IRS Tricks Their Computers To
Coliect Income Tax From You

This week we feature information
shared with us by Tom Selgas and
Bryan Malatesta as Eddie Kahn was
out of the country. Mr. Selgas works
with Richard Standring’s VILP.
organization out of Cincinnati, Ohio,
which we first told our readers about
in the 1/14/03 edition of TaxTruth
Negsletter. Mr. Malatesta is the
Ceitified Public Accountant for
American Rights Litigators (ARL),
which has been working with V.LP.
since the beginning of this year.

As we reported in January, VIP.
specializes in beating the TRS on
procedural error to overcome the
agency's deceptive tax practices via
the administrative process. They use
the IRS' own information to
challenge the false or inaccurate
information that the IRS maintains
within secret files on virmually
everyone. Then V.LP. demands that
the agency correct their records. Mr.
Selgas, who lives in the Dallas, Texas
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area, provided us with details that
gave us some good insight into how
V.LP. operates. He also told us about
their continuing professional
cducation seminars where they
educate CPAs and tax attorneys
about the administrative process that
they do. You can learn more about
these seminars on their website at
www.cpedme.com. In addition, you
can also visit V.LP!s website at
www.irsdecoder.com, which has lots
of interesting informational products.

According to Mr. Selgas, Richard
Standiing with VLE. is probably one
of the best-known researchers in this
country in regard to this subject
matter. He did an extensive study on
the administrative equity procedures
and administrative equity law that
overtook this country during the last
50 years. Mr. Selgas said that V.LPs
work stems from their study on how
the government conducts
prosccutions, collection activity, ete.;
it's always based upon prima facie
evidence. In other words, the
government’s evidence against a
person, whether factual or false, is
always presumed good unless that
person properly refutes and rebuts it.
It's akin to you being considered
guilty until proven innocent. Thus,
Mr. Selgas stressed that you should
always properly refute and rebut the
false or inaccurate evidence that the
IRS has against you when they
come trying to collect. That's
especially so before ever going to
court. If you don’t, then the judge
will not let you make certain types
of discovery for informartion once
you get there, he said.

ISSUE 10

This process of chalienging the
IRS’ false or inaccurate evidence in
their secret files on you first requires
an understanding of why it exists.
‘What happens is the IRS
management trains their agents to
trick the IRS' computers into
thinking that you owe some form of
taxable excise tax. The reason being
that the IRS does not have the
authority to assess virtually anyone
with a Subtitle A income tax, which
is why our income tax system is
based upon voluntary compliance.
That's why the IRS always wants
YOU to swear under penalties of
perjury as to whether you have an
income tax liability on a tax return.
Yet, they will never give you a
verified tax bill swearing that you
owe income taxes when you
demand it as part of a conditional
offer to pay.

Mr. Malatesta told us about a
seminar that he and Mr. Selgas
attended some time ago in
Okishoma City where several former
IRS agents spoke about their lives
inside the IRS. One of those former
agents was Eddie Kahn's friend, John
Turner, who worked as a collection
agent for the IRS for ten years.
When he quit working for the IRS in
1997 he brought home all of the
training manuals, documents and
notes, etc, that he accumulated from
day one with the service. Mr. Turner
used this information to give a very




interesting presentation on how IRS
management trains their agents to enter
various codes to circurmvent the
programming of the IRS’ computers. He
showed evervone the original training
manual that the IRS gave him, which
instructed how to do this illicit activity.
For instance, if the IRS wants to
charge someone with a certain kind of
penalty, then they have an agent
manually enter a special code. That code
allows the agent to gain access to other
codes within the system aflowing them
to trick the computer into thinking the
person owes some form of taxable excise
tax. It is this illicit procedure that enables
the IRS’ computer to produce all sorts of
erronenus eompitter generated letters.
This is how the IRS gets their computer
to proceed in the tax collection process
by issuing Notices of Deficiency, Notices
of Levy, etc. If you have ever received
such letters from the IRS claiming an
unpaid income tax liability, then this is
most likely what happened behind the
scenes for you to get such a letter,
Whenever the IRS hires a new
revenue officer they instruct that person
to report to a conference room for
several days of training. IRS management

