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In Parker v. Riley, 18 CLal 24 83, 113 P 28 873, 134 ALR 1405, it is

further stated that the pr.ﬁnry purpose of the doctirne of separation

'of powers 15 to prevent the combination in the hands of s single person

: e e o aka &
; or group of the b

asic or fundssental powmrs of ]

TO THE QUESTION: Can the State Legislature give 'to its various sub-
divisions permission to have an aicemuive fory of government?

ANSWER: ‘The alleged Governmental Entity znd its Btate Legislature
<vould axicpatically ery 1t can because, in fact, the State did so give
its permission. The alleged Defendant hastens, .bowgver, to say that even
the permission of the State lfpuid‘n’t necessarily make it legali )

The City of Lafayette could cry, "6!1 anl, it doesn't .red_.ly. matter,
because we have the charter which the State Legislature lpp;toved and one
for which the people votred!”

Then, the allged Defendant would aptly point out that the first issue

or quest.i.on in that regard would have to have been — cessation from the

State and the State from the Umion!

Secondly, the necessity of, and the form of a lzpubllcm agreement

sust be observed as very well sstablished — 200 years of successful
’

govermnpent without condemat.io'n of the People, and all bEC-ll;lie the People
have prohibited the combination of pPowers into the hands of a single class
or person — this is what Republican government 1is supposed to prevent.
See, M. suprR. ‘

Thirdly, the alleged Defendant regards the State Legislature without
the nuthnriﬁy to establish an illegal or alternative form of government,

because the Esabling Act of the State gives its adherance to the Federal

Constitution, which includes the Declaration of Independence, (supra),

4n which the Declaration of Independence clearly states our national
position as to changing of our forms of government.

"Prudence, indeed, will dictate that Covernments long
established should not be changed for light and transient
causes; and sccordingly all experience hath shown, that
msnkind are more digposed to puffer, while avils are sufferable,
that to right themselves by abolishing the forms to which

. - ' they are accustomed. But when a long train of abuses...”




Fourthly, in Shesn v. Edmonds, App., 200 P 2d 879, ve see that:
"A home rTule charéer adopted pursvant to a constitutional
0T sratutory provision may pnet contravene any provision of
the constitution or the public policy of the State.:
Not only is 1t forbidden for cities acting under charters fo coniravene '
state constitutjons, but they are further prohibited from doing so
regarding the Federal Constitution. Article VI sec. 2 binds the Judgés
in every State by the Lav of the Land and St te Legislatures are pro-
.hibited from making laws r.ﬁnl:rary to it. Coniinuing in spec. 3, the State
Legislatures are specifically meationed and are reminded that they zre
bound by path to support the Federal Constitution = to legislate in’
_sccordance with 4it! A
Anericans are agsin oppressed t.oday,‘ because the lipes vh;.c.h have |
sepatated the powers of government have become wvashed awey by the greed

for pover, and the liberties of the people are ouce asgain threatened.

The false belief that a democracy and a Republic are one and the same

or that the difference is so slight as to be inconsequential has done

such to erode the safeguards of our liberties. o4

Mr. Japes Madison, long r_é.cognized,n's the "Father of our Comstitutien",

was very clear on the subject s& he said:
* . .such democracles have ever been spectacles of turbulence
and contention; have ever been fournd incompatible with
personal security or the rights of property; and in general
have been as short in their lives as they have viclent in
their deaths." .

“A republic...promises the cure for which we are seeking."”
(Federalist Papers, No. 10)

Madison then later described the differance between a desocracy and »

Republic:

"It is that in a democracy the people meet and excercise
the government in person; in a republic they assemble and

! administer it by their representatives snd agents,..”
: ’ {(Federalist Papers, No. l&)

We must not mdvorate the writing known as the Federalist Papers to
simple and idle chatter, bacauss these are the statements of the fntent

of those who wrote the Constitution and, &s to hov it was meant to

function, . ”iee ]ngst ‘}/i -_1....
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*The intention of the lawvmaker constitutes the lav." (Scewart
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.and also,

MAs phe meaning of the lawmaker is the law, so the meaning

of the contracting parties is the agreement." (‘n'utney V.
Wyman, 11 Otto. (101 US)

Furthermore, Chief Justice John Marshall verified the jmportance of
the Federalist Papers when he said:

"The opinion of the Federalist has always been considered
as of great authority. It is a complete commentary om

our Constitution; and is appealed to be all parties in the
questions to which that instruments has given birth. Its -
intrinsic merit entitles it to high rank. -
(Cohens v. Virginia, 6 Wheat. (19 US) 264, 418)

In defending the separation of powers principles Madison quoted

Montesquieu:

Mhan thse la

WYhen the leag acuti{ve nowsr ars unitsd

e e =iT
in the same person or body r.here can be no 11 erty
because apprehensions may arise Tise lest the same moharch...
should enact tyrannical laws to eéxecute them in a tyrannical
manner.” Federalist Papers, No. 47
At least let us concede that it opens the door to the potential usurpation
of power, and an inevitable absolute despotism! It is t§ this opening -
of the door to tyranny and the-passing avay of the Repbulican form of

goveroment in th

aileged City of Lafayette wni
DPefeadant te challenge and gquestion the authority and/or jurisdiction of
this Court, It has been well established that with the passing of the
Republic, so also passes the power and rights of the People to which they
alone are sovereign! No government received its power and authority
M the People! Therefore, any governmental entity camnot honorably
assume authority to.prevent the People from snjoying their inherent right
to & Republican form of governoimt! The alleged Defendant asiks this Courr
to take special Judicial Notice that the Pecple have held these rights
to be sacred, so he comes now to demand that the Court not t.lnp-er with
these rights at all!

The United States, by its very principles is Republican so is the
very careful form of its own Constitution:

Article 1 clearly deals with the legislative power of the government.

Article I1 defines the role of the axecutive bc}nch of the govemnmt.
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Article I]1 breaks into the judiciary's contract of dutles tp the

People. The necessity of our govermnment being three distinct branches is

»

_ clearly shown by the Eﬂﬁf the .Cdnltitution breliting into three separate
. articles.

COMES NOW the alleged Defendant to offer up proof 'in evidence to how
as in) fact the alleged City of Lafayette has viclated the "principle,
fundamental, and essential™ structure as toa lc.publicln form of govern-
ment.

. TO YHE QUESTION: k'h.l:.kind o government does the alleged City of
Lafayette have? '
ANSWER: The alleged Defendant must say that he really isn't sure —

perhape some sort of autocratic democracy — but it certajnly is NOT

Republican in forw or practicality! It can be described as "Home Rule",

"Counici-Manager", "City Council", or whatever else, but it must be clear
by now that unless it espouses the doctrines of separation of powers and
;lective Tepresentation, it is not a Republican form of government as it
must be!

$

T0 THE QUESTION: What specifiu does the alleged Mmd&nt take excep-

tion with which prove the nbove dlnglﬂms?

ANSWER: "The powers of the gov"e.mm: of the gtate are divided inte
three separale brances - the legisiative, executive and judicial;...
except as otherwise provided by this Constitution." (Bogwash!!) Louisiana
Constitution Art. Il Distribution of Powers. The officers of said City of
hfa)-ette a cherr;mental entity shall be such as by appointment way be
provided by a charter/agresnent; and the iurisd:c:ian...of all such office

shall be guch as in charter/sgreesant way be provided; (or)", to be done

by the...general lav...(see 16 fn Jur 2d, Constitutional Lav, Section 177

- and The Declaration of Independence, Clause II.

The charter of the City of Lafaystte goes straight on ahead to allow

& dangerous comingling and "Alteration of the Powers" which 0'Donoghue

(supra) referred to ss the ™ Chief Merit"; and vhich Tucker (supra) declared
B _ the most impo principle guaranteeing the liberties of the People!
Hit o //
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“An in open and umashamed co.ntta’pt of the separation of powers doctrine
creates mg@yﬂﬁ_ This and the further violation of "police. magistrates"
is ..n arbitrary alteration and coni;x;-lj.ng of uecutiv; and judicial powers,
which our Republican form of government prohibits and prevents!

Without the safeguards of independant authority, such ‘as the executive
(with its veto power intact), and without completely precluding a co-mingling
of essentially different powers in the same hand, there can be no door at
all to close on subversiom, tyr;nny and all sorts of evil. The People
wvould be left without their rights to liberty. Since the alleged Defendant
is one of those "People’ he firmly believes that something can and should be
done about it through the judiciary. o Co.

"“A republican form 6flcovernn—:ent 13‘ one '1,1: which the pecple :
select those who are to make or direct their laws, and is -
radically different from 3 pure demotracy, in which the
people collectively, and as their own original act, make the
laws." 1In re, Pfshler, 88 P 270, 280, 150 Cal 71

and also, / |

o o

“A republican form of cvemnent is a government administered
by representatives chosen or appointed by the peoplg..."
Xadderly v. City of Portland, 74 P 710, 719, &4 Or }l8

50 long as the alleged Defendant is not allowed to vote for tiae :
wvarious executives, 1eguln‘t:lve or judiciasl officials, and so long as the
alleged City Police retain more than one power in the same hand, it 13.
operating in open viollticn of the Lav of the Land, vhich those self-same
offichls should have sworn to’ uphold

" The consent of the State Legnhtum cannot give legality to an 1llegal

-l'ituation. It only serves to impress upon this alleged Defendant what

" appaars to be a collusion and possible civil comspiracy.

If the State mey net viclate the separation of powers neither then,

.‘/‘

* way the alleged Plaintiff City of Lafayette, beacause the agent can not be

greater than the principle. L

In Black's Lev Dictionary (1968 ed) at page 1685 the definition of

the word, TYRANNY, says:

“TYRANNY. Arbitrary or despotic government; the severe

. and sutocratic exercise of sovereign power, either

vested constitutionally in one ruler, or usurped by

him breaking down the division and distribution of govern- -
mental powers.” // b,
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The People of this Snté, in other words, the sovereign Power in this
State declared in their Constitution:

No one of these bmcés. nor any person holding office in
: one of thew, shall exercise power belonging to either of
the other. Article II Section 2

A VERY CLEAR INTENT! Theirs was to secure and perpetuate the blegsings of
our God~given Freedom, md that's the reason they did establish a Republican
form of government. There 1s no indication whatsoever, that this Sovereign
Power did not intend to extend this zame safeguard of & Republican form

of government to their city governments and its pu‘blic corporate creations.
Furthermore, the State legislature had no authority from the People to
offer "alternative forms of government' to their political t.ula—diviqinns.

"The people’s Tights are not derived from the government,
but the government's authority comes from the people...when
legislative encroachment by the zation, state, or mumicipality

drnvadae theecse Aricrinal wrnd navrmernsmt wiokhts I+ o tha Aunty nf
anvaus TRSos DrAplnhal EnC PTImADSRT FApatS 2T L8 Tas Suiy o

the courts to so declare, gnd to afford the necessary relief.”
City of Dalles v, Mitchell, Court of Civil Appeals of Texas
at Dallas; 245 SW 944, 945,
’ .
Still, all of the law cases in the wofld cannot reverse the intent of

the Sovereign Power in establishing safeguards for their liberties, and

further, constitutions are not amended by statute law — mﬁther'pr:l.nciple

s0 very well established. Ko legislative act contrary to the intent of the
People when they delegated pover to legislate, is walid.

"The object in comstruing constitution provisions is to

give effect to intent of the people, in whom the sovereignty
of the state resides.” .

McMillas v. Siemon, (1940} 98 P 24 790, 36 CA 2 & 721.

TO THE LAST QUESTION: Is the slleged City of Lafévette a proper,
authoritisrian or jurisdictional entity?
ANSWER: By reason of its form of government, it 1is not!
- Regardless of.the whims of the State Legislsture, it may not, it wmust n;t,

and it cannot give any other form of government other than chat which it

: . " has to give. It simply may not give anything it doesn't bave to iive!

: _ CORCLUSION

Just how an inferior forwm of government came intoc being — in spite of
the safeguatds erected to prevent it — the alleged Defendant could guess.
The Court wouldn't 1ike to hear. The point, however, is that our enemies

have openly claimed they would take us over through infiltratior and by

Fiied This_//° U
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: eonspiracy from within, rather than by any force and arms. Then, the

thing that distuibes this alleged Defendant is that the Court mey just

laugh off these calims as one who is ‘erying wolf'. ."Hovever. let this

alleged Defendant make his record straight, he 1s serious, deadly serious!”

