Federal Judiciary —
Oligarchy Hit-Men!!!

By John Baptist Kotmair, Jr.

n the last ten issues of theaberty Tree,we have
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to read me my rights. | shut the door in their fasel

been covering the tyrannical treatment of Patradts told them to put it in writing. They stood there tre

the hands of seditionists in the federal governmerih

stoop for a couple of minutes looking at one anob®e

particular the Internal Revenue Service, Departnoént fore returning to their car and leaving.

Justice and the federal courts, which | callEwd Trio.

Not long after that | ran into the landlord of theart-

Last month, we covered my release from incarcaratioment that Nancy and | were renting, while threeof

and the formation of the Save-A-Patriot Fellowship.

We left off with a summation ofg
the formation and growth of the Fe
lowship during its 32 years of con
tinued operation, without covering
how the Evil Trio kept trying to

bring it to an end, but they did tr} ;

several times. Beginning in this ig;
sue, we will start documenting thej|
tyrannical efforts. ‘
Using the Privacy Act, | obtaineq
a copy of the computer file (the Ind
vidual Master File, or “IMF”) the
IRS kept on me. According to
coded entry (transaction code (T(
914, dated 110387) in that file, thie

Criminal Investigation Division (CID) started arnves-

grown children were living at our place with th&ami-

lies. He informed me that two IRS
agents came to his house inquiring
about what | was doing in the apart-
ment. He further stated that he in-
formed them that if they wanted to
know what | was doing, they should
ask me, adding that | paid the rent
on time, and that was all he cared
about.

The way the Fellowship is struc-
tured, (get me once, OK — get me
twice, shame on me), the seditionists
had no way to monitor anything, and
obviously it was getting to them.
After some time had passed, | wasn't

getting any more feedback, and with things being so

tigation into my activities on November 3, 1987stju quiet, | decided to get an updated version of my.IM

shy of 3 years after my release from the prisonpcam

On this later copy, | saw that the computer tramsac

One day | thought | heard a knock on the door, ancbde (TC) 914 (indicating the opening of a crimimal
by the time | looked out of the window, | saw tw@m vestigation) on November 3, 1987 as I'd seen on the
walking to their car. | went to the door and calked earlier copy, had been reversed on October 6, 19§83
them “Are you looking for me?” as they were getting birthday), by the entry of a TC 912 (indicating tked
their car. They turned and headed back to the houdbe of criminal investigation).

Upon reaching the door, they identified themselass
IRS special agents (criminal investigators), arattstl

Copyright at Common Law by Save-A-Patfiellowship

For the next few years, the Fellowship grew by $eap

(Continued on page 2)
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(Continued from page 1)

contained in the file we kept of that corresponéebe-

and bounds, so much so that the IRS silence waseen me and the IRS. | would not know who he was
strange, and sort of eerie. Then in June of 1998; | even if he was standing right in front of me.

ceived word from a source inside the IRS Baltimore Nevertheless, | appeared in Sioux Falls on Decembe
District Office to be aware that something was hie t 9, 1993, to testify before the grand jury. Aftewas

works. Believing that a good offense is far bettean

sworn in, the U.S. Attorney informed the jurorspgas-

unattainable defense, it was agreed among the SARHBIy, what this particular matter was about. He did

Staff that we would take the initiative, and writethe

marvelous job of setting up the particulars of agiole

Commissioner of Internal Revenue Service, holdiag o criminal conspiracy between the SAPF member and my-

our “hand of friendship and understanding.” self.

| wrote to the Acting Commissioner of Internal

When the U.S. Attorney finished, he asked me if |

Revenue, Michael Dolan, on July 19, 1993, expressirhad anything to present to the grand jury. | lookethe
our concerns about the non-cooperation that exis¢éed jurors and while pointing at the U.S. Attorney,nily
tween the IRS and SAPF. In that letter we exteramled stated, “This man is deliberately misrepresentihg t

invitation to the Commissioner, or any of his desigs,
to visit our office and observe first-hand our aities.

facts to you. Knowing he was going to do this, Védna
brought with me the evidence to present to youlien

The same invitation was extended to all of the felde passed out to the jurors copies of my inquirehi®lRS
judges and magistrates in the Federal District Cofir concerning the member's assessment records, altmg w
Maryland, and public notice of the invitation wascode sections and regulations that the IRS ageets w
printed in the Carroll County Times, a local newsga violating. | also provided the Grand Jury with cegiof

on three consecutive Mondays.

the documentation showing the perjurious statemaints

We were thrilled when local Federal Magistrate Pauhe IRS Special Agent, thus providing evidence that

M. Rosenberg responded to our invitation and com-
mented that we were doing an “admirable job.” Ictfa
we were so encouraged by his reply, that on Octdbge
1993, we wrote to the new Commissioner of Inter
Revenue, Margaret Milner Richardson, and repeated
invitation. We even suggested a permanent IRSoliaif
for the office. But instead of any spirit of cooggon, :
their response was to notify us that the matter beseh | B
turned over to the Criminal Investigation Divisiom 7 '
Baltimore, which we already knew. o !I!
On December 1, 1993, a U.S. Attorney in Sio
Falls, South Dakota subpoenaed me to testify bedo
federal grand jury there. Noticing blatant erraighin
the affidavit in support of the subpoena, maderbjRE
special agent, | naturally notified the Court tdonm

Margaret Milner Richardson

US Attorney had con-
spired with the perjuri-
ous Special Agent in an
obvious attempt to ob-
tain the indictment
against me.