takes these new hires thet cormie in right—

off the street and walk them through
how to do their job. Some of the things
these agents do are input codes, review
documents and create substitute for
returns on people who don'’t file income
tax returns voluntarily, etc. When M.
Turner went through his training at the
IRS they trained him how to do ali these
things. In parallel to that, they cited
various cude sections along the way
telling him that's what authorized him to
do the things they trained him to do.
Onc such scction that IRS
management showed Mr. Turner
pertained to him being able to execute a
substitute for return. During the ten years
that he worked for the IRS, he did
countless Form 104( substitute for
returns on. people without question. Mr.
Malatesta told us that if you were to look
up that section you would find that there
are many types of tax returns listed there.
However, the Form 1040, Individual
Income Tax return is not explicitly listed.
When Mr. Turner became aware of this
after Jeaving the IRS, he wondered why
the Form 1040 was not listed since he

did so many of them as a revenue officer.
Therefore, he went through his training
manual to see what it said.

Mr. Turner was amazed at how it
showed basically the same lack of
applicability to the Form 1040. At the
seminar, Mr. Malatesta said John Turner
showed everyone excerpts from his IRS
training manual regarding this. He said
it’s not this direct, but it basically shows
how IRS management teaches their
agents not to worry about the lack of
regulations authorizing them to make a
Form 1040 substitute for return. It
teaches them to input a special code that
tricks the computer, g0 they can move
on to the next procedure. With that
manual Mr. Torner is able to clearly
show with the IRS’ own documentation
that IRS agents are taught to employ a
fraudulent manner to start the collection
process. And that’s just the beginning.
According to Mr. Malatests, John Turner
has been an expert witness in criminal
cases nvolving the IRS doing substituie
1040 returns on people. He's done that
around the country many times, he said.

How V.L.P. Helps People Refute &
Rebut Erroneons IRS “Evidence”

other documents referenced by a
mechanism called the document locator
number. You have the responsibility to
get that, make sure it is correct and that
the presumptions are true for yvour
circumstances. In short, this is what VILP.
does to help people get the IRS to
correct the erroneous records that they
maintain on them in secret, coded files.
That lays the groundwork for the
abatement of invalid assessments or the
removal of liens, etc.

American Rights Litigators {ARL)
currently contracts with VLP. to do all
the Individual Master File (IMF) and
Business Master File (BMF) decoding
services for ARL clients. The way their
relatinnship works is that ART!s Power of
Attorney generates the necessary FOIA
or Privacy Act requests to obtain these
files for ARL clients. The response that
the Power of Attorney receives from the
IRS is then forwarded to VIP. for
decoding as all of the IRS’ secret codes
have different meanings. V1F. then
decrypts all of these codes and builds a
document showing what they signify.

It is routine business [or the IRS o
have people coded as being engaged in
various excise taxable activities. For

Thé process described above whereby —example; they may have you coded as

the IRS inputs false information into
their computers combined with how
they operate on presumptive evidence is
certainly not a fair system. At least, it’s
not fair to us anyway. However, it is
possible to overcome its unjust burdens
via an administrative process involving
the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA)
and the Privacy Act.

Every federal agency has a process
under FOIA where you can obtain
various documents or personally
identifiable records about yoursell under
the Privacy Act. Tom Selgas told us that
any documents or records that could
affect you are your responsibility to
maintain or review. It’s your
responsibility to ensure that they are
correct. If they are not correct, then there
is a procedure that you can go through
to correctly refute and rebut the
government’s presumptions to clean up
your file. When it comes to the IRS it
may be the Individual Master File that
they keep on you or perhaps another
related document. In the Individual
Master File, Mr. Selgas said there are

someone who is a drug trafficker, alcohol
manufacturer, offshore gold miner or
various other obscure classifications.
That's why is important to know what
“evidence” the IRS maintains on you,
according to Mr. Selgas. Once VP
builds that document exposing the IRS
erroneous information, ARLs Power of
Attorney will then submit it back to the
IRS s a permanent part of the ARL
client’s record. The purpose of this
process is to have the document get
assigned a new document locator
number, which becomes incorporated
into the client's IMF. That way the ARL
client can use it later as evidence in his
ot her behalf or use it as a foundation to
properly refute and rebut the IRS’
presumptive evidence,