His partiot fore-Fathers were not under nesr the tyranny 'now facing this lend,

and they waged a war, shed their blood and gave their lives and fortunes

for lesz tyranny that we have.

Yes, all over this land today, an ever increasing and recognized

proliferation of usurpation and tyranny is being discovered! It is being

discovered by those of us who would have to at one time classified our-

selves as part of the silent majority.

Finally, there can be no jurisdication er muthority by this Court over

& non-existant Plaintiff. And this Court 4is retpectfuily asked to find r.ha;:

the alleged Plaintiff is in viclatidn of the mandated doctrines of separation

of power, and-elective Tepresentation.

It should be found to be in error

to I'ault, or in the alternative a dismissal with prejudice should be entered

bt the Court on behalf of the alleged Defendant, o

“*

Respectfully submitted,’

Robert Kaltenbach

Pro Se Litigant

-



N 225 Vest Bayou Pkwy.

h Lafayette, LA 20503
June 28, 1983
City Court of Lafayette CERTIFIED RETURN BECEIPT REQUESTED

City of Lafayette
To: Judge Raiiste Saloom

Judge, 1 will be caking ancther Specfsal Appeatance in your court on
July 5, 1963, at 1:00 p.w. as requested. It will be s Special Ap-
pesrance and I waive No Rights. 1 clairc all of them.

I feel that you and your court mistreated me on June 20, 1963, and I
feel that you viclated your osth of office by dsnying me mwy rights to

a Trial by Jury. At that point you reputiated your ocath and I was
legally not bound to vou in any way, since you cheose to not be bound
by your cath. 1 continued to suffer further abuses becsuse I knew

your servant did not realize that I did .not have 1o suffer those abuses.
Should I have walked awsy many innocent marshalls would be aiding in an
illegal act. 1 do not want to hur: innocent uninformed servants under
your control. : )

P T .

Article IV of the B3ill or Rights of the Constitution of the United States
guaTantees me a trial by Jury. "In all criminal prosecutions, the ’

sccussed shall enjoy the rights to a speedy and public trial, by an
ipparcial jury." . z

Article 111 defining the Judicial Powers Section 2 paragraph 3 states
“The trial of all Crimes except in cases of impeachment, shall be by
Jurv.” Article VI last paragraph states “all Executive and Judiciel
Officers, both of the United States and of the several States, shall
be bound by Osth of Affirmation, to support this Constitution;™

1 feel you alsc violated my rights by threatening me with a $1000.00
Bond and throwing me In jail until iz is posted. Article VIII of the

" Bill of Rights of the Constitution of the United States states "Excessive

‘bail shall not be required, nor excessive fines imposed, nor cruel and
unusual punishments inflicted.”™

To ask 1f I had been in & hespital lately and lster to address one of
your servants "to heve me evalvated" was uncalled forand an insult.
God only kmows what you told the audience wvhen I was forced into the back
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1 needed nore‘ time to secure assistance of Counsel, but you with your

boiler plate techniques hsve rushed me so that 1 am forced to proceed
without needed advice.

When brought te the back room to post bond, your Marshalls requested
$500.00 Cash or a Cash Bond,

1 asked him to define the substance
Cash and whether Cash is legal tender or lawvful money.

He too seems to
think that standing up for your rights 1s weird.

Because 0f the above 1 feel you should dismiss yourself from my case,
as it is odvious vou are prejudice,

1 alsc think that sll marshalls under your copmand should be advised
of Title 31 USC 241 & 242, Title 47

USC 1983, Title 31 USC 371, and
Article 1 Section 10 Constitution of the United States before my
July 5th Special Appearance. The "I was only doing my job" defense
went out with the Kurexberg Trials.

1 clain all of ®y rights and do not.waive sny of them, and anter this
good faith request supported by the record and requast that you remove
yourself from the case, so as we celebrate our Independence on July 4,
1983, %o will the spirit of 1776 prevail in court on July 5, 1983,

Sincerely,

. (o
Bob Kaltenbach
BK/me
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~ . . (The following is excevpted from an astonishing July. 1980, AP release that
weoer sppesred tn many American neuspapers.)

DECISIONS EXPAND RIGHT TO SUE GOVERNMENT
By Richard Carelli

Assrnristad Prasc
e

e B EwEs

WASHINGTON — Although tmportant decisions on sbortion pav.
ments, racial quolas and the commercial use of genetic engineerin
attracted the rost attention, the Supreme Court’s 1979-8) term of-

- fered one overiding theme: The expanding right of Americans to sue
the government. ‘ :

In a hali-dozen decisions on the government's Lability to its dt-
zens, the court lowered —or obliterated —centuries-old “sovereign .

" fmmunity” barriers, :

While seldom fodder for newspaper headlines, a Gtizen’s power to
hold government and its agents responsible for lawless actions is as
essental to a republican form of government as is the power of the

DRUOL. . .
In its just-completed term, the Supreme Cournt ruled: :
® Persons whose constitutional rights have been violated can sue
government officals directly under the Bill of Rights if Congress has
not provided an "equally effective” alternative.
e ' In the same dedsion, the justices extended the right to sue directly
R "under the Constitution 1o cases involving violations of the Eighth
Amendment's protection against cruel and unusual punishment.
* Persons can use an 1871 divil rights law [42 USC 1983, cited in .
Chapter 9] to sue for damages when they believe jome act by state or
governments violsted a Jegal right provided by gress.
Never before had the court given such broad mesning to that
Reconstruction-ema law, s major vehicle for the civil rights movement.
® Such iawsuits do not have to aiiege “bad faith” on the part of
government offials. Instead, those officials must prove they did not
realize their acty wery anlawful. - :
m'd Local governments, unlike their employees, cannot get out from ‘
et a lawsuit charging violations of individual rights by proving the
violations were unintentional or that the dullen;esdh acxsb'\gmunwd
out in “good faith.” The dedision assured citizens whise rights have
been violated the availability of some remedy of comRNSItion.,  ——

® State courts may be sued for damages if they violate a pérson's—

1
civil rights in enforcing their administrative rules. & b
— — f= =
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*ACONSTRUCTIVE NOTICE**

tity Court of Lafayette
Gity of Lafayette
State of Loulsiana

TO THE CRIEF JUDGE:

On May 13, 1983 1 received an alleged "sumons. and cogplaint’ from one who held
bimself out to be an officer of the City Police, and who, under color of law,
bheld himgelf out to have the fierce and unLawful power Lo control my very life,
1liberty, mmd property! He further claimed that 4 would either have to appear
in this court by the 20th day of May, 1983 or pay out a huge sum of money!

I wvas shocked beyond belief as I realiced that opur streets are filled with
police who extort huge sums of money uader statutorial threats of imprison-
ment, which is & threat to my very life, and this is vhy I'm writing to you!

This person, holding himself out to be an officer ot the City Police, 1s by his
own claim - if he is who he claims — & mamber of the executive branch of govern~
ment. Therefore, he had no business iz issuing a “summcns’, or judicially
commanding either of my person, my possessions or my freedom to do anything
bevond his limited executive powers!

Though Louisiana may have s statute purportedly giving judicisl powers to the
executive branch of government, it could mot have been lLawfully granted, and

it, (if there is one), must be null and void! This 15 not just a naked assertion
as 1 rely upon the following reasons:

Firstly, the Supreme Law of our land in the Third Article of the United States
Constitution states that, 'the judicial powers shall be wvested in the courts!’
It makes no provisions otherwise as IT DID NOT SAY that, 'the judicial powers
aTe vested with the courts AND CERTAIN of the uecutive-grmches.'

1t should be plain and simple; the executive branch does not have any of the
judicial powers to issue sugmons. Doer this court allow any of its own summons
to be issued without either the seal or the signature of the court clerk?

1 think not! These would be the same Writs of Assistance vhich so incensed our
patriot fore-Fathers as to require them to willingly lay down their lives in

a vwar agsinst King George III, &o as to divest themselves of such tyrannical
bonds., The executive 'summons', however, conforms to the Writs of Assistance.

Any intention or attempt to transfer pover from one branch of govemnment te
snother is & flagrant violation of the Law.

*Any findamental or batic powver necessary to govemnment camnot be
Selegated.” Wilson v. Philadelphia School District, 113 ALR 1401.

¥o powers are more fundamental or basic to our American system of government
than the legislative, executive and julicial, because in every body politic
these three branches, however divided, are the very roots cf any form of
government. As wt have just-seen, thef: fundspewtal povers caonot lavfully
be transferred one to Another. o \Ef ’ .

™~

As was observed above; although Louisisna might have s statute purp'o'ftins to ,
give the executive branch certain judicisl powers, it came without the pfper

suthority to do so, and howvever well it has been established by pricedents )
otherwise, we must note that; ; SIS "_’g -l'-‘:
= i

"1f the legislni:ure clearly misinterprets a Constitutional provisiqE .o

the frequent repetition of the wrong wil) not create a right. .

‘Amos v. Mosley, 77 SO 615, Also see Kingsley v. Metril, 99 ﬁ’wu. '
1
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Any statute or branch of government co-mingling the basic powers, of one exer-
: cising some of the power of the other, must be seen 85 8 clear misinterpretation
H of the Supreme Law t._af the Land, because:

"Neither the legislative, ‘executive npr judicial departments of the
federal government (see next page, pagagragh 2) can lawfully exercise
' any authority beyond the limits msrked out by the Lomstitution."
Scott v. Sanford, 15 L Ed 691,

o : ™Jhere the meaning of the Constitution is clesr and unambiguous, there
can be no resort to construction to attribute to the founders a purpose
or intent not manifest in fts letter." Norris v. Baltimore, 192 A 531,

and;

"Ro legislative act contrary to the Constitution can be valid. Yo

deny this would be to affirm that the deputy 15 greater than his principle;

that the servant is above the master; that the representatives of the

people are superior to the people, that men, acting by virtue of powers,

may de not only what their powers do not authorize, but what they forbid,

It is not to be supposed that the Congritution could intend to enable

the representatives of the people to substitute their will to that of

their constituents. A Constitution is, in fact, and wmust be regarded

by judges as a fundemental law. If there should happen to be an irreconcilible
" wvariance between the two, the Constitution is to be preferred to the statute.

Alexander Hamilton, Federalist Papers #78.

Please also see Waming v. The Mayor of Savannah, 60 Georpgia, P. 93, First
Trust Co. v, Smith, 277 SW 762, Mazbury v, Madjson, 2 L Ed 60, and 16 An Jur 24
Constitutional Law, section 177-178.

CTHER REASORS I AM NOT SUMMONED INTU YOUR COURT ARE, BECAUSE;

My signature was extracted from me involuntarily and by force and under threat
of statutory penalty which was a flagrant viclation of Haynes v. Washington,
373 US 503, The 'summons' is voided thereby, 1f for mo ofher reasom!

"The actumulation of all powers, legislative, executive, and judiciay,

ir the same hands, whether of one, a fevw, or many, and vhether herediatary,
self appointed, or elective, may be justlypronounced the very definitien
of tyranny." James Madision, Federalist Papers #47.

Thomas Jefferson whe reviled King George II1 for;

", .altering fundamentally the Forms of our Governments:" (Delclaration
of Independence 23d clause),

also clearly condemned the executive (policeman) to exercising any of the powers
of the judiciary. .

"What has destroyed liberty and the rights of men in every govermment
which ever existed under the sun? The generalization and concentrating
of all cares and powers under one body..Thomas Jefferson, Works 6:543,

surely as;

it was important to estsblish orderly government and the Rights of the
petople by a writrten constitution., It is just as important to preserve
these rights as it was to affirm, if our forw of government is to be
maintained.” Boynton v, State, 64 50 24 536, 554.

T

toyema

It is this ppening of the door to tyranny md- vsurpation whichhas put me in
- great fear for my life. If mwy government will not obey the most basic and
fundamental lav 1 cac have no peace of mind!

