalty of petjury that he is authorized to practice
before the TRS, is not currently under suspension, and makes no mention of the revocation of his
representative number. Declaration of Thomas M. Newman in Support of Reply to Defendant
Kotmair’s Response to the United States’ Motion to Compel Discovery Responses 4, Exhibit
1. Both Kotmair and SAPF assert that the requested documents are centrally associated with
Kotmait’s purported TRS representative number and therefore, they do not need to produce the
letters. This assertion is inconsistent with Kotmair’s admission that his IRS representative
number was revoked.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

IT IS HEREBY CERTIFIED that service of the foregoing UNITED STATES’ REPLY
TO DEFENDANT SAPE’S RESPONSE TO THE UNITED STATES” MOTION TO COMPEL

has been made upon the following by depositing a copy in the United States mail, postage

prepaid, this 8th day of February, 2006.

John Baptist Kotmair, Jr.
P.O. Box 91
Westminster, MD 21158

George Harp, Esq.

610 Marshall St., Ste. 619
Shreveport, LA 71101

/s/Thomas M. Newman

THOMAS M. NEWMAN
Trial Attorney, Tax Division
U.S. Department of Justice
Post Office Box 7238
Washington, D.C. 20044
Tel.: (202) 616-9926

Fax: (202) 514-6770

Thomas.m.newman@usdoj.gov

15377361 -9.



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
DISTRICT OF MARYLAND

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintift,
V. Civil No. WMN 05 CV 1297

JOHN BAPTIST KOTMAIR, JR., et al.,

Defendants.

B T e ey

DECLARATION OF THOMAS M. NEWMAN IN SUPPORT OF REPLY TO SAPE’S
OPPOSITION TO THE UNITED STATES’> MOTION TO COMPEL

1. This declaration and attached exhibit are submitted under 28 U.S.C. § 1746 in
connection with the United States' Reply to Defendant Kotmair's Response to the United States'
Motion to Compel Discovery Responses. [ am a trial attorney with the Department of Justice's
Tax Division in Washington, D.C. to whom this case is assigned.

2. As part of my duties, [ have custody of the administrative file for this case.

3. The following material contained in the administrative file are true and correct copies
of documents supplied by Defendants in response to the United States discovery request:

a. The Save-A-Patriot Fellowship Membership Handbook introductory page,
Exhibit A;

b. The Save-A-Patriot Fellowship Membership Handbook pages 4, 5, 6, and 9,
Exhibit B;

c. The Save-A-Patriot Fellowship Membership Handbook pages 16, 17, and 20-

23, Exhibit C;



d. The Save-A-Patriot Fellowship Membership Handbook page 27, Exhibit D,
e. The explanation of a Fellowship Independent Representative contained in The
Save-A-Patriot Fellowship Membership Handbook, Exhibit E; and

f. Copies of the title page and page 139 of the book Piercing the Hlusion authored

by John B. Kotmair, Exhibit F.

I declare under penalty of perjury the foregoing is true and correct. Executed this 8™ day

of February, 20006.

/s/ Thomas M. Newman
THOMAS M. NEWMAN
Trial Attorney, Tax Division
U.S. Department of Justice
Post Office Box 7238
Washington, D.C. 20044
Tel.: (202) 616-9926

Fax: (202) 514-6770
thomas.m.newman(@usdoj.gov

1538501.1



Post Office Box 91, Westminster, Maryland 21158
Headguarters: (410)857-4441 Fax: (410)857-5249
World Wide Web: http://www.save-a-patriot,org

E-mail; infol@save-a-patriot.org

(revised November 1, 20003 in the 19" year of the Fellowship’s founding)

“Together We Must Stand — Or — Separately You Will be Stood On!!!”
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WHAT IS THE SAVE-A-PATRIOT FELLOWSHIP?

Over the past two decades, a vast profusion of so-called “un-tax™ and “de-tax” groups and gurus have come and gone,
most of which relied upon — and were ultimately defeated by — a bewildering variety of unproven arguments, untested
theories and so-called “silver bullefs”.

Steadfast from the beginning, there has emerged, a single prestigious, national organization which serves no other purpose
than 1o actively promote the study of the Law ~— as it is actually written — and to assist its members in the assertion of their
rights in accordance withi the Law, especially when dealing with the IRS and the state taxing agencies.

The Save-A-Patriot Fellowship (SAPF) has been in continuous existence since 1984 and at the same physical location
since 1986 - 12 Carroll Street in Westminster, Maryland — and at the same telephone number - (410) 857-4441 -— and now
has members numbering in the thousands from all fifty states.

SAPF is a national association of individuals who are aware that various government agencies — and the IRS in
particular — are regularly and systematically infringing upon individual rights. In general, Fellowship members are also
aware that this infringement is a direct result of inadequately trained government employees who are more concerned with
“following orders”, “pushing buttons”, issuing memos and otherwise adhering to administrative “policy” than to the written
Law itself, and that such policy often runs counter to the constitutional limitations that are imposed on the government.