Questions Asked & Answers Given
By Tom Selgas & Bryan Malatesta
Question #1: What do you doina
situation where an administrative agency,
including but not limited to the IRS, just
docsn’t answer your FOLA or Privacy

Act request?
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Answer #1: To begin with, doing
Privacy Act requests are a bit more
difficult than doing FOIA requests.
However, anytime you submit a
disclosure request under FOIA or the
Privacy Act, you must be very specific in
your request; you need o describe
preciscly what it is that you seek, All too
often people submit requests that are too
broad in scope, which is the most
common problem. The FOIA request
and a government agency’s responsibility
to answer it are governed under several
bodies of law. It falls under the purview
of the Administrative Procedures Act, the
Federal Register Act and the Federal
Bureau of Investigation (FBI) as the
enforcement agency for that. Therefore,
there are certain procedures that you
must go through.

First, when you submit a FOLA
request the government has twenty
business days to respond from the time
they receive it Their response could Le
that they need more time to find what it
is that you seek. There is no use in filing
an appeal when they respond like that as
the law grants them this first delay under
every circumstance. From there they
have six months of time before they have
to respond again unless you make more
requests for certain things during the
interim. If they don’t respond after that
period, then you would need to do a
follow up notice. You would want to
inform them that they failed in their
responsibility to respond and that you
need an explanation as to why.

If they do respond though, then that
second responsc could say that they still
need more time to find what you
requested. When they do they must give
you 2 date specific as to when they
expect to give you the documents
responsive to your request. Then as you
get near that specific date they may
provide you with yet another response
saying they tried their best to get X
document. However, they still need more
time 1o locafe it and believe they can get
it to you by another date specific. At that
point, if they still don't give you what
you want without tclling you that what
you seek doesn’t exist, then they will
have exhausted their procedural rights. In
summary, they get to ask for three
different delays, but the second two must
be date specific.

Question #2: To get to the bottom
line, is there anybody in government
who can force an uncooperative IRS
agent or disclosure officer to disclose
what you ask for under FOIA or the
Privacy Act? lf not, then can you take
them into court individually to force
them when they violate their obligations
to respond! For example, sometimes they
just tell you outright that they are not
going to give you certain kinds of
information.

Answer #2: Yes, there are two ways
you can do it. However, one is more
difficult to do than the other though. The
first way is through what they call a
judicial review, which is a fairly simple
process, as you don't have to file
anything. You just go into the district
court with all your paperwork and have
the court compel those people to deliver
the documents immediately or be held in
conternpt. If the government happens to
consider the document(s) you seck
sensitive to national security, then you
can request an inspection in the judge’s
chamhera.

The second way is by using the
Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI). In
order to generate a complaint with the
FBI, it requires very specific items that
must be put together to create an
investigation. As an example, Richard
Standring talked about a Florida woman
who went through this process recently.
She asked for the FBI and the Treasury
Inspector General for Tax Administration
(TIGTA} to investigate her case. The
TIGTA office sent two of their agents
out to go pick up the agent who failed to
disclose information.

On another note, sometimes it's great
when you get a letter from the IRS that
says they have no documents responsive
to your request. That’s what we call 2
“golden letter” because it could represent
a due process violation. What I mean by
that is in order for the IRS to have a
valid assessment or penalties and interest
charges against you, they have to first
create two documents. One is called a
Non-Master File (NMF) and the other
onc is called a Non-Master File Voucher
5734. Both of these documents have to
be signed. More importantly though they
have to exist before the IRS can ereate
what they call a Form 4340, which has
to exist before they can finally create a

Form 23C, Summary Record of
Assessment. All tax assessments must be
recorded on this form and it must be
signed and dated by an assessment
officer. The important thing about the
Form 23C is that it is THE legal
document that permits collection activity.
If the IRS doesn’t have that, then there
can be no basis upon which to effect a
VALID lien or levy.