I am going to DEMAND therefore, that this court order me to come in civilly,

so it can PROVE 70 ME that it has any suthority and/or jurisdiction in this matrer,
anhd PROVE that the Officer had the authority to exercise the powers of the
judiciary. Since the Law is clear, I believe most fervently that neither this
court nor the Officer in this case can bring to bear any proper lLawful authoriry

or commands, because the povers vere usurped and not legally delegated by the
People.
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"Beiause of what sppears to be s lawful command on the surface, many
¢itizens, because of their regpect for what only appears to be & law,
are cunningly coerced into waiving their rights, due to ignorance."
V.5. v. Minker, 350 US 179, 187, .

i must not be coerced into waiving any of my rights as 1 tlaim them all!

I further have a right to not respect that which only purports itself to be .
Lawv. Every scope of this matter looks in 1its every form &s the very part of’
evil?, :

Justice Douglas said:

"Our Bill of Rights curbs all three Branches of government.
It subjects all departments of government to a rule of lav
and sets boundaries beyond vhich no official may ge, it
enphasizes that in this country man walks with dignity and
without fear, that he need not grovel before an all powerful
government.” '

Well, a5 I mentioned in the foreparts of this Notice, I 4o indeed fear
for my very life! If as Justice Douglas said, "I can walk with dignity
and without fear, and that I need not grovel before an all-powerful
government, bound down by the chains of the Constitutiom, particularly

by Articles IX and X of the Bill of Rights, it appears that you or some-
one (I don't knovw wvho to make my objections to anymore - no one seems to
listen - do not Tecognize the Constitution of the lhited States a5 the
Supreme Law of the Land, So, I have every reason to fear for wy very life,
because there is seemingly no respect for that which would;

", ..establish Justice, insure domestic Tranquility, provide

for the common defence, promote the general Welfsre, and secure the
Blessings of Liberty to ourselves and our Posterity,...”Preamble of
the United States Constitutionm.

By Louisiana Constitution I mote that we should be able to:expect the same
responsibilities and duties from those state office’s and &ervants as we can
-of the Federal, because they are zo be;

" ..republican in form,...and pot be repugnant to the Constitution of
the United States and the principles of the declaration of independence;"

Therefore, if this court will not recognize the Constitvtion as the Supreme

. Law of the land, second after God's absolute, immrtable and natural law, a

!decent respect to the opinions of mankind requires that 1t should declare

the causes which have thus impelled it. The People, and more particularly

1, should at least kmow what causes have been responsible for woving you away
for the direction of Liberty and Life! If 4t {s treason ss we suspect,

ve will then recognize it for its face value and conduct ourselves accordingly.
We the People, &n order to form a more perfect Union; have established our
doctrines upon the principles of Immutable, Absolute, and Nartural Common

Law, But it appears:

"'This people honors Me with their lips,
But their heart is far sway from Me,

But in vain do they worship Me,
Teaching as their doctrines the precepts of men.'" o
Matthew 15:8-9 KASY

1 cannot honor the vnlswful summons #47178 because it is apparent it did not
bring with it sny lawful,proper. suthority mnd/or jurisdiction! It was an
invention of men without the proper precepts which we have claimed as necessary
in order to preserve liberty!



my rights and do not wvaive any of them, and enter this good
a t this

thic ‘executive summons' because I have leamed that

v, ..cannot be punished for chlllm;'in; an execut.i.ve summons in good
‘faith.” Reisoan v. Caplin 375 DS 440.

The end result of you or the Officer continuing your ways may be easily
dicernable by the following:-

*railure to secure a valid court order must be punishable for those
conducting a search or seizure without it if the rights of the fourth
apendmentof the U.S. Constitution are to be majintained, If no penalty
will be aver attached to & failure to ssek a proper warrant or summons,

as distinguished from the officers making their own, determination of
probable csuse, warrants will pever be sought.” Quotation of Niro v. U.S.,
338 F 24 535, 539, cited in U.S. v, Mason, 290 F Supp B&3,

Lastly, it should be apparent that my Fourth Amendment right is no greater
than my right to have a limited form of government - 'chained down to the
Constitution' - as is secured by the seperation of the first three Articles

of the United States Constitution, {(which the State of Louisiana is subject

to, because of its Enabling Act which enabled it to become a State in the Unien
of the States, and is alsoc subject therefore to;) the writings of the framers
of our great Union, the Federalist Papers, the Declaration of Independence, and
finally, but most particularly the Ninth and Tenth Amendpents to the United
States Constitution,

I therefore DEMAND AND HEREBY SECURE all of my Rights, Priveleges, or Im-
mmnities as granted by All Mighty God, and further established and secured by
the Magna Charta, The Bill of Righte of 1689, The Declaration of Resolves of

the First Continental Congress of Dctober 14, 1774, The Declaration of Causes
and Recessity of Taking Up Arms of 1775, The Articles of Confederation, The
Treaty of Peace with Creat Brittain of 1783, The Korthwest Qrdinance of 1789,
The Constitution of the United States, The Louisiana Constitution in so far as it
not repugnant to the foregoing and the Declaration of Independence,

1, Robert Kaltenbach HAVE NOT BEEN sarved w Lavful amd va

ith =2 14
1 am therefore, under no obligation te sppear in your court. Either summon
we civilly, with a legitimate summons, to PROVE your case, kill me,6 or tell me
what is the ransom for my life. If I do not hear othervise in time to appear,
1 vill believe you have agreed with me.

*
142
r

“Yours for Constitutional Government,

Robert Xaltenbasck

PSR
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u. 5. DISTRICT COUR:
OoF
FIL

ED
OCT 121883 _
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT s B WENYIE EEE

WESTERN DISTRICT OF LOUISIANA
LAFAYETTE-OPELOUSAS DIVISION

FRANCES MITCHELL KALTENBACH CIVIL ACTION

vo. Yo
©©@W ‘ szcnon?gz_czp‘q e

MAGISTRATE NO.

Plaintiff
~versus-

KALISTE J. SALOOM, in his
official capacity as Mumicipal
Judge of the City of Lafayette;
EARL PICARD, in his official
capacity as Administrator of
the Lafayette City Courts

Defendants
COMPLAINT
I. PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

Comes now the Plaintiff, Pro Se and in forma pauperis
and informs this Court that: P

1. This is an action to challenge the imposition of
a five humdred dollar ($500.00) bail requirement imposed after
plaintiff had tendered payment of a thirty dollar (5$30.00) fine
in lawful money of the Money of Account of the United States.

2. On September 28, 1983 plli.m':iff was given a judicial
summons by an executive officer for parking her car flcing the
irong direction in s public recrestional park. She was not
guilty of any crime, but hexr property (her license) was confiscated
against her will. '

3. On October 3, 1983 the plaintiff waived her rights
to a trial and tendered payment of §30.00 to Ms. Emma Charles,

Deputy Clerk of Court, along with a two page Redress of Grievances,




»._“ . . . . ‘ ‘ _‘2"

a Tight guaranteed under the First Amendment of the Bill of -
- ' i Rights of the Constitution of the United States. A Copy of
L __5 which 4s attached and marked “Exhibit A’'.

11. JURISDICTION

1. Jurisdiction over this action is conferred on
this court by 28 U.S.C. 1331 and 1332 in that this in an
action arising under the Constitution lﬁd laws of the United
States of America. The jurildicﬁion of this court is further
invoked under section 1 of'the 14th Amendment to the Constitution
of the United States and Title 42 USCS 1983 and 1988B.
111, PARTIES

1. The plaintiff is a citizen of the United States
and a resident of the State of Louisiana for twenty-five years.

And that the matter in controversy exceed the gum or value of

$10,000.00 exclusive of interest and cost.

2. Kaligte Saloom is the present Hunicipnl Judge for
the City of Lafayette. He is sued personally and in his official
capacity in which he has primary respomsibility for overseeing
the activities of the court.

3. Earl Picard is sued personally and in his official
ﬁapn:ity as Court Administrator of the Lafayette City Court,

4. The two (2) defendants are named officially in
this action pursuant to 28 D.5.C. 1331 and 1332 and 42 USCS 1983
and 1988.

e o

Cm e
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IV. FACTS

1. On October 3, 1983 plaintiff tendered in good
faith, payment of a thirty dollar ($30.00) fine.

2, Along with payment pllintiff submitted a Redress
of Grievance, expressing opposition to compelled payment of

this fine in anything, but lawful money of the Money of Account

of the United States.

3. The plaintiff's conduct was due to her sincerely
held patriotic and religious beliefs.

4. The plaintiff’'s conduct was further due to her
desire to fully disclose and explain her beliefs to her govern-
ment through the Court of the City of Lafayette.

S. The plaintiff's conduct was not due to a desire
fo impede or delay the administration of the ordinsnces or
traffic lawe. '

6. Her tender of payment was complqﬂ@ly ignored by
both Earl Picard and Kaliste J. Saloom and although trial was
wvaived and payment tendered, she was forced to submit to an
wanlawful and unneeded arraignment.

7. Being forced and coerced into the necessity of
either entering a plea or facing contempt, she entered a ples
of Special Appearance and challenged the reason for arraignment,
after she had tendered payment of the $30.00 fine.

8. Judge Kaliste Saloom then set her bail at Five
Hundred Dollars ($500.00), snd insulted plaintiff’s father
sitting in the audience.

e e ——— . ——— o e T e o
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9. The bail was set 16 times higher than the fine
as punishment for accerting her First Amendment right to Freedom
of Speech and Redress of Grievances.

10. She was then placed under arrest (without the
presence of any councel) and sent to the parish jail. . The
judges insfruc:ions were to make room for her, even if somecne
hiad to be Teleased to make the room.

11. Plaintiff's driving record is immaculate, and she
has no record of conviction for any misdemeanor or felony.

At mo time was she disrespectful to justify the above stated
Abuse of Power.

12. Plaintiff's father secured two (2) individuals
who entered themselves as surety and submitted signed affidavits.
See "Exhibits B & C".

13, Mignon K. Equerme s twenty year ;Fsident of Lafayette
attested under oath that she has property in e;Eess of fifty
thousand dollars over and above all just debts and liabilities.

14. James T. Doucet s thirteen year resident of Lafayette
attested that he has property in excess of two hundred and fifty
thousand dollers over and above all just debts and lisbilities.

15. Both pledged themselves as surety, but Earl Picard
and Esliste Saloom would not honor their sworn statements and
vanted the statements verified by the assessor's tax records.

16. October 10, 1983 was Columbus Day and the court
house was closed. Mr. Doucet then obtained copies from his

files of paid tax notices on six pieces of property within
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Laflyeéte Parish. He éasagninttfused to be surety for a
'$500.00 bail bond which involves a $30.00 fine.

17. The defendants wanted the plaintiff to remain
in jail overnight as punishment for sns;rting her First Amend-
ment tights.

lé. Five Hundred Dollars Cash was raised after 5:00 p.m.
on a Holiday in which the banks were closed and posted excessive
bail to prevent staying in jail overnight.

19. The bail (16 times the fine) was excessive and
uncalled for as plaintiff tendered payment on October 3, 1983.
The attached letter contained sufficient information, was not
frivolous, and was not due to a desire to dely or impede the
administration of the ordinance or traffic laws.

20. Defendants completely ignored the payment of the
fine. Held an unlawful arraignment and inflicted cruel and un;‘m
lawful punishment. Defendants wviolated plnintiff's First Amend-
went right under the Constitution of the United Scetes to Freedom
of Speech and to petition for & Redress of Grievances.

21. The defendants further violated the plaintiff’'s
rights to due process of law under the Fifth and Fourteenth
Amendment of the United States Constitution, in that the deter-
mination of the substance reguested in her redress is part of
[ue Process.

22. The five bhundred dollars ($500.00) bond is not
normally required when a thirty dollar ($30.00) find is imposed.
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Ome 1s not mormally afrested and thrown in jail over a $30.00

fine in which payment has been tendered in lawful moeny of the
Money of Account of the United States. Their was no valid =

reason for the arrest or confinement. This was a Malicious

i
| AR R VI

Abuse of Process and invidious discrimination under the color

of law. 7

23. These arbitrary and discretionary actions of
the defendants and the cummulative effect is that the plaintifif's
rights to EQUAL PROTECTION OF THE LAV and of the Fifth and
Fourteenth Amendments to the United States Constitution has
been violated in that other guilty of the same infraction did
not receive excessive fines and imprisonment for tendering
payment in something other than the Money of Account of the
United States.