The U.S. Attorney
butted in and asked me,
“Isn’t it true that any-
one who disagrees with
an IRS assessment can
pay the tax and then sue
for a refund in court?”
He did this to plant a

seed in the minds of the

them of the defects. Nevertheless, the Federaki€list jurors that | was “selling” the public false infoation in
Court of South Dakota insisted that | appear inusio the form of a “non-existent legal remedy.”

Falls on December 9, 1993, to testify.

| responded by explaining to the jury that suingdo

Smelling a dead rat, the SAPF paralegals put tegethrefund was only ONE option. | asked the jurditthe
a habeas corpupetition, just in case | was indicted andIRS claimed you owed a million dollars, could ydu a
incarcerated so far from home. Paul Ripley, an SAPferd to pay the tax and then sue for a refund? How

paralegal at that time, accompanied me to Sioubs k@l
prosecute thbabeas corpusf need be.
The grand jury investigation was looking into the

about $250,000? What about $25,000? Could you af-
ford to pay $25,000 and then sue for a refund?”
| could tell by the looks on the juror's faces thhad

affairs of one of the SAPF members — one whom | ditheir attention. The look on the U.S. Attorney'sefa
not even know. My only involvement with this membershowed that he had never had this happen befae, th
had been through the Power-of-Attorney he gave @o mhe was losing control of the jury, and didn’t knewat

to argue the IRS’ misuse of the assessment stadntbs to do about it.
regulations in assessing a tax on his property. ré/he
fore, my knowledge of this member was only what was

| then proceeded to give the jurors a brief histesy

(Continued on page 3)
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son, explaining that during th

War Between the States, Cop-

gress passed the Ant
Injunction Act which pre-
vented the courts from enjoin
ing (stopping) the collection

of a tax. | told them that be}

cause of this Anti-Injunction
Act, a bureaucrat could liter

ally pluck a figure out of thin|

air, (like a million dollars)

claim you owe it, and therg¢

would no judicial remedy be

cause the courts no longer had
jurisdiction over such matterq.

Then | explained why the U.S
Attorney was wrong, ang
showed them “the other optio
under the IR Code.” This op
tion is given in the section th
the IRS does not like to tall
about — Section 6404.

| explained that people with
erroneous assessments hg
an administrative remedy th4

\U

/4

\
Justice Antonin Scalia

From 1986 until 2016, Antonin Scalia was an asso-
.ciate justice of the Supreme Court. He was declared
dead in Texas on February 13, 2016, as has been widely
reported. He was an articulate defender of textualism
in statutory application (i.e., the primacy of the statu-
tory language) and originalism in constitutional appli-
cation (i.e., what did the founders mean?).

t Scalia authored two key opinions upholding the
Second Amendment and the limitations of federal
power: Printz v. United States, 521 U.S. 898 (1997),
and District of Columbia v. Heller, 554 U.S. 570
\(€008).

t On the other hand, Scalia joined the majority in

—

the IRS was ignoring and/ofholdings expanding police state powers at the expense

denying in violation of due

of individual rights, e.g., Kentucky v. King, 563 U.S.
452 (2011), which resulted in police given greater lee-

process requirements. | Wemt/vay to break into homes without warrants and use the

on to explain that | have ag
sisted people in pursuing thi

-fruits of those illegal searches, and Florence v. Board
0f Chosen Freeholders, 132 S. Ct. 1510 (2012), which

administrative remedy and jhheld it constitutional to strip search a man wrongfully

requesting abatements, if ar
when they believed an asses
ment had been made in error
showed them that through th
remedy, there was no need
go through the expensive arn
often prohibitive process o
appealing to a tax court.