If you get a F'OIA response saying
that there are no documents responsive
to your request on something they had
to have, then procedurally the IRS will
have failed to perform per their
regulations. Not only that, but they will
have violated your due process rights.
That’s because they created an
assessment or penalties and interest
charges against you without first having
the prerequisite documents that cause
such matters to exist. How do you know
that? It's because there are no documents
that exist. That's why the IRS says there
are no documents responsive to your
request, which is why we call it a “golden
letter”. You want to get responses like
that back from the IRS. It allows you to
build your own prima facie evidence
against them that shows their “evidence”
arose from procedural errors.

You can then use your better evidence
to effect an abatement to their erroneocus
tax claims and/or effect a removal of
liens and levies, etc, That’s what I did to
remedy an IRS problem of my own.
Bryan Malatesta will attest that type of
rebuital abated the IRS assertions against
me to the tune of $196,000. Therefore,
the “golden letter” is key, especially if it
has to do with a procedural wiclation that
they skipped. When I say ‘rebuttal’ here
what I mean is you have to have your
OWN evidence that directly challenges
the IRS' “evidence” that they maintain
against you in their computers. The only
way you can do that is by doing 2 FOIA
or Privacy Act request and ask for
specific documents. That’s how you
effectively overcome the IRS
presumptive evidence and prove
procedural violations. By doing that, you
can make them change or eliminate their
bad evidence against you.

Question #3: Have you ever heard of
anyone receiving valid tax assessment via

a signed and dated Form 23C, Summary
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Answer #3: In one of the V.I.P. books,
there is an example of a valid Form 23C
that somebody received. I think it
involved a man in southern Tennessee or
Alabama who was a bootlegger. The
funny part about it is that under the
aleohol laws he was allowed to make
something like 2,000 gallons. I think if he
understood what the law said about that
he could have had that tax assessment
abated. But, yes, I have seen a photocopy
of a real Assessment Certificate.

Question #4: Judging by what I've
heard here about the IRS’ deceptive tax
practices, I gather you or I would never
see the IRS have a valid Form 23C
Assessment Certificate on us, correct?

Answer #4: No, the average person
will never see it. Here is a perfect
example of why. After I got the IRS to
abate their $196,000 tax aszessment non
me, I wanted to find out how they
originally created their bogus assessment
in the first place. Therefore, I did a FOIA
request to obtain the last set of Form
1040 substitute for returns that they did
on me. That’s because there must be a
return before there can be an assessment.
1t was a hilarious document. Their
substitute for return was just a sticky

- label that-said-1040. All- the IRS did-was——

weite in my name and the phrase
“substitute for return” on it. That was it;
there were no numbers from which they
could derive an assessment. Thus, the
IRS’ computer showed that they had a
paper document and later showed an
“assessment” after an IRS agent tricked
the computer. That was presumed good
until I properly refuted and rebutted it.
Like it or not, that's how the system
works. Their system collectively puts
everyone in a hole and it’s up to each
individual to fight and dig their way out.
Question #5: I am in the process of
having my Individual Master File (IMF)
decoded. Does there have to be
something in my Non-Master File
(NMF) in order for the IRS to create a
Motice of Deficiency or tax assessment?
Answer #5: When you get your IMF
decoded you should see several different
things. In one of the document locators,
you may get what the IRS calls an
AMDISA file, which may show you

associated with some kind of excisable

activity code. For reference, activity
codes relate to the excisable activity in
which the IRS claims you are involved. 1
don’t know what you do for a living, but
they may have you classified as an
ammunition manufacturer or an alcohol,
tobacco or firearms manufacturer or
distributor, etc.

Question #6: Where can we find a list
of those excisable activity codes?