24. In this case, if the plaintiff had jﬁst tendered

. o
payment in Federal Reserve Notes or "Cash" as ¥efered to by the

court, she would probably had been released like everyone else.
However, because she expressed through her First Amendment
right, why she opposed the piyment of her thirty dollars(§30.00)
in anything other than lawful money of the ﬂoney of Account of
the United States, she was punished by excessive bsil and thrown
in jail. This is a gross Denial of Equal Justice and is still
within the prohibition of the United States Constitution.

V. CAUSE OF ACTION rr_“///__,_,_,_
Plaintiff request a trall by jury of this matter.

WHEREFORE, pleintiff prays thst this court, after

S e L ]
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,a trail by jury:

(a) award exemplnry and punitive damages in the
sum of Five Hundred Thousand Dollars (§$500,000.00) as defen&ants
were willful, wanton, malicious and opp;eslive and therefore
the award is justified. Plaintiff prefers Gold Dollers, but
will accept Silver Dollars and may accept paper Dollars or
pemand Deposits. -

(b) award a refund of Five Hundred Dollars ($500.00)
excessive bail plus 1ntere£t.

(c) declare and determine that the actions of the
defendants and their agents and employees are violations of the
Constitutional and Statutory rights of the plaintiff.

(d) award plaintiff the cost incurred in this action

1nc1uding reascnable attorneys fees.

(e) grant the plaintiff such other reliefs this court

4
I

may deem just and proper.

Respectfully submitted,

rances tche tenbac
Pro Se Litigant

225 West Bayou Parkway
Lafayette, Louisiana 70503
(318 234-9689

ATTEST: A TRUE COPY

e _DoPb0L 1303,

BERT H. SHEMWELL, CLERK
< 1w ferk, U, §. Distriet Court

. vowbizrn District of Lovisiene
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PLEASE SERVE:

1.

FKaliste J. Saloom

City Court Buildin

Corner of Lee and East Convent .
Lafayette, Louisiana 70501

Earl Picard

City Court Bullding

Corner of Lee and East Convent
Lafayette, Louisiana 70501

B ™
mal 7
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AFFIDATIT FROM PUBLIC SERVANT  *
counuucunntntuntuunt;unnnututnutﬁuutnutunun
1, the undersigned, being duly sworn to support the Constitution of the State

of Louisians and the Constitution of the United States, and being aware that
siprts of Congress making the notes o! the United States & logal tender do not
apply to {nvoluntary contributions in the nature of taxes exacted under State laws"
(Hagar v Land Reclamation District No. 108 ; W1U. 5. 701) , do hareby

circumvent Article 1 Section 10 of the United States Constitution and order

Mﬂcﬁ.ﬂﬁw_ﬁaﬁ_u pay his/ber debts to the
:; { “ﬁ :ﬂé: A ld'déé'é"i é'greag

in something other than gold and silver ccin of the United States.

Sigoaturs B

Title

Date

Witness

) " hhd A



SURETY and BOND FOR COST
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Cose ® y902e
The Pecple of the State
of Louisiana

Lafayette Municipal Court
v

City of Lafayette
Francis Mitchell Kaltenbach

Parish of Lafayette

I do hereby enter myself security for cost in the cause, and acknowledge
myself bound to pay or cause to be paid al)l cost which may accrue in this
scton, either to the opposite party, or to any of theofficers of this court, in
pursuance of the laws pf this State, and/or the United States.

Dated this /0" day

of OcTl0ber 1983 s —— ~7

D P Y Y T T Py AR P PR arp e papaparparanparpraanpy
B T L L L L L L Lt L Ly e T e Lt Ll L L LT Ty Ty Ty e pgrpepy

JUSTIFICATION OF SURETY

Parish of Lafayette
State of Louisiana

"ZAP‘A?W{—____.{; day

of veaaabel T 2T ceemea ------------of the Pnruh and State of
Louisiana aforesaid, surety on the bond of Francis Mitchel)l Xaltenbach

who , being duly sworn, deposes and says that he is seired of his right mind,

and that over and above all of his just debts t.nd liabilities, inproperty not exempt
by law from levy and sale ynder executl o lear unincumb ed estate of the
value in excess of TWp }:U (Y] n., L She ‘L 7 #) “Dollars,
within the jurisdiction of this State,

Charrihad and swarn tn hefaras rma thia , - s ﬂ’ r! A & 1081
cUSSLTIOSE N0 SWorn LD D2I0Ts it L2 7 =i A1 Mg, d7 0o
o

Notary Public
My Commission expires at T

’ ﬂ/{réf'/(:u e
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SURETY and BOND FOR COST
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Cise ® /192032
The People of the State
of Louisiana

Llfarette Municipal Court
vs

City of Lafayette
Francis Mitchell Kaltenbach

: Parish of Lafayette

I do hereby enter myself security for cost in the cause, and acknowledge
myself bound to pay or cause to be paid all cost whick may accrue in this
action, either to the opposite party, or to any of theofficers of this court, in
pursuance of ibe laws of ghis State, and/or the Uniied Staies.

A
Dated _this /D day
of Ocllfer 1983
IR AT L s P e e L L AL L e T L T YT P P T Ty T T T s T T Y PP e e arper s
eI RN IS T L R LTI A L AL Tt E L T s TR Y P 2 e L Py L T L T T TP

JUSTIFICATION OF SURETY b

Parish of Lafayette N
State of Louisiana 4

Peyso, y eared this day befate me
u:....{!‘-??ﬂ'ﬁf';- -------------- . «---of the Parish and State of

Louisiana aforesaid, surety on the bond of Francis Mitchell Kaltenbach
who , being duly sworn, deposes and says that he s seized of his right mind,
and that over and above all of his just debts and liabilities, inproperty not exempt

by law fromn Jevy and :&: u;:zbr executl on, of a cleay unincumbered estate of the
value in excess of Fréfy ) ovSAv A 1 qg‘//gg Dollars,
within the jurisdiction ol this State. -

Subscribed and sworn to before me this /0 day of £¢ r- A, D, 1983

é?-{ 4
M otary Public
My Commission expires at _O/44

idAE”
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1983, and October 1, 1983, and Louisville telephone call to
Indianapolis, October 21, 1983.

"Preliminary Investigation™ instituted August 11,
1983, with expiration date of December 11, 1983,
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On October 27, 1983, a review of.the files of the
Louisville Division, determined the Sheriff's Posse Comitatus
{SPC} as an organization has not been active in Kentucky.
However, during the Fall of 1975 - November, 1976, the
Christian Posse Comitatus (CPC) held weekly meetings and
distributed CPC literature in the Greater Louisville,
Kentucky area.

- Printed on the CPC literature distributed by
was the identical symbol for the SPC, a star and

SAiivd

circle, with the exception the CPC symbol had a cross
in the center of the star.
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o infornation is available lnﬂicating

of the above listed individuals are currently affiliated ‘

with the SPC or CPC and may have been responsible for the
letter received by Davis on July 21, 1983. '

int:
No addltional 1nvestigation ig cgntcnplated E

by Louisville and captioned matter is belng RUC'd to
Indianapolis.

3*

Dol L "‘_pﬂﬁ L e e




M h“-
rf
TELES ;‘c\'-; T
DNOB 13 2992238 . u‘
- bLn ' ( J Z
R HI o
€ DN 813 OF IRVE:TIGATION | -
M“"'T
ZNR UUUUU : wwoa___ |
, : X [ X1
R 26 22087 OCT/83 8 Rbe im,
e, Moy ', ]
FM DENVER (18pA-12618) (RUC) Tor aa |
Ywg. |}
TO DIRECTOR /ROUT INE .
SPRINGFIELD / (188A- 14593) ROUT INE g
- .
"OM
T 5
SHERIFF'S POSSE_COMITATUS (SPC); DOMESTIC SECURITY/TERRORISM;

(00:S1)
RESIAIRTEL TO THE BUREAU, AUGUST 12, 1583.
FOR INFORMAT ION OF THE BUREAU AND SPRINGFIELD, DE
} IND ICES CONCERNING-ON AUGUST 18, 1983, AND LOCATED NO

IDENT IF IABLE INFORMAT ION, /o O - jl87031_ 46

DENVER INADVERTENTLY MISPLACED ORIGINAL COMMUNICATION TO

prs S

NOTIFY BUREAU AND SPRINGFIELD OF ABOVE.
B
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A '\A‘)
FEw<RAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGAION
Washington, D. C. 20537 ’
REPORT
of the
LATENT FINGERPRINT SECTION
ADENTIFICATION DIVISION
/ reFiENO. T2 ) | Wovesber 2, 1983
LATENT CASE NO, : ..
C-26141 )

TG

§AC, Indianspolis

REQRIFF'S FOSSE (XMITATUS;
DOMESTIC SBCURITY

REFERENCE.:
EXAMINATION REQUM%: ,ﬁiﬁa

Panphlet, Q3

The 1listed Q specimens are further
Laboratory report,

described in a seperate

Wo latent prints of valus were developed on the O specimens,
The specimens are enclosed.

W0~ 93703/=5%.
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FEucRAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGA:10 |
| Washington, D. C. 20537 /-

REPORTY

of the

LATENT FINGERPRINT SECTION
IDENTIFICATION DIVISION

157-8112 ) Decexber 1, 198)
FRFIENO. . 100-48703) |
LATENT CASE NO. C~26143

TO: 8AC, Indianapolis

o,

EHERIFP'S POSSE COMITATUS;
RE: pOsESTIC

REFERENCE: Alrtel 10/11/23 R

EXAMINATION RE . Indianapol is
secnes R

The specimen {s further described in a seperate

report,

No latent prints of value were developed on the enclosed
specimen.
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RECORDED FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 10/18/83 5-
. 10/19/83  UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE h
Leberatery Work Shest
Recorded 11/3/83 Received 11/1/83

To: SAC, Indianapolis (157-8112) (P)

"

rBIFLE No, 100-487031— _ ;
LAB. NO 31018083 p Uz

Re:  SHERIFF'S POSSE COMITATUS YOUR No.
DOMESTIC SECURITY

00: Indianapolis 'Em“imby: .

LC#C~26141

Noted By:
Examination requested by: Indianapolis
Aintef
Refarence: ctober 11, 1983
Examination requested: Docmen@_gg{?fiﬁt\
Specimens received: October 18, 1983 j
Specimen:
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Time Date Pate
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NOTE:

BY REFERENCED COMMUNICATION. NEU ORLEANS OFFICE
THE LAFAYETTE RESIDENT AGENCY HAD BEEN CONTACTED BY

CONCERNING A G6ROUP OF INDIVIDUALS THAT
APPEARED TO FIT THE PROFILE OF THE SPC.

THESE INDIVIDUALS HAVE ENGAGED IN HEATED COURTROOM DEBATES WITH
A CITY COURT JUDGE DURING TRAFFIC VIOLATION HEARINGS TELLING THE
JUDGE HE WOULD BURN. HAVE PAID TRAFFIC FINES WITH PUBLIC MONEY ORDER
CERTIFICATES NOT HONORED BY ANY BANK. AND HAVE REFUSED TO RECOGNIZE
THE JURISDICTION OF THE COURT OR THE AUTHORITY OF THE LAFAYETTE

POLICE DEPARTMENT. A CIVIL SUIT HAS ALSO BEEN BROUGHT AGAINST THE
CITY COURT JUDGE.

ONE OF THESE INDIVIDUALS+ ROBERT KALTENBACH. IS AN AVOUED
TAX PROTESTER WHO ESPOUSES THE PHILOSOPHY "FIGHT ORGANIZED CRIME.
ABOLISH THE INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE {IRS}."™ AN ASSISTANT ATTORNEY
GENERAL OF THE STATE OF LOUISIANA BELIEVEIS THAT HMEMBERS OF THIS

SAME GROUP OF INDIVIDUALS. MAY ALSO BE LOCATED IN LAKE CHARLES.
BATON ROUGE~ AND NEW ORLEANS. LOUISIANA.

ON JULY 28~ 1983+ JOHN F. RUNTE. ANOTHER SELF-AVOUED TAX
PROTESTER. SPRAYED MACE IN THE FACE OF A U.S. MARSHAL IN OPEN COURT
DURING A TAX EVASION PROCEEDING IN THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF
LOUISIANA, LAKE CHARLES. LOUISIANA. THE FEDERAL JUDGE PRESIDING

OVER THIS MATTER IS BEING SUED BY RUNTE.