(irrested for a traffic offense, because to hold police to
reasonable suspicion standard for strip searches was
Sunworkable.”
| Even worse, in Gonzales v. Raich, 352 F.3d 1222
{(2005), Scalia upheld federal prosecution of a Califor-
Bian legally growing marijuana under California’s laws,
Ci?d made this horrible statement: “Where necessary to
ake a regulation of interstate commerce effective,
Congress may regulate even those intrastate activities
that do not themselves substantially affect interstate

added that | had helped thojicommerce.” ()

sands of people, and that

“| explained that people
with erroneous
assessments have an
administrative remedy
that the IRS was ignoring
and/or denying in
violation of due process

On the subject of grand juries, however, Scalia of-
Afered some eloquent observations in United States v.
Williams, 112 S.Ct. 1735 (1992): ‘Rooted in long centu-
ries of Anglo-American history,” the grand jury is men-
tioned in the Bill of Rights, but not in the body of the
Constitution. It has not been textually assigned, there-
fore, to any of the branches described in the first three
Articles. It ‘is a constitutional fixture in its own right.’
In fact the whole theory of its function is that it be-
longs to no branch of the institutional government,
serving as a kind of buffer or referee between the Gov-
ernment and the people. (internal citations omitted).

requirements.”

the present time, | was help-
ing a 72 year old man in
Alaska who had never even
paid me or the Fellowship a
dime.

The jurors started asking
me questions about the in-
come tax laws, and the indict-
ment trap set by thievil Duo,
IRS and DOJ, ended up turn-
ing into an SAPF tax semi-
nar. The look on the U.S. At-
torney's face revealed that he
had no comeback, that he was
hoisting the white flag in full
surrender. After my appear-
ance, outside of the grand
jury room, he said to me, “Let
me shake your hand on a job
well done.” Paul Ripley was
present, waiting for me to
come out, and had a look of
disbelief on his face. The
grand jury evidently agreed
with the information that |
provided, and dicdNOT hand
down the indictment that the
IRS and the DOJ expected.

| grabbed a taxi, and
rushed to the airport, getting
there just in time to catch the
last flight out of Sioux Falls
to Baltimore. The following
day, December 10, 1993, was
a day of infamy for thetvil
Duo, when their treacherous
plans came into clear focus.
By all intents and purposes,
the grand jury proceeding
should have held me up long
enough to miss that last flight
to Baltimore, thus leaving me
in Sioux Falls during their
scheduled raid on my home
and the offices of the Fellow-
ship at 9 AM on the 10th.
Their plan appears to be
nothing more than a ploy de-
signed to make the IRS'
treacherous actions palatable
to an increasingly suspicious

(Continued on page 4)
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public. They no doubt hoped to make a public spbeta
out of an indictment against me, and subsequeth$ @
the Fellowship and my home.

Even though Federal Magistrate Paul M. Rosenbe
had responded to our July 19, 1993, invitation, com-
mented that we were doing an “admirable job,” dmat t
he was fully aware of our intent, he had to knowat tthe
Fellowship was not “concealing” anything. Neverdss,
on December 8, 1993, Magistrate Rosenberg signed - NEEDS YOU TO DONATE TODAY !!
search warrant stating, among other thing Since '1987 feder'al Treasury ag_ents havg attacke
that, “property is now concealed on the premisesnd us unendingly, and it was not until 2008 with their

. . " fraudulent injunction did they strike a financial
if the ... property be found there to seize same," &0 blow, but not a knockout. Since the 2008 financial

ter making every effort tecommunicate our purpose andl oisis our funds have continually decreased at the
eXtend'ng the abOVQFIVIta'[IOI'l, we were accused Of same rate as the job_market, and |f thlS iS not O‘ff

“concealing” something — of what we are not suree T | set — LIKE NOW — LWRN WILL BE NO
affidavit in support of the warrant, further stated§ MORE!!
“people come and go,” and “there may be contralwand If you have been donating — PLEASE DON'T
the premises.” STOP — if you know others of like-mind, please en-

And yet the Fourth Amendment to the United State list their help!!! It does not take much, just $5 @ $10
Constitution states: “The right of the people toskeure | @ month — SO PLEASE PRAY ABOUT IT, AND
in their persons, houses, papers, and effectsnstgain- CONTACT THE FELLOWSHIP TODAY!H!
reasonable searches and seizures, shall not betedol
and no Warrants shall issue, but upon probableecaushe raids on my home and the Save-A-Pa 4
supported by Oath or affirmation, apdrticularly de-  Fellowship offices — continuing the never el &/
scribing the place to be searched, and the persons ing saga of our struggle, and the extreme /
things to be seized (Emphasis added.) lessness of thEvil Trio.

In the April 2016 issue of theiberty Tree in the

next installment oFederal Judiciary— Oligarchy Hit- QZ/% ; @;7 . ,(é‘: ,’O%Q

Men!!!, we will continue with the particular details of

Liberty Works Radio Network

Presents Angeline Marie
On the Truth Attack Hour
Show time 6 PM — 7 PM Eastern, Mondays

Angeline Marie is a conservative Christian who believes people should think for
themselves. Her goal is to interview guests that have done research in their areas
of interest (whether she agrees with them or not) and disseminate that informa-
tion to listeners so they can use their critical-thinking skills to make up their own
minds.

She believes the time is short for a free people to share ideas in a free society.

Angeline Marie has worked in various behind-the-scenes roles in radio and tele-
vision, and holds a Bachelor of Science Degree in Mass Communications.
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