Answer #6: It depends on the tax
year in question. They could be in the
ADP Manual, ADP Systems Manual,
Law Enforcement 3 Manual, 6209
Manual and/or the Internal Revenue
Manual. Today, you will find the codes
in the ADP Systems Manual and it’s a
linked list because if you look in the
Internal Revenue Manual it will show
the codes. For example, Code 536 will
say a business 1040 with schedules.
Then that business 1040 correlates to an
activity code, which translates into a
truck chassis manufacturer or something
like that.

Anyway, when you get your IMF
decoded and build a document showing

- what those codes mean with exhibits

from the IRS’ manuals, you submit that
backas part of your file. Withthe—--——-
exhibits you show the procedures the
IRS must follow and how they failed to
follow them or what classification they
have incorrect for you.

For instance, your document could
include a statement saying that vou are
an electrical engineer, who writes
software for a living. Therefore, you have
nothing to do with the truck chassis
manufacturer coding, Then you could
have a witness sign your statement
affirming that you are what you say or
put a copy of your electrical engineering
degree in there. That’s one form of
evidence. The next thing you would
want to do is make copies of the ADP
Systems Manuals for that activity code
class. You say that 536 is an excisable
activity code, which corresponds with a
truck chassis manufacturer and state that
you are not involved with that.

Then you submit your document back
to the IRS along with your rebuttal. Your
rebuttal could say, dear sir, before the

IRS can charge me any penalties and
interest on an assessment, which led tn a
lien or a levy, there are certain steps the
agency must follow. These procedural
steps are outlined in the Internal Revenue
Manual, the 5209 Manual and the ADP
Manual. Yet, the IRS didn’t do them.
This form must be filled out, these items
must be entered and this IRS person’s
signature must appear, etc. Yet, nobody
did them. Then you conclude your
rebuttal with the “golden letter” you
obtained under FOIA where the IRS
admitted that certain crucial documents
or records didn't exist. Do you see how
you put all of this evidence together to
undermine their presumptive evidence?
In doing this process, you build a case
that meets the federal rules of evidence.
Your evidence now goes back into your
Non-Master File, which lets the IRS
know that you're onto them. At that
point, they have to clean up their
records. If they don't, then you have
proof they committed fraud and due
process violations. However, one thing
that the IRS always seems to get away
with, which really annoys me, is they will
say that somebody just “made a mistake”
or “mistyped a code”, etc. Therefore, it's

- hard-to-nail them down on that. -

Question #7: Does the IRS ever
change their excisable activity codes over
the years?

Answer #7: Yes, they do.

Question #8: Does Bryan Malatesta
work for American Rights Litigators or
VIP?

Answer #8: Mr. Malatesta contracts
with a number of different organizations
or individuals including V.LP. and ARL.
He has been working with Richard
Standring for more than two years now
and as a CPA, he holds Power of
Attorney for all of ARLs clients.

Question #%: How can a person
contact either Tom Selgas or Bryan
Malatesta?

Answer #9: You can contact
Mir. Selgas by e-mail at
tdselgas@cpe4me.com. In regard to
Mr. Malatesta, you can contact him at
ARL by phone at 352-383-9100 or by
e-mail at bryanm@cpedme.com
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IRS FOIA Response Re. Form 23C, Assessment Certificate

LSIEED STAIFSOF tXERICA
(L 2T LT WY NN TP P P
LT

Date: Novenber 3¢, 1998

A. | HEREBY GERTIFY that the annexed documents, listed or described befow, sre trus copies of official
recrds {or extracts therefrom) maintsined in __Submissicn Processing Division

and ihét { 'am the custodisn

theveat:

- Internal Revenue Manual sections 3.17.83.5.2, 3.17. 63 21.5, and :
3.17.63.21.6 vhich relate to Form 23C. ‘I‘hese documents conmst of 5 pages..

' . : Sr_gmtnre "' f
'- mﬁwm_ﬁ%m
Processing Tile . Divigion
B. 1HEREBY CERTIFY that _Barbara Jenkms who signed
the foregoing certificate was at the time of signing igsi ing Divi

and as such, was the legal custodian of the above listed documents, and that full faith and credit should be
given to such cerfifiaate. .