BASED UPON THE ABOVE. THE NEU ORLEANS OFFICE IS BEING
INSTRUCTED TO INITIATE A PRELIMINARY INQUIRY IN THIS MATTER.
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ﬂ SHERIFF'S8 POSEE COMITATUS
MEMBERS IN DELAWARE

N

Raference is made to your letter dated November 16,

1983, zequesting that the 41 individuals identified by the
Internal Revenve SBervice (IRS) as members of the Sheriff's Posse
Conitatus (SPC) in Delaware bé¢ searchsd in the Federal Bureau -
of Investigation JFBI) Beadquarters indices.

On January 21, 1583 Al
Agents and admitted baix:

ol - 16 1983

o
Aast. Di.s aled ool Thae hao e Sfoa._al

o ok &dvissd he has mo intention of arresting .
Crim. . ___anyone, be it the Judge or the Marshalls, but merely wished to
o _call their actions to the attention of the United States torney.

- e—

Public Ath, ___ qt’ - A
RE /2 /z‘i‘i\i

Rec. Mgnt.
Yach. Soevs. . |

- : i, *
Tulnlr —r L _:

Tolephons Rm. ___
Olrecrar’s Soc'y MAN RODM
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*ENLIGHTENED PATRIOTS ASSOCIATION. .
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”-. . 17‘- -+ -": .Q“‘ﬁ..d@
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-.;.’flz.f?f' T LA T -i:g%::%_\.%w;

g . B L I AT
o '__1’-_ Re Buruu teletype to *New Orleans dated - 2/13]83.
aptioned SHERIFF'S POSSE COMITA'I'US, New Drleans airtel and:
o the Bureau dated 10/21/83, and captigned BHERIFF 8 POSSE '
TIATUS. ;.o ool 100" YED03I— ool L ihda RAE I8,
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ENLIGHTENED PATRIOTS ASSOCIATION

————_
)
L
U

NEWSPAPERS AND TELEVISION

Somm

The Daily Advertiser, a Lafayette, Louisiana, newspaper,
has contained several advertisements concerning the Enlightened
Patriots Association.

These advertisements disclose this group to conduct
meetings at Stansbury's Restaurant at 8:00 a.m. on Saturdays and
the Western Sizzler Steak House at 6:00 p.m. on Thursdays.
Furthermore, the advertisements disclose that the United
States Constitution forbids direct taxing of citizens and the source
of a man's living cannot be taxed.
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ENLIGHTENED PATRIOTS ASSOCIATION

On February 26, 1984, The Advocate, a Baton Rouge,
Louisiana, newspaper, carried an article featuring an interview
with Robert Kaltenbach, a constitutional paralegal who leads a

i i K I i - el oo
group called the Enlightened Patriots Association and who opposes

paying income taxes,

on rch 8, 1984
advised he recently saw Robert
Kaltenbach appearing on a Lafayette television station talking
about his tax protest movement and claiming that he had not paid
income taxes for the last ten years.
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ENLIGHTENED PATRIOTS ASSOCIATION

S
—
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—__

CONCLUSION

Extensive investigation has not been conducted and a
great deal of knowledge is not known about Robert Kaltenbach;
however, it appears that he is leading a tax resistance organization

and is openly involved in a tax protest movement offering step by
step guides to would be tax resisters.

Apparently Kaltenbach, as displayed by his absolute re-
fusal to display driver's license; his refusal to accept jurisdiction
of local courts and police departments, his open defiance of paying
taxes, his vow of poverty, and his claims that local governments
cannot charge for license plates, traffic fines, building permits,
judicial Judgments, etc., does display a degree of negativism toward

P W e

governments and legal authority.



Furthermore, it is somewhat contradictory when Kaltenbach
takes a vow of poverty but has over $2,000 cash in his possession
during a recent arrest.

It is opined, without further insight, that Kaltenbach
will continue his tax protest movement and be willing to be jailed
to express his opinions.

His association with members of other violent prone tax
protest movements is unknown but it is believed that Kaltenbach has
not openly advocated violence or the violent overthrow of the
American system of government. However, he will not be deterred
from his movement.
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__ }100,000 REWARD

SIMPLY PRODUCE A LAW
REQUIRING AN AMERICAN
. B CITIZEN TO FILE AN
L' | INCOME TAX RETURN.
#4CHENE [ EARN THE TRUTH —
et | ABOUT TAXES, MONEY,

ENLIGHTENED
PATRIOTS |
SR ASSOCIATION

(] B (W
LEARN. REVIVE, and PRESERVE OUR CONSTITUTION

Come have breaklast with us every Saturday morning at Stansbury’s Restuarant
: in the Oil Center at 8 a.m. You will be Enlightened’




PATRIOTS
ASSOCIATION

i : -

LEARN. REVIVE, lnc_l PRESERVE OUR CONSTITUTION

My Fellow American Ci'ﬁun.

~ As manyof you may know, 1 have been & Freedom Fighter an Patriot
for 10 years. | am commited to this cauee and will as proclaimed by
Daniel Webster; -

"] shall exert every faculty ! possess in aiding to prevent the Const-

itution from being nullified, destroyed, or imparied; and sven though

1 shall see it fall, I will still, with a voice feeble, perhaps, but earn-

ast as ever {ssued {rom human lips, and with fidelityand zeal which

nothing shall extinguish, ‘.::“ om the PEOPLE to come to it's rescue. "
The time has come for me to call upon the PEOPLE, who care about paying
legal taxes with legal money to a legal government, and ask t!:ern to support
this endeavor through the new named organization ENLIGHTENED PATRIOTS
ASSOCIATION,

1 firmly believe thal sveary patriot shouldbelong to at least one
organization and not only educate the public about the fraud that exist in
our money and tax systam, but survive in the fight against injustice. Are
you prepaired? What would you do if the IRS seized your home, wiped out
you bankaccount, closed down your businesa, and impounded your car. Do
you know the Rules of Survivial? Through proper sducationand application
of basic rights, non of the above nesd avar happen. What woutd you do if
the bankere foreclosed on your farm, home or business. Would you kno:v'
how to fightback. Thfir isaway w0 stop ALL foreclosures.

Their (s a ﬁy te fight amd 'IN against all buracracys. Don'tbe a
sitting duck, Attending our mestings and learn how to end being a tax slave.
Learn why:

1. All Imcome Tax is Voluntary.

2. Why you ars legally not required to file a rsturn.
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3. How to legally stop your employer from withholding from your pay check.
4. How to stop IRS audits FOREVER.
5. Why not filing is in the Nation's interest?
&. How to use the Public Scrum"a Questionaire.
7. How to use the Privacy Act of 1974 (Public Law 93-597).
8. When absolutely required, How to fils a:
a. Wages are not income return. ~
b. Bill of Rights Rstura.
c.5th Amendment return with donation.
d. NoName 5th Amendment Return.
¢. O{zero return).

f. "NONE'' Return.

Learn why the Siate, Parish and Cities cannct demand payment of:

i. Income Tax , 5. Occupational License
2. Property Tax 6. Building Permirs

3. License Plates 7. Business :Licerue

4. Tralfic Fines 8. Judicial .l;udgmentl.
The Frezedom Lesgue in Oragge Californis is offering again for the

10th year a  $100, 000. 00 reward to anyone who produces s Law requiring

any American Citizen to file a 1040 confession sheet. Farl0 years 71, 000

- IRS employees, 615, 000 Attorneys aadover 2 1/2 million Accountants

-~

cannot find such a law. But they still insist that theiris one, or rather their
was one, but it plrelcribed in 1946. Tha! right the Income Tax expired in 1946
snd last year 35, 000, 000 Amaricans &id ast file or pay this VOLUNTARY
TAX. Were you one? If not Jeara ths truth about MONEY & TAXES by
attending, the ENLIGHTENED PATRIOTS ASSOCIATION'S meetings. o
YOU WILL BE ENLIGHTENED. Admission is free and pveryone is welcome.
April Fool's Day (Aprl}l.'ot-hl-h approaching and their is & wayto fight
back. Their is a way to stand upon your Constitutional Rights an rid your-

self of all {llegal taxes.
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Samuel Adams summed it all up with the following:

Yl we love wealth better than LIBERTY, the tranquility of servitude
batter than the animating contast S FREEDOM, go home fromus in
peace. We askaot your counsel of your arms. Crouch down and lick
- ) ' the hands of those who feed you, May your chains set lightly upon you.
May prosterity forget that ys were our countrtmen''.
We have the same problern today. Everyones is more concerned about ace-

ulating wealth, than preserving our children futurs. Everyone would rather

pay the illegal Income Tax and lsave this problem for the nextgeneration
to solve. Fearand ignorance will kespyou a tax slave. The Constitution
and the ENLIGHTENED PATRIOTS ASS50C. will ser you free. -

Thomas Jefferson once said:

HEIL s A —lvae swmomm] masm s =1} ' s

e b o e o P
4 WK sacrican WUPIU SVE&T &1i0W prlvlw ORNKS 10 conu'oi ihc 188U

ue
of their money, first by inflation and ther by deflation, the banks and
corporations that will grow up around them will deprive the people
of their property until their chiidren will wake up homeless on the
continent their fathers conquered. "
FACTS

1. The Federal Reserve isa private bank and does control our fiat
monetary system.

Z. Have you notice deflation and inflation lately?

3. Why do banks own every auto, home, farm ect. ? .

4. Can you afford to buy a home today?

5. Will your children be homelens tomorrow?

Sit back and do nothing. Or worae yet look out for yourself a.nd capitalize
with the present bank created gituation. Or learn the truth.

“And ye shall know the truth, and the truth shall set you {ree. ' John 8:32
:)d:r' people are destroyed for lack of KNOWLEDGE'"., Hosea 4:6

Or:

“All that is necessary for triumph of evil----is that good men donothing. "

Edmund Burke
FYN | I/ o .

Our nextmeeting will be at

EMdzy_ﬂmq_

located at Jﬁdz ‘ch't Ek‘iégmai ,il’;.(ﬂl"ﬁg ﬂ-
city dmﬂdmuﬁ#&;_&'_
w Farg NI 31 ey _Jdanpary

For God and Country

PR————

L} Bob Kaltenbach
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Lafayetts. La. T0503
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Do you have a "Dollar~ in your
Tillfold or purse? Possibly you aay
have spme oblong pieces of colored
paper with pictures or numbers on it.
But iz that a "Dollar” as is defined
by LAW?7? If you have one or more ob-
long pieces of colored paper, that
You consider to be a "Doliar", some-
time take a careful look at such an
instrument. Yes, it is an instru-
ment, but E_; the kind that can make

u

music, or sed to perforn

surgery.
Mhava {8 a waritate af Plenamalnl /amam.
AICi T Lo B VERI AV VW Ua Ldisimlivisd/ Wi

etary instruments, such as stocks,
bonds, demand deposits {checks), de-
posit certificates, contracts
{1.0.U's) etc. But what kind of ites
is the oblong piece of paper that
many citizens work for, and use %o
obtain things for needs and also
pleasure for a citizens living? Does
a {aicco of paper with numbers like 1,
5.10,20,50 or 100 make it a dollar,
or not? Do pictures of Washington,
Lincoln, Jefferson, Hamilton, Jack-
son or Franklin fulfrill the lawful
specification of what a dollar 18?7

To help know and understand vhat
this interssting and common item re-
ally is, a brief study of sarly Amer-
ican History will be helpful % wn-
derstand what is being taiked abous,
for such {nformation may de very sur-
prising. There is strong evidence
that things are not what they sees -
10 be, or what many citisens consider
t0 be corrsct, Teslly is not eorrect.

During the time of Amerioca’'s
creation as a nation, with the estad-
iishing of a govermaent, certain pow-
ors wers defined. Cne such sudject
being a national money system.