The Fellowship has researched and developed legal defensive weapons to protect our Liberty and Property. When
someone joins the Fellowship, it is a foregone conclusion that they are, to whatever extent, “Fed”—up with the government
bureaucracy that has brought this about, and are particularly concerned with the IRS and its propensity to:

1) Misapply the Law;

2) Ilegally enforce its provisions;

3) Wreak havoc on peoples’ lives, and,;

4) Rely upon the fact that most people do not take the time to educate themselves or prepare a proper legal defense.

Maoreaver, since the era of president Raosevelt, our system of justice has “presumed” that any agency of the government
has legal jurisdiction over a citizen with regard to the body of Law that the agency is charged with administering, without first
having to establish and prove that the agency’s contentions are correct. Therefore, any burden of proof to the contrary falls
fully upon the individual.

This reversal of presumption in disregard of constitutional ethic has resulted in Courts ruling that rights “will [no longet]
be passively protected” and that “they must [now] be aggressively asserted” by the “belligerent claimant in person.” (citizen)

By using the news media to plant stories suggesting that resistance is futile and reprisal is swift and painful, the
bureaucrats keep the multitudes in line and in F.E.A R (False Evidence Appearing Real). These “reminders” and a lifetime of
Pavlovian conditioning make it difficult for maost people to take the first break-away step. However, Fellowship members
know: the risk can be removed! ’ '

TOGETHER WE MUST STAND - OR - SEPARATELY YOU WILL BE STOOD ON!

A single pencil is easy fo snap in vour bare hands. Now try it with a bundle of pencils! The Fellowship provides mutual
aid, support, and assistance to those who wish to assert their rights. This is accomplished in a number of ways.

FIRST TYPE OF SUPPORT

The Fellowship operates much like an insurance company in that members pledge under our Member Assistance Program
(MAP) to reimburse other members should they suffer a loss of cash or property as a result of illegal IRS collection practices
and confiscation. With the financial threat of asserting one’s liberty thereby removed by spreading the reimbursement costs
among all members, “closet” Patriots are joining the Fellowship in droves. Welcome to the Constitutional Revivalist
Movement!

To our knowledge, there is no insurance company willing to “buck the system™ and insure American Patriots against the
criminal acts of the IRS. Our only alternative was to start and maintain our own. However, creating and operating a
conventional insurance company would have been impossible. The bureaucrats would have insisted on our submitting to the
dictates of the Insurance Commission to the detriment of Patriots who would be forced to expend funds on legal actions
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against insurance companies rather than directing our combined efforts against the illegal acts of the government.
Furthermore, monies received on insurance claims would automatically be available to the prying eyes of the IRS,

There was and is only one logical answer—a true FELLOWSHIP—io give the Patriot insurance-like protection to Save-
A-Patriot!!!

THE HEART OF THE FELLOWSHIP

A true state of Liberty cannot exist without the rights to property protected. The vision of Founder and Fiduciary, John
Kotmair, which became the driving force and fundamental purpose behind the Save-A-Patriot Fellowship, was a group of
Patriots working together and dedicating their resources where needed to eliminate ignorance, fear, and loss of property while
making a stand for their rights against a government system growing increasingly out of control.

One of the greatest fears anyone can face in our society today is the loss of property. This understanding is what lead to
what we call the “heart of the fellowship” - the Member Assistance Program (MAP); members helping to restore the lives of
fellow members who have been hurt when their property is lost or stolen due to illegal action by various IRS employees.

When a member knows, through a mutual agreement, that he can count on other members to assist him when hard times
hit, worry, anxiety and fear of the unknown becomes less of a factor in the fight for his rights and leaves much more room for
courage and determination to abound.

It is imperative that each of us understands how critically important it is to meet our pledge of monthly commitment to
the Member Assistance Program.

Remember, this is not socialist government wealth redistribution under threat of incarceration — this is voluntary charity.
Please also keep in mind that any one of our fellowship members asserting his or her rights can very possibly be the one
individual who sets a precedent for any given legal issue that we address, thus changing for the better the lives of all of us, our
children and our grandchildren, for all time. In other words, you may never know which of us was the “siraw that broke the
[socialist] camel’s back”,

There are currently more cracks in the government’s dam than there are bureaucratic fingers to plug them — you may
never know which of us causes the dam to break. Yon may never know the member’s pame until it happens. You may never
have any idea how they are living or what they are going through to take their stand for God and their country. But, they know
YOU - by the FRN’s they receive in the mail just when it counts the most — when it matters that the kids have clothes, or
food, or schoolbooks, or that the family has a car to get to and from work, or that the breadwinner has to leave the family for a
while and “serve his or her country”. When these things matter, your actions speak louder than words. And your names, with
thanks, are on the lips and in the prayers of those members whose lives you have touched. '

HOW HAS THE MEMBER ASSISTANCE PROGRAM WORKED?

Like a “Swiss watch™ Since 1984, there have been two types of insurance-like coverage provided: civil and criminal.
Civil coverage up to 150,000 FRN’s includes the reimbursement of stolen cash and/or property. Criminal coverage reimburses
an incarcerated member 25,000 FRN's towards the loss of his or her earnings during any part or a full year of incarceration.