IN TEST#M_ONY WHEREOF | have hereunto set my hand,
and eaused the seal of the Department of the Treasury 1o be
sffixed this thirtieth ay of November

ane thousand nine hundred and_ninety-eight _ .

By direction of the Secretary of the Treasury:

*\&. \ et )L«._..

y\'&%ﬁm\ DPirector
Y Governirental Liaison and Disclosure
Internal Revenue S_erv.u_:e

30 TO F 10017 (05/78) © NOTICE OF CEATIFICATION
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Important References To Form 23C, Assessment Certificate

INTERNAL REVENUE MANUAL 3

1 Revenue Manual 3{1 14).1

Account 6110 Tax Assessments
{2) All tax assessments must be recorded on Form 23C Assessment Certificate. The Assessment

Certificate must be signed by the Assessment Officer and dated. The Assessment Certificate is the legal
document that permits collection activity...
Internal Revenue | 3(17 2.

Certification
(1) All assessments must be certified by 5|gnature of an authorlzed offlaal on Form 23C Assessment

Certificate. a :
(2) Some assessments are prescrlbed for exped|tlous action as and be certified on a daily ba5|s These
as nts will re ediate ation of Form 23C ACS...

FORM 23C IS DESCRIBED IN DOCUMENT 7130,
IRS PRINTED PRODUCT CATALOG AS:

23C - Assessment Certlflcate-Summary Record of Assessments

re:ssued to update the ‘status notice file. TR R A Internal Use

EXCERPTS FROM COURT CASES

CURLEY v. U.S., 791 F. Supp 52 (E.D.N.Y. 1992)
[5] Plalntuff rehes hea\nly on Brafman v. United Statesf 384 F2d 863 (5th Cir. 1967), where an
= ature : orm. This defect, however, was a

s:gmfn:ant \nolatlon of the reguiatlon .

764 FEDERAL SUPPLEMENT Page 315

...A signature requirement protects the taxpayer by ensuring that a responsible officer has approved
the assessment...

BREWER v. U.S., 764 F.Supp. 309 (5.D.N.Y. 1991)

...However. there is no indication in the_record before us that the *Summary Report of Assessments”,
nown as Form completed and si the as nt office equire CF

301.6203-1.3. Nor do the Certificates of Assessments and Payments contain 23C dates which would
allow us to conclude that a Form 23C form was signed on that date. See United States v. Dixon, 672 F.

Supp. 503, 505-506 (M.D.Ala.1987). T we find that the plainti 5 raise al ion
oncerning w RS proce s were wed in_making the assessments...

3 This regulation provides, in relevant part, that “[t]he assessment shall be made by an assessment
officer signing the summary record of assessment...
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Example Of Form 4340 That Must Be Completed Before Form 23C