The specification for a United
Statas syeten of monsy was origirated
on April 2, 1792 and is called W
“Colnage Act®, and is #till current
law for the U.S. and i3 codiflsd as

such in Pitla 11 Af ¢ha N R Aadeam_
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Section 371 of Title 31 U.S.C. says
as follows: “The monsy of acoount of
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the U.S. shall be expressed in DOL-

IARS, units”... Then to give perma-
nence to this Coinage Act, the Sesc-
ond Congress added the following: ".
++and that all accounts in the pub-
lic offices and all procesdings in
the courts of the United States
shall bs kept and had in conformity
to this regulation.” In Section 20,
wost cititens are familar with the
common dealings of buying or sell-
ing in amounts to or from the gov-
srrment. The above description de-
fines the "unit" of America's mon-
2y, such as other nations use terms
0f Marks, Pounds, Prsnc, Lira, Peso.
Yen, etc. eotc.

The name for u measurement/unit
of United States money is specified
%0 bs & DOLLAR. The guestion then a-
rises to WHAT ia the name applied to°
It should be remsmbered the name
(tera) dclimr is similar to other
types of msasursment, such as gquarts
msasure liguid, inches measure gdis-
tance, pounds measure welght, degree:
Seasurs tem ature, hours measurse
time, etc. a dollar then is a
specific messurement of some "thing"
or “substance®, such as othsr terms
8L measursment like quarts of milk,
n:hu of falric, pounds of potatoes,
#%to.

The Congress has specified that
8 DOLIAR {8 an exact amount of pre-
clous metal. A "dollars worth" of
money as defined hy Congress is a
precise amocunt of either gold or sil-
ver. Such specification as defined 4
law doss WOT include a plece of ob-
lorg colored paper with plctures and
mmbars.

As the result of improper or in-
complets informatian and also conven-

- {ence, many eltizens consider a dol-

lar to be something that it is not.
The only proper ducgip.lt&on for Uni-

Sald Bhobos mocans Pnliiar af sald-
ey SLAVWE BUNTY 49 aveami TS grav

8T "Doliar of silver”. mothing else.
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Prom 1792 until 1933 thers was celns in circulation now, except the
-the gold backing f4r Dnited States m\y. It would seem that gomeone
} currency. The government had both 8 good scam going, loaning paper
; gold and silver under its “protec- money at its face value to the gov-

. = . tion”, "that could thanbe exchanged sryment, that has 98% profit for a
.. |for an oblong plecesT aplorsd paper sns "dollxr” Bill.

- fwith pietures and mmbders. The Ppleces . No! Paper money iz NOT dollars

oy |{of paper were convenient to use and . as is defined by law., The obdlong

el -~ carry around, but were not a “dollars gic:c of colored paper is a Pederal
wmm -~ iworth” of United States monty. These eserve NOTE. As such, it is evi-

'pieces of oblonz colored paper could dences of a dedbt. such ag an I.0.U.
‘be redesmed for the amount of preclious Any note iz an obligation of the
‘metal stated on the instrument, §I, maker, and is not wealth in the com-
is.xo.zo stc. wic. The paper was mon sense. It is & liability/burden,
not the money, but only a claim (3.0. and the acknowledgement that there
il.) to the money, sllver and gola. 4s an amount owed that has been bor-
i In Dacsmber af 1011 2 new law Towed, Assarted movernmant officials
'was made that concerns the United fave confirmed/acknowledged the fnl-
[States system of money. Prier to lowing: “Pederal Reserve Notes are
11913 the Pederal Government itself MOT dollars”. #1- Russell L Munk,
!m the supplier of "DOLLARS". ¥he ' - 4Asst. General Council, Dept. of

'new law permitted another source :{ freasury, Wash., D.C. Feb. 18. 1977.
;money for the United States, Ue Ped- #2- John E. Durke acilng Distriet
‘sral Reserve System. The name is less Director of Internal Revenue Ser-
;than correct, and mizleading as %o vice June 27, 1978.

‘what many think or consider it to be, Something to think about! Re-
such as, the Pederal Reserve is NOT member, in America the money of ac-
 any part of the United States Govern- count is & DOLLAR, and that is an
ment. The word “Federal® ests the exact amourit of either gold or sil-
organization may be a division ng;ncy. ver, t & piece of colored paper.
departaent, bureau, stc. of the United . merchandise, and compensa-

States Government. It is NOT. It. s & tion etc. etc., ars described as
combination of (12) twelve private amounts of dollars. Do you pay dol-
banks, which presently have an excliu- lars at a store? Do you receive dol-
sive monoply agreement with the Ped- lars when cashing a check at banks?
eral Govermment as the only source of M0, you do not, the Pederal Reserve
money lssued in the United States. A1l Note is s substitute for a Dollar.
‘ssoney ¢reated in the United States is Also, ALL courts must say Dollar(s)

borrowed from the Federal Resarve when assessing a fine for such ac-
fprivate banks) and loaned to the Uni- tiens as traffie violations. all
ted States Covernment. Also the tera state, county and city taxes are

“Reserve” 1s not correct at this time, described in amounts of Dollars. The
and has not been since the 1960's. A law says sc. If you 40 not have any
cltizen could exchangs/redesn an ob- Dollars, as is defined by Congress,
long piece of colored paper with pie- can you pay the dill for taxes, or

‘turss and numbsrs for & quantity of an amgcunt of 2 fine? The V.S, Con-
.€0ld until 1933, During that ysar a stitution says in Article one, Sec-

‘law “suspended” the backing for geld tion 10 a8 follows: "No state shall
i0f United States money. The cholce of «+omake any THING but gold and sil-
having a “dollars worth” of gold By ’ wer coin a tender in payment of
citizens on a plece of oblong coleored dedt*. Al)l government employees

papst was snded. But thers was still taks an oath to uphold the iaw, and
‘the eholice of haring a “dollars support the Constitution. Don't let
worth” of silver. This cholce of eit- them forget. :
{igpens to have silver dollars was alse $ince 1968 there have been NO

" iended in the 1960°'s. No ohe could ex- lawful dollsrs created in the 1.S.,
changs/redesn a plece of obleng col- and there is po specification of the
wred papsr jor & dollars worth of sil- subetance of a =Dollar® at-present,
wver, and it can not be dons at this. or how such of salid substance is a
‘time. You may a Silver er Dollars worth.
gold coin from certain dealers, Wt 'P.5. Recently the Attorney Gen-
‘they want more paper than what is - - -aral for Illinois State admitted that

#the valus amount stated on the face. only gold and silver can be used to
of such. There are no Silver or govid pay tazes to the state. It would seen
coins in general eirculation at this the same law applies to the other 49

time. All coins are of a different states also.
substance, such as copper and nickel, P.8.#2- 1f you still think paper
with 2 "nav™ perny {(cent) soon to be currency is Dollars try this test: A
of sinc. The production cost of any ftack or roll of dimes worth $10.00
] oblong colored plece of paper with e fyice as big as & stack or roll of
| pictures, regardless of the numbers dimes worth $5.00. A *$10.00 Dollar"
on it (1,5,10,20 etc) costs about 2¢ bill is the same pize and weight as a
sach to print, which is h.’l. than *$5.00 Dollar™ bill.
the production cost ¢f any/all U.5. .
| .
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ON WAGES?

Sme

Some citizens are s5till confused a-
put who pwes an income tax., Some citi-
ens beleive that all money received
5 taxable. ivate jndividu nay
onsider that their wages are taxabe.
©o Yyou know some wages are taxable
nd other wages are not taxable? 1If
ome wages Are taxable, who has tax-
ble wages? If some wages are NOT tax-
ble, whos wages are fiot taxable? If
‘ou do not know the correct answers
.0 these questions, probably you are
aying m tax that you do not ows. If

-pu do not properly understand what

he income-tax law really means, pos-
ibly the correct knowledge will be

euarding.

Children are taught about the Tooth
aliry, Easter Bunny and Santa Claus.
dults all now know that such stories
re lies. People have been tmught a-
other story that is also a lie. Cit-
tens have heard this lie for so long,
hat many individuals have never ask-
d IF tre story is true, or not trus.
eme may have acked about this mtory,
mt did not ask the right person. Pos-
ibly the person being asked for the
ruth, alsc accepted the lie, or could
¢ & liar. Another question then is,
ow does one learn what is the truth,
nd what is'a lie?

' To find and learn any truth, one
ust go to the autharity. Such au-
jhority will usually be written in
jome book. The authority for the tax
n income is the 16th Anendment of

he United States Constitution. Ths
ipplication of the tax muthority is
‘sscridbed in Title #26 of the United
tates Codes. This is the wxplanation
{ tax authority that is used by the -
nternal Revenue Sevice. This inform.-
tion is printed by the United Statss
overnnent. Many citizens have never
rad the YRS Code {26 USC) and usually
ccept other peoples idea of what it
sans. Some citizens that have read

ns tax code are confused about what

t pays. ‘

Citizens have complained about the
AY the tax code is written. The lang-
1ge is sometimes vague, contradictory,
islsading and omits certain descrip-
1ons. Orne such interesting example
3 that the term “PERSCN- dogs pot
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always mean s human being. In legal
dsscription a “person” alsce gan be n
company, Agency, organization, in-
stitution, ete. that is incorporated
{(created) by government, which
“Person” would have certain rights
and obligations specified by govern-
wment. The privileges granted to such
a "Person" by government, can be dif-
ferant from "natural™” rights Private
individuals have, that government is
supposed to‘frotact and not infringe.
An individu is also a perscn, but
& "parson” le net always an individ-
ual. .

Another interssting iftem is the
name of the depa¥tment and the regu-
lations for tax collection. Most cit-
izens are familar with the Internal
Revenue Service and their Internal
Revenue Code (26 USC). Over in Eng-
land the same government branch is
called the “Inland Tariff." This
government department hae the func-

tion to collect tax jnside of the

Bodowma)l Pavammmant whisakh amistd ha
FEUBSI Bl UVYBL JRUTII vy Wilaiwll WUuwad Mo

confused as being the same as inside
the United States, but really is not.
Geographic borders are not as signi-
ficant for federal revenue collec-
tion as ars the limite, intents, ex-
emptions, liability etc. that are
specified by law.

Por an individual to earn and also

-r-ceivo wages, that can bes taxed, one

must first be an "employee™. Certain
employers pay wages that are taxable

-

ts their employvees. Por the purpose
of tax liability, the IRS Code de-
scribes who an loyee is, that the
sxployees (person) wagee can be taxed.
It should ba helpful to remember that
the income tax is granted under Art’ -
ele 1, Sectinn 8 of the United State.
Constitution, and is a type of Indi-
rect Tax, which does permit the gracd-
uated liability of the tax. The exact
opposite of ether taxec (Direct) are
required to be squal.

In Chaptar 24 of the IRS Code that

‘4® titled: =Collection of Income Tax
at Source on Wages" in Section 3401

(C) is the definition for the term

“Employee~, as follows:“For purposes
b this chapter, the term “enmployee”
includes an officer, employee, or e-
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“.-.'_ sttt aliths i, i
Lt Jiclal of hLs
L IUAteL ST AN
< wresf, of “he Distri of Columbia,

5= ary aFency of instrumentality of
any one or more of .the foregoing. The
trrm “employee” alsc includes an offi-
~er of 2 corporatibn-”.

The above description for federal
revanue collection says several dif-
ferant Thines. In simpler language it
aca~-, #1 that the tax 15 on wages,
w nct on the “source”. This is im-
periant. 2% ANy "source” is
from tax. All sources can NOT be tax-
2, urlens the tax is wgual, or there
i a national emergency which does
prreit such for a two year time limit.
{Article i, 8 8. £1. 12) #2 Also spe-
~ified is that government employass
‘(public wervants) wages are taxable.
~ne interesting fact is that without
1 nationsl emergency ONLY public ser-
varts wages are taxable. The wages
received by any ivate ivi .
are NOT taxable! The wares of Publie
~ervarts are taxadle because the em-
sloyee is working for government. The
srivilege of working for the govern-
aent is considered “special” and is
taxable juet like any other licenss
rrarted to citizens.

" The exciste tax for goverrasnt ea-
nloyment is collected “at the source”,
but is NOT a tax on the source for
private individuale. -Government em-
ployment (special privilege) is &
proper sutject for tax liability. Both
the 16th Amendment and the IRS “Code"
cpecify that profit or gain (income)
wrugt bte produred (generated, derived,
‘originated, separated) FROM the source
‘g ‘be taxable. Title 26 USC describes
this specification in Section 61 (A)

15 followe:™.,.gross income means all
income FROM whatever source derived...”