When a member in good standing loses cash or real property due to illegal confiscation by the IRS and/or 2 state taxing
agency, or if the member is incarcerated, s’he puts in a claim to SAPF headquarters for the actual amount of the loss or
incarceration. Upon validation of the claim, a uniform assessment is apportioned to the entire membership.

The cost per member of participating in the MAP reached an annual high of approximately 500 FRN's in 1991. Recently,
it has averaged less than 20 FRN’s per month, a decline of over 50%! This remarkable reduction is the result of several
factors:

As a result of our recently introduced Associate (educational) Membership (a description of which follows below), many
“constitutionally reborn™ Americans have joined the Fellowship at a time when they were not ALREADY embattled with the
IRS. These members continue to join daily in order to become educated, learn how to protect their property, “line their ducks
up”, and decide when and how to move forward. Many of these members later upgrade to Full Member {described below),
fully prepared for the battle.

As a result of this new area of growth, the overall “health” of the Fellowship has become stronger as fewer and fewer
members become damaged by illegal IRS activities and require assistance. Since even Associate Members pledge to

Page 5 of 31




]

participate to support the MAP, the swelling of our ranks has resulted in a reduction in each member’s share of the monthly
assessment,

Also, the quality and scope of the services the Fellowships legal defense departments - case development, NWRC, and
paralegal (described below) — are able to provide to members continue to improve through experience. Over the past five
years, the case development department alone has tracked, generated or archived a total of five million documents, all with &
staff of less than two dozen people (the government should be so efficient). A September 1996 communication from our
Maryland headquarters revealed that 85% of those cases under case development had gone dormant, meaning that the IRS had
not attempted to contact the member in six months or longer.

AN EXAMPLE OF THE MEMBER ASSISTANCE PROGRAM IN ACTION:

John Freeman became a member of SAPF. Afier a stubborn and valiant fight through every phase of the bureaucratic
maze, the IRS illegally confiscated his car valued at 9,000 FRN's (Federal Reserve Notes, commonly but erroneously referred
to as “dollars”). His fellow members were assessed their share (in the case of 1,000 members, the apportioned share would be
9 FRN’s each) — equal value received for equal loss. If John was incarcerated for a full year, the Fellowship reimbursed him
25,000 FRNs.

THE “VICTORY EXPRESS” ... ALL ABOARD !!!

Under this recently revised version of the MAP, each member will be assessed a minimum of 10 FRN’s each month,
REGARDLESS of the size of the claim no matter how large the membership becomes.

Using the example of John Freeman again, if the membership were only 1,000, he would receive 10,000 FRN’s (10 FRN
minimum X 1,000 members) for his 9,000 car — a PROFIT OF 1,000 FRN’s FOR LOSING HIS CAR! Some loss!!!

When the membership reaches our goal of 100,000 members, each claimant will be paid approximately ONE MILLION
FRNs! - whether the member loses a home or is incarcerated in a federal prison camp for 6 months for “wiliful failure to file™.
And, unlike the lottery, he won’t have to wait 20 years! Some members may even wish for multiple sentences, since the
incarceration assessments are for any portion of a year, cach! Because of adverse publicity, federal judges will be hard
pressed to sentence Patriots to serve time in federal prison camps.

We believe the VICTORY EXPRESS will cause SAPF enrollments to EXPLODE! And the larger the Fellowship
becomes, the greater the support of the People will become! Associate Memberships will ALL upgrade to Full Membership as
the People lose their fear and jump into the fray.

When the membership reaches 100,004, IRS agents will be tempted to defect their positions en masse. With no “hired
guns” to extort the public, the welfare state will collapse along with the Federal Reserve Bank and the evil doers can be
brought to Justice.

Under the new “VICTORY EXPRESS”, Mr. Freeman’s friends can assert their constitutional rights and obey the Law as
written without fear of the IRS, As Americans by the hundreds of thousands join the Constitutional Revival Movement, the
despotic house ef cards will collapse—and LIBERTY WILL BE RESTORED!!! IT IS A WORKABLE, OBTAINABLE
PLAN!!!

SECOND TYPE OF SUPPORT

The Fellowship provides assistance via its case development, National Workers Rights Committee (NWRC) and
paralegal departments. For example, should the IRS attempt to contact 2 member with, for example, a summons to appear at
an audit, a request to file a tax return or a proposed assessment of taxes alleged to be owed (examples of IRS civil
investigation), caseworkers in the Fellowship’s case development department are available acting under power-of-attorney
authorized by the member to handle the correspondence, to address any improper requests or allegations and to develop an
overall evidentiary foundation of “exculpatory evidence”.

NWRC provides such member services as the proper procedure and paperwork to discontinue tax withholding or the
proper response to an IRS Notice of Levy or to an employer’s request for a social security number. NWRC has recently
achieved out-of-court settlements with employers who cither refused to hire or fired a Fellowship member who does not
possess a social security number.
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Tax Basics 101

The Fellowship normally operates under the presumption that members are cognizant of the following facts:
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