] ) Cariificate o Asiasimants and Payments & Lﬁ o
Msrs A Theyi e Tmhrw (R Bae vomrty x1¥1e monl TEirr Libe o WA 3 - a-
Joha ¥, Doa fny Straet, Tour Towm, State OO0 Ond-00-0009 a o g
e L o oo
e y f— : ) - 5 = oo
R A T o 2
il L e " - o . -t B taa Lad o 7]
_ROshy - [Eesamated Ty 109,000.00 181503800 312 7 3
I D X "y E
VEA13/8)  lrarimated Tan 200,008, 40 5 5
&
vl Tentative Faymant . 130,000, 40 . (318 g
AT1%F6E BactaPabi Naruen 1,000, Ab6. 00 240, 506, 0 10d,0060.00. | N G736/56 KELLL w
&/30748 ritst Noglica ] !
1/18/84  [Paywant 30,000.00 | 50,000.00
8/ 3AE Lian Filad
1S4 fragmene ] 15,000.10 3,000,100
9/15/k4  IRerimated Tax 104,000,006 w41l
patisfes  BEovtmetsd tax  {108,500,00 _
313267 jrull-Pakd Ratyen 941 ,453,12  IET, A8 20« A 16181 E 1Y)
T 2ariidy IbaT fve Toseqovig ASCrp  1iw mwv;c AT AN ah IRRONET 18 Ko BARGR 4peCiled 14 8 bron Inddomtinie anigript tge s prorod 4 Fatkd, sl g
AL LRGSR, pARIIIRL, (AILENIN, Shg Reawrrtn RuGHL, tRloal, 4G DiANCE 0 aaefeNTied SHYRAY Joldtng (RESETD BE d1S 1 4D By the (2E0eed ol Th &
Hhen ax of the otk C4 g A Mty shamn thereh . . =
Sigmatura af Diweinr Letatisn Iﬁm T
Ph
fum A3QL Mev BMe R it e gdpaer LR R R e Ty P T Te YY) Daphetmmtng o7t Trhanury « INTHAS Rgdrnm Sartd K=
L] n
Example Of Form 23C, The Legal Document That Permits Collection
N = e o " Apg = sy . :
Sumimary fiotord of Assessmenss © 3 Fropa®id oy 4. Nursher - :
r — SURNDA HUSLEY, 07-006R
E_ ’ Cutaart Asressmonts f;uﬂfn’ng o e o Bvamsmanians \
” ; “fotal Astessnents |
Chuss of Tax .
Tav, K Peninily Interest Tax & Penalty Irdeyast No. of |tams
ror i fod ! ot ol L)
Withiers imaividunl i :
fncome a0 £1CA fad, 5a6,002La0 2.4 b 17822505 32, 955120 36916 887,213,791, 1
Indivigual ingoreawognar ] i
= . 1,859,066, 404,23 5,066, 803L64 7,188, 131198 LO7.921¢5% N1 1,.815,004,2213 35
Tarparatine bnanae K *
i T9.000,392,26) _9s1.046078] _35.027,268165] 293152088 3556 415,067,660, 5
Exgise .
. £9, 709,139,117 TN W 44 47,185175 4,580 42 L1583 19,821 ,308.75
Esiate and gift o
20, 30320064 . Gag, 13241 774.146) 54,80210% 208 30,795,202, 97
Tak 01 carrieer and - i
thieir erhpioyess. .
Feceral insmpltyeaens
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Back Issues:

If you are a current subscriber to TaxTruth Newsletter,
then you qualify to receive replacements for damaged
issues by the Post Office at no additional charge.

In addition, if you are a current annual subscriber and
would like back issues, then you may request to receive
them at no charge.

Check the issues needed and mail the request to our
business address. We will mail the replacement issues
ASAP. There is a form on our website to request issues
as well. Go to www.taxtruthnews.com/contact.htm

Subscription Rates:

» Trial Subscription 2 month/5 issues ' $21.95
* Annual Subscription 12 month/26 issues $69.95
* Online Only Subscriptions available on request

How to Subscribe:

Option 1: Our preferred method of subscription is
through our website. This allows you to type in your
information and we automalically enter it into our
database limiting the amount of mistakes that are
possible and shortening the response time.

Go to www.taxtruthnews.com/subscribe.htm

You can click on the Credit Card link and pay by
PayPal or complete the Online Form with your
information and we will mail you a Welcome Pack and
bill you for your subscription.

If you choose to pay by Credit Card, then you can
receive immediate access to the online password
protected archive. You will be added to our mailing
list sooner and will begin receiving the newsletter
starting with the next issue.

Option 2: You can mail a check/money order to

Q vol. 1, Issue 01-07 QA Vol. 2, Issue 14-20 ‘ =
0 Vol. 1. Issue 08-13 O Vol. 2. Issue 21-27 :FaxTruth._ Be sure to |nclude? all of your mailing
d ‘ information and your e-mail/phone number so that
0 Vol. 2, Issue 01-06 QVol. 3, Issue 01-06 we may contact you if there is a problem with your
A Vol. 2, Issue 07-13 QO val. 3, Issue 07-08 delivery. Our subscription-address is below.
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