That government edployees are sub-
jeet to an Indirect Excise Tax on wages
15 described further in Section 3402
of 26 USC 3402 (A) describes that em-
ployer (a division of government) mak-
ing payvment of wages is require to
withhold tax a& prescribed by the Sec-
Tet vf the Treasury. In Section M-
02 (N) permission is granted to be Ex-

ditions are met by the smplovee. T™herse
is & critical difference of bei “ox-
empt” from withholding, which still
ackrowledges & liability or duty,
when compared to be “immune” from
-withholding such as a private indi-
‘widual cltisen.
‘ Explained further that public ser-
vants are subdject to an indirect ex- -
eise tax liability is the descriptien
in 26 USC Section 6111 (A) corcerning
‘delinquent tax, which resds in part,
‘as followsi1"Levy may be made upon the
accrued salary or wages of any officer,
smployee, or elected official of the
‘United States. the District of Colum-
bis or any agency or instrumentality
of the United States or District of
Columbdia ...". If you are not a pub-
lsiyser:nnti then the IRS clnnqtdprop-
crly put a levy on your wages under
Section 63)1(:! of 26 USC.

The IRS Code agaln specifies that
private individual compensation is
immune of Andirect excise liabilicy
in Section B6), which is titled “In-

P e |

L \){;gg sources within the Unlted
§ fs. Py} 2 of Section BEl dis-
£usses th ubject of ~Persecnal Ser-
vices” and reads in part. as fcllows:
*...compensation for labor on sém-
vices performed in the United Stiates
shall NOT be deemed to be’income* fror
sources within the U.3. if — (C} the
compensation is for labor on service:
performed as an employee of or under
e contract with ~ (ii) an individu=zl
who is a citizen or resident of tre
U.S5.. & domestic partnership, or a
domeStic corporation...”

Again, the tax code specifies tha-
the source is immunre of lizbt:lity.
Also, Section BEl describes that com-
pensation for Personal Services is
not income (profit or gain) if you are
a private individual citizen, and have
not accepted gome special privilege |
from government to create a duty ar?
obligation to pay an excise tax.

During the netional emergency of
World War II is when withhoiding for
tax had first started. The aushor.ty
was temporary for the duration pnly.
(Article I, 8 B, C1. 12) The tax tihren
collected was under Sectior 34C1, at
the source. This avthority is now ex-
pired, ac that emergency is over. Sec-
tion 61 (A) of 26 USC is pot the profper
application for withholding of pri-
vate individual compensation for ser-
vices.

The law for tax on income {8 arn Ex-
cise Tax and applies to users of somr
speclal privilege granted by govern-
mert and then also permits 2 t:zx on
profit -or gain. but not any of the
source of such profit or gair is zax-
able. IRS Publichitior #525 specifies
that wages and salary zre tre rzir
source of profit or gain for most
citizens. If you did rot ksow or prop-
erly understand the autlority for Ped-
ersl (and State) tax on income, then
4f you are not a public servart, prob-
;:ly You have beer the victim of a big

€.

If you are not a public servant,
there is no legal reason to fill out
& W-U Form that invites your private
employer to withhold amounis of your

t fron "withholdirg”,IF certain conc —compensation. 1f you are a pubdlic

servant, ycu have taken an oath to
obey the law. Honest public servants
tell the truth, and 40 not collect a
tax that private citizens do not owe.
If » pudblic servant is opposed <0 such
& tax. then employment in some private
enterprise is suggested. The law for
& Sax on income has not changed. Now
¥you know what it really means.

TAXES ON OCCUPATION OR -~
UIO!AREWLAWFUL/T'\
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MUST YOU PAY INCOME TAX?

I-'DH INBIVIDIIMS, INCOHE TAX IS A VOLUNTARY TAX

Thnbowuemenlmh

eroeh of the siaernen & eally very
pimple. ]

THE U.S. CONSTITUTION FOR-
BIDS THE FEDERAL GOVERN-

MENT TO IMPOSE ANY TAX

DIRECTLY UPON INDIVIDUALS
INDIVIDUALS VOLUNTARILY

Bedore World Was I individuals’ wages wem
ol considered 1o be mabject 10 incown: xes
During the war 3 “Victory Tas™ was impossd oa

i
E
ii
g
:
4
i
E
4
E

[
b
ii!

duh-unbnd-uuym&hu

i
!%
i

Tymany o douy wosion of
o e e e
dy!!md&hdhmm

A Ty Ty ey T

I‘I

Duceptive siaternents by IRS ond
otha iy have cremted
et 1 whether thow Emizstions

on direct wam arv ol in elecy They incorrectly
clnirn fhut the Mith Amendment (ths inncms my

us Comnt wjncsad Shaee claions s e
case w Ushes Paaliic R B. Ca, M0
US L (M) whan they muind than the ich

became the Conmitution i sugmires
St all Sirect e mast be ", A
INCOME TAX BB AN TAX
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of mx is i* The Brushaber decision. which has
-nrhenmuleddundupm:mn
dermanding by stating "~ mamw
i is nesure an ecoise ..” and ¥ further siased
'.ﬁmuuﬁmuhﬂwﬂ
i in -t pos” The ruling established that

" imcome tax is constitutional as an excise tax, but

nol & 9direct tax. Acoording 1o the Court the
imoome 1ax is sail! an excise tas (primarily a tax on
carporations). The IRS reiies on the Brushaber
ducision w0 prove the constituionality of the
mamm&msmm
m-—-““

Now the question sriser: Can an cxcier tax be
Tidt on individuals by government® The answer
s definiscly NO! Remember. s discumed
anclicr, e Convtiintion sheclvtnly forbide say
edorsl e t be oid direotly on individuain.
‘Then who or what i subject I an excise lax” The
u&&nanuﬂtht.thC;

Sy monsflacturs. sals o conmemplion of cew-
madinn within she coumry. wpon licenses © purnee
Gamn scevpamons. s upon covporalr privileges
Individuals are mot commodities or cor
pavations. so the only way ab individual could be
ons indiroctly mbyec ©0 an Eaciet ux s if be
W graniod 4 Hccnee 10 Engage in an occupetion
of special priviiege. such m & lewyer. The Count
s ruled that & lawyer is pransed a kicenee of spe-
il privilege by government ©© act a3 an officer of
e cownt and that money samned in the enercine
of that privilege is subject 1o an income (excisc)
hﬂwmummuhmlymr

a e withemy the svistemss of s

_p-nudw-m _ndml;unb;
0 om imcome (excise) tax. For exampie laborer.
hmq workez, salcanan. plumber. dlectrician,

[
WMJAIEM'W
Saction 600 of the Inwernal Reveaue Code elis
who “shall” Rle ivome s murme Without
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Stk Ammendment right sot 10 he coenpelled 1o be s
witmess against yourstl! Ui is clear that ndi
widuals are not reguired o file rewms. cven il
#hey have “income™ of 31,000 or more:
IT'S VOLUNTARY, SAYS RS
Heve are 2 few ecaamples of the oty and
duxprive wording used by the IRS in their oun

hat capacity. e is Bt soquised 15 ot and is not
dmbject 0 gmy criminal ponaltin sader e
WOW CITIZENS ARE TRAPPFED

s L& ___ ______§ 4

qucrty twist the Lyw againgl cilizens in taz cascs
Since juran do mot generslly waderstand the lrw
oad are einguided by thow et

5
i

publications that confirm the vol y nnture of
mcome (eaciae) tax. TRS poblication ®2! thal is
wadely dasributed 10 high schools acknowledass
of a saturm &5 voluntary and st the tame Eme sug-
gests that the filing ol a retumm is mandatory when

marw I ¥ dory you mus Sie yows raurn by the date
'Y .
. AWNMMMMMIM

imstruceion hookiet Each yoor Americon -

et e diowsint ” (foree).
Tie term “voluntary complisnce™ sppear 10
e comtradiciory. bl cavefu! snalysis shows the
werd 0 be accursie and isle An a s
weluniary when one dow it of his owe e will,
mot hacauer he is lared by low 1o do it K2 low

Jow . e vhlamary. However, in-
’J&imdm

.'ﬂ'-lb!lﬁlinamunum‘
-

et facts When on inividual fhes an Insgus e
saancy, be b considured 1o hove sulijected bimell
® e tax by bls swn sctice of Bling ¢ retus (the
degai principic of weplicd sasumppit), The volur-
ry action of Bling is comsideved 10 be ac-
wmulh:::‘:!m wilicms

il
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i
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Section 8 TI01 (a ) M) that states: “The avm
memn Ry pevve sulyect i sty inserval
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Iowuring the sandasd of Mving for all Amuricens
Wi income mx ot counted howee is Americs's
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| el aaslyis, the wordieg of e ol ) Ter thom. opmmpliunce with the o s . , i addivon w the low of Libesty snd
- --':":L":'-m The section 81_‘ r:-'”"""""""""“""" ;e hannument of cur people by the IRS's op-

Birmorns with reqpectie imarne ot wnderncbided | 0 CRIMES POR SNDIVIDUALS -, Toarve Sollection tactic, )
Shal be made by the pllowing (1 () Evry in Bimce individmels are oot pubject o sa -?‘mofﬂ;wm.:y‘nm
e’ shr srable puar & grom incowmeqf  oome (vicise) s, they should net be h"" _d"""‘m".‘"". s deception and enforced
Y or mare acrepe .. Everything thal comes  Wshject w wn veliind criminel ponshiss. Al : b dh"!“‘“““"_:&*""“‘“ﬂ“.'“g
1 o individual is wot legally defined sy~ Tt iminal prushine in i huwrael Revesne OF TW m';“ e Cornont
* Yo be “income”. moncy Bust be s guinor  Cnde o iminited I Chaper ¥3. Saction ¢ second plank ara's munis

pdhnnﬂ_rh-::usdfm ﬂﬂd’:-n-ﬂ-nr‘.: Manifesic.

E:‘i’:mny'm;mma::u Do Mered o0 Boiag o “‘parven’’ Whject 1o 0o of the rights of American cinzens by
g saire amd bps ot acomme” wrimion! puashiios for folleve & fie o meurn, F200% and burchucraty TS
o e i s atliom, | ot (0 Wy S 8 o proven tht pvermmensal shuscs of it
m--:uu-y:umm-.- Saction ST statyr: “The tow prwen‘'as sand  8908° FghLL. if unchocked. ghways lead 1o tyr-
quired” 10 bc madc by them Cows have & this chapesr inchule an qficer ar puployar of s "2 Deceiving o -mdo ity
sepcomdly niled tha! “shall” sxcats “saiy” when  SUpition or ¢ manber or swployer ¢f 2 por- wubjecting themacives ‘“mﬁﬂ notowe isa
wrd in awses (laws) i Sership. witt o mch iffio; smphper o memnber 5 St When individuals who do mot voluntarily
I the decision on Care & Fulieo B R, Cu.v. 5k ity io prvsores she a1 i ey o which sk SDf0CY themielves 10 the income (excise) a by
Hloshe, 95 US 170, the US. Supreme Court stase:  Welsmion screes ™ Only those peopic who are fling reums. have assessments of wa laid on
gyl se wond wholl wiew  Mquired 0 5t en hehalf of 4 corporation or Mmmb'.nlsnwmdﬁl-
o n motuirs i@ W0 b consinnd Wy, welan  POFRCTSRID. soc listod 24 being 2 “pervon” mbject h‘""“ 'mlrmﬁ“-;;
Ponngwy insrvrion i emenifes & criminal ¥ an individual s not in 1 of individuaks. coafiscates

individusk’ wages or property by levy and
wizure 1 seitle the unconstintionally lid ik
ciaims, the sction is pure thell under eplor of

.
WHAT YOU CAN DO
The LS Constinnion i the pupreme Low of the
Imad 1t was writien 1o crese & povernment of
BMemised powtrs for the primary purpose of secur-
g citizens” righu w like. literry and properey.
The Declaration of independence states that i is
e duty of cilizens 10 oppose and resist abuses of
heir rights. These violations of citizens rights
can be mopped if enough people become in-
formed of these facts. SHOW THIS INFORMA-
TION TQ YOUR FRIENDS! Copy this arucle.
Show i p ctizens’ groups and orpanizations
Iniorm the news media Cal) radio Wk shows,
The American people must be informed of these
liacts 20 they can take acfion © prescrve their
o

The Constinstion is 8 precious document of
our heritage of freedom. s guareniees of liberty
are only as effective as the will of the people 10
endorce them.

1 8 e, indepandent. sovereign individus) s
oniitied 1o 8t the ity of My labor Bt the derv-
aives Pwereci.

The IS (intemal Mevernss Service Sl known 5y
aichous Pobbery System) I NOT AUTHORIZED
TO ASEES A TAX sguingt tra andt has Ao pnsdiction
Ve My Baron B0 subeect mather and CAN NOT
Y .

Mo olioer con soquars jusisdiiction by deciding that

B boos 8 Ve mlime —didiimr olal A oot
T TRGEG T YR LR, P R LR T

dacides ai e perll” (hiddiek v. Low, 30 C 68 )
Woul) you help s vl group of men hun naive ang
rocent peopie? Everyone Knows and Feeny the
RS i vicious and crusl with et lae and Oe
saptions . . . §o mier, ONLY A JIDAS heigs
The RS OPPAESS the American workars.

{ daciers under paraity of parury ™ Sbove &

Reprindidatrbule
ip print sl davitnde. Srontiom Tract No. 16
AN PELA - Tax  Sepeaiity
TS Edgurtnn, Bt Poul, 8 55181
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VOLUNTARY TAXPAYERS
225 W. BAYOU PKWY,
UAFRYETTE, LA 70503 234.9809

Judge,

Jury 12 U.S. Attorney,
& 1.R.S. o

Jury Verdict: Wages are not income
Man who did not file income tax on $40,000 is innocent.
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The general misconception is that any statute passed by legisiators
bearing the appearance of iaw consiitutes the law of the land. The
U.5. Constitution is the supreme law of the land, and any statute, to
be valid, mus! be in agreement. It Is impossible for both the

Constitution and a taw violating it to be valid. One must prevait. This
Is succinctly stated as foliows:

r

“The general rule Is that en unconstitutional statute, though having
the form and name of law, Is in reslity no law, but is wholly void, and
ineflective for any purpose. since unconstitutionality dates from the
time of its enactment, and nct merely from the date of the decision so
branding it. An unconstitutional law, In legal contemptation, is as
inoperative as if 1t had never been passed. Such a statute leaves the
question that it purports 1o settie just as It would be had the statute
no! been snacied. _

“Such an unconstitutiona! law Is void, the general principles
fallow that i1 imposes no duties, confers no rights, creates no office,
besiows no power or avthority on anyone, affords no protection. and
tustifies no acts performed under i, . .

“A void act cannot be lepally consistent with # valid one. An
unconstitutional law cannot operate to supersede any existing valid
law. Indeed, insofar as a statute runs counter fo the fundamental law
of the land, it iz superseded

“*No one is bound to obey an unmmuﬁum law and no courts
are bound to enforce it.”’

. Sizissath AMERICAN JURISPRUDENCE

ENLIGHTENED PATRIOTS ASSOCIATION
225 W. BAYOU PARKWAY -
LAFAYETTE, LOUISIANA 70507 '
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U. S. CONSTITUTION ,

FORBIDS

- DIRECT TAXING
OF CITIZENS

Surprise! The Income Tax is Voluntary!

LEARN THE TRUTH —
ABOUT TAXES, MONEY,

PATRIOTS -
- ASSOCIATION -

LEARN. REVIVE aad PRESERVE ORI CONSTITUTION

Comne have brashiss: with ut every Saturday marning st Surwbary's Resteurant
& the OF Covar ot 8 am. Yau ull e Enliglvend

A ——
Kdvertiser, Latuyotte. La., Wed., Fab. 15, 1984 &
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Advertisor, Lafuyette, La., Sundoy. Fob. 5. 1984
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| waGEs NOT INCOME.
Supreme Court Rules:

“The Source of a Man s Living -
Can Not be Taxed”

Foliock v. Farmer’s Loan — 15 Sup Ct 812
" Sushaber v Uireon Pecific — 36 Sup. Ot 236

LEARN THE TRUTH —
ABOUT TAXES, MONEY,
THELAW & YOU!

ENLIGHTENED -
PATRIOTS

ASSOCIATION
LEARN, REVIVE and PRESERVE OUR CONSTITUTION

“L#t us disappoini the men who are roising thermebs upon the ruin of this country.”

Sam Adams, 1776

MEETINGS: SATURDAYS AT 68 AM. & THURSDAYS AT 6 PM.
Sransbury’s Restourant 81 8 a.m. - Western Sizzier Steok House st 6 p.m. -
1412 5 College Road MI Jd-ntm Street. :

] ’ YOUWMBEENLK?HTEN@!

WELCOME WELCOME ____ WELCOME _

J The Dailg Advertiser
Acadiana
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| h U.S. C'ongggUTION

FORBIDS
DIRECT TAXING
- OF CITIZENS

Surprise! The Incomo Tax is Voluntaryl

LEARN THE TRUTH —
ABOUT TAXES, MONEY,
THE LAW & YOU'

ENLIGHTENED

' PATRIOTS
. . ASSOCIATION

LEA.RN REVNE and PRESERVE OUR CONSTITUTION
“Lel us disappoini the men who are rasmg themseives upon the ruin ollhs country.”
‘Sam Adars, 1776

MEETINGS: SATURDAYS AT 8 AM. & THURSDAYS AT 6 PM.
Stonsbury's Restauronl a1 8 a. rn. Wesiorm Sizrier Steck House at 6 p.m.
N WI#mon Street.

1412 5. Coliege Road {,
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Ealtenbach, who prefers the tithe of ‘_h-h d for 38 years. ‘e
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foundation in law. ke ;M“ @ years age bod kim Lo

) musmuummum Inl;ﬂa.lnrrnmlul.h s

wio will listen tiroagh s grompknows s Cemniiiitins,

the Enlightened Patrists Asociation. © He racalls i mmmw

htlmymnpﬁm,m mmmmm.m

., hﬂﬂml—'-‘ldﬂﬂ ’ "'00 ot aad tell lh! world' " lbout

bekiefs. ; Constitation aad hew
l-imabnnj-un i 'z'm.u bries

simply don't want te ferfeit mopeyin | -
tazes, not becanse they have a m ﬁuwmﬂ i

T o T

\hnid Most seek out his ald bocagss " lh..l-hunnﬁﬂyuqﬂeh

}UNDAY ADVOCATE l

tal. W GhEa
ey

. &O, TFY
: [P
Section B BRSCAS
i S
P — p——

pmm—

I



e

~

83 SUNDAY ADVOCh: 4 Beten Reuge. Lo, Pup 98, 1981

tionwide. More and more
to pay income tazes., e clatmed.
EWe're growing at the rate of 1,000 2
" be said.
Enlightenad Patriot’s Associstion's

inary target, of course, is (be RS, bt .

o5, lawyers, accountants aad bankers
alzo on his list of ehdesirables. -
ey've stolen our law rystem frem

o their throats,” he said.

'cople are going Lo have Lo take coutret
?eudsuayapin“'

4 euueve:!t'unnumpumms
isér winmng effort.

=%e've got the IRS 5o they don’l knew
hend is ap,” besaid .
Jaltenbach believes that the natios can
saved through peacelu! means and be
those who share his betiefs are willing

l.gly Lhe price. o
U's no deterrent to send w to jol.

We said most of his fellow protestars ere
wifling to use peaceln] means 1o schieve
their goals, bu! be admils that some
afpen’'t eliminated violence 23 &
paiibility.

Jome would be willing 1o dis for their
bglels, be said, mentioniag that eme
msm. Gordot Kahl of Texas, has beeo

ifled

:gwe‘re going to have Lo jam it back

Xah! was sought by federal authorities
nection with Lhe deaths of

twd US marshals in Febroary 1983 in
Kirth Dakota. Kahl, » member of the tas
piplest group, Posse Comitatus, was the
geverament's prime swipect in the
wdrshals’ deaths. When foderal
:sm:ril.iu caught op with Kabl, be was

ed

$ut » bewspaper from Clintoa, Ark., The
Justice Times, contends that Kahl was
frimed and muordered in Arkansas and
thal the marshals were killed in North
DExota when Kahi returned fire in self-
-4 .

.

" federal putharities
' daath.

H ™A re - A

Bruce Bchalty/Mornmg Advocaie

bl . ol L L
-&pbert Kaltenbach leals & group which opposes income taxes

iciuu.'heppwn!eﬂhluﬂnlf
“champion of fresdom” and ingists that
jes mastermingded Kakl's

The paper also hints that the North
Datots imcidont may have baec a plot by
the US. goveramest (o infleence & jury
‘hearing defense (estimony in & tax evazion
: against soven Branif] airline pilots.
-+ *“We knpow tha! was the reasoo for it,"”
Kakashach said agreeing with the Justice
Times allegations. R

‘Kslieabach said some LaX protasiers,
incinding bimael!. have bocome survival-
coascious, ‘esiablishing - wilderness
hideawsys with siockpiles of Tood and
«coins 8f gold and silver just in case the
worst Lrgaspires. He recommends
worfheast Arkansas and the Rogue River

-E:_It‘lvltehinslhm-pmwuputm
=" - -

. Shut evhn the law that expired in 1946
didn’t redfuire most citizens (o pay taxes,
be said, because it was aimed at federal
employees. That's why the federal Lax
eollection agency is known as the internal
Revemne Service, he maid.

Bui even i the law had not expired in
1944, taxpayers would owe 0o assexrments
on wages received for tbeir labor,
Kaltenbach argued. Wages are simply sn
exchange for a person's time and eiforts
and are pot income, be said.

He believes that imcome is money
geserated from rent and icvestment

money. But the IRS and the U.S. Supreme
Cbart kave [aiked to define what income is,

area of Oregen as some of the best crisis  Kal

retreats (o be fomnd. oo
Kaltenbach's dispute with the TRS is 2
many-sided argument, based op his
imierpreistion oi case iaw and iie
First, be claims that mo joderal aw
exists that requires a U.B. citizes to pay
income tax. There was once such a law but
M expired ja 1048, be said. .
People simply take il for granted that
they owe taxes and every year they

Aayone _¢onsidering Kaltenbach's
course of action might also want to
conkider the federal government's view of

a3 pResers
The IRS doesn't take any of the Lax
esters' claims sericusly, said Larry
D Ctaorl. an HRS spokesman in Waghingion

Those citizens wha fail 1o file tax returns

and those who file protest returns totaled
about 40.000 nationwide last year, Ratdorf

sbediently comply with 8 nos-existeat S£id, down by shout 3,000 {rom 1§82,
statuie, Kakicabach comtands. .

y

.. "Weivel it s » problem.” Batdor! said.

interest, and taxes should be paid on that

|
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Am-im away with set
filing ons rhtu'“uul the IRS
catches A th those whe den'{ M
taxes owt of prisciple. be s
ﬂuadmmmmnh—u.
A e
Liop, , Bting t
‘protesiers were coavicted last year i
ldu-llmm - o
H a perece has exhawsied his appenls
ERS decisions and stil] refuses to pay his
taxes. Batdorf said, his personal

may béseizell 9. warTant & gatinty . -
the tahial and TRS pondities. ¥ 3
Batdor! said be it {amiliar with al the”
protesters’ srguments, !ruzl elhim of
taking Lhe Fifih Amendmaent o the wagns-
aren'l-income theory, but send of them
hold water.

“Lyve seen all those,” Ratdor! said. “Bat
the. courts have rebnliod . these

utﬁﬂ:ﬁﬂk

prevent the from

Liability, but federal um&

sccept those afforts with casut) ﬁvm‘-

sither, be zaid. ;!
A3 a marter of [act, any s rotafy "

can be fined $500, he said, und oo far, that
peullylmbminpulhuﬂul-

Tndbduhnumphuh
‘l vahicles Secanse be ingists Jt s 2

nema--uuununmmul
lllmltlnﬂnn '

xnlunhch s u‘oulg disputes ares’t
just limited to the federal .uen.-t,
owever.

lkbmuwtchmh&ldy ¢
courts of Lafaystie and

ia the Lafaywtiy court, nﬂ-n- '
‘Kalteobach hus argeed be cof™t gy